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MEMORANDUM

Date_ 24 June 1976

Ficii Rabbi Balfour Brickner

To Rabbi Alexander Schindler

Cop]r bow tikonmaition of Rabbi Syme, Rabbi Gertman

Subject

I was at Gene Aberbach's on Saturday 19 June
for a social engagement, and we discussed the
subject of your 27 May memo.

He has some excellent ideas, and we are going
to continue discussions at lunch in the near
future. Before going any further with Gene,
perhaps you and I, and possibly Dan, have to
sit down and disecuss Jjust how seriocus we are
about this entire project, and who will have
the responsibility of initiating and following
through on this project.

This is a major decision which precludes any
further involvement with Gene.

H?a\é%é
Fg -- Please note that the spelling of Gene's
surname is Aberbach.

838 Fifth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 10021 212/249-0100
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Decewber &, 1375

Mr. darold Welnstock
UGS Century Park Last
Los m.‘“; Ca. m?

Dear lial,

| conslider the matter of the Union's relationship with Tesple Emanuel 'l_ﬂaoz__
Scheal to be of such significance that It requires the most sensitive ki
of treatwent by all of us. Let me state the facts carefully as | see them:

(1) There Is a 1963 Policy Statement of the UAKC - CCAR Joint
Commission of Jewlsh Education which reads In part that the Unlon
“be authorlized to encourage the establishment of pilot programs
and experisental projects In full-time Reforu Jewish education...
and to provide information and consultation to any Reform Jewish
congregation...interested in Initlsting a progras of full-tise
Jewlsh edacation'.

(2) When the sbove Follcy Statement was brought to the 1571
flennlal Assesbly It Incorporated an additional concept: Unlen
funding of such projects. The statesent wes soundly thrashed and
defeated on the basis of the unwillingness of the Biennlal Assembly
to permlt the Unlon to fund & Day School project.

(3) unen we met In Dallas, we were agreed that the matters of
"sponsorship” and "'dues rellef’ were distinct and separate and
should not be handled at the some time. | emphasized that it was
imperative that the Unfon and Temple Emanuel Flrst create the
relationship of co-sponsorship (except for funding), after which
we would then turn to the MUM Cormmlttee for dues rellef.

(4) Rabbl Danlel Syme Is Acting Dlrector of the Department of Education.
He Is In cur corner. He balleves In followling the policy In re Day
Schocl. Any and all communications to hls concerning the Day School

as an sducational instrument are correct and valld. Any and all
correspondence with hie seeking financlal help or rellef are an
abrogation of his role and cur understanding. | feel, therefore,

that your letter of Novesber 25th to Rabbl Syme might be misconstrued
by all involved. | recognize how desperate you are, facing the deficit
you project. Any pressure or suggestion to the Unlon In re Temple
Lmanuel's Day School that Is not In consonance with tha axisting
pollicy, Is golng to prove counterproductive, | know.



Page 2 - cooalnued
Harold Welnstock

Before next Tuesday evening, Hal, | would llke to recelve an affirmation
from you that you agree and subscribe to the sbove. | am prepared to
carry the ball with you as a partner. | have to know, however, that

we are saying the same things at the same time.

| am commltted to the concept of a synagogue sponsored Day School. |
respect and adnlre the efforts Temple Emanuel has made In the creatlon
of Tts Day School. The syllogism reaches Its loglcal concluslion when |
tell you once again that | am therefore committed to the Temple Emanuel
Day School = but committed within the limits of the Unlon's policy at
this time.

Cordially,

Rabbl Erwin L. Herman
ELH/hpr Director

cc: Rabbl Meyer Heller
bec: Danny Syme

Edie Miller
Norm Eichberg



MEMORANDUM

From Rabbi Erwin L. Herman

Th Rabbi Alexander M. 5chindler

Date December 4, 1975

Alex, the letter in re Temple Emanuel Day School was perfect.
1'11 keep you posted as we move along. Thanks so much for coming
through.
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December 2nd, 1973

Mr. Harold Weinstock

Temple Emanual

8644 Burton Way

Beverly Hills, California 90211

Dear Harold:
Thank you for your letter of Movember 25th.

I undsrstand from Erv Herman that the Day School will be
highlighted at the Regional Asseubly of delegates meeting
in December, This is an exciting development, and I am
most interested in hearing about regional reaction to, and
support for, the school. '

Ihnlmndmhtmﬂthhhhimm-rntuqum
of UREC financial assistance does not fall within my domain.
mam;ummmmpmtm-.muumnm
the Emanuel School, as we do with all five of the existing
day schools. The extent to which that support can be
formalized has yet to be discussed and considered thoroughly.

Judy Bin-NUN will be in New York for the Day School Conference .
in February. I will have an opportunity to discuss the school -

end its program with her at length at that time. In the

meantime, please kesp me informed as to your progress.

mthltnkmwommthuinlmnmﬂy. lat's
gtay in touch.

Happy Chanukah.

Rabbi Daniel Syme
Acting Directer
D&3/es Dapartment of Education
©€.C. Rabbi E. Herman 5
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November 25, 1975

CEALIFOHNIA G321

CAMTOR EDWARRD ERAWLL

Rabbi Daniel Syme

Acting Director, Department
of Education

Union of American Hebrew
Congregations

838 Fifth Avenue

New York, New York 10021

Dear Dan:

I very much enjoyed meeting with you at the
Union convention and working with you on the work-
shop session.

This is to officially request the Union through
your department to assist our Temple day school
through a co-sponsorship arrangement.

The Temple recognizes that it will have to assume
a major portion of the financial burden, but we would
hope that the Union would give us the necesgary com-
munity and resource support, such as advertising, etec.,
and also help us with our deficit at least in the for-
mative years. -

As you know, we are the only exclusively Reform
Jewish day school on the West Coast. We believe that
we are operating a school with the highest quality of
education, one which is of benefit not only to our com-
munity but also to the entire Refdrm Jewish movement.

I think that Reform Jewish day schools are important
to train a cadre of future Reform Jewish leaders to
preserve not only our movement but all of Judaism in
the United States.

IHEDDDRE SHARFRMAN . Srlcaronra [

P 4

ArderrimEntrator



Rabbi Daniel Syme
November 25, 1975
Page 2

Unfortunately, we are finding it difficult from
a financial point of view to continue our school alone.
We hope and pray that the Union will be responsive to
our request for help.

To obtain any detailed information which you may
wish concerning our school, please Feel free to con-
tact our Education Director, Ted Sharfman, or our day
school director, Judy Bin~Nun, at any time,

Siﬂﬂerely,

SRy

i —_—
Harold Weinstock

Hd :cer

cc: Rabbi Erwin L. Herman
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November 26, 1975

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler
Union of American

Hebrew Congregations

838 Fifth Avenue

New York, N.Y. 10021

Dear Alex:

This is my first opportunity to reply to
your letter of November 18. 1 can assure you
that we have been in touch with the MUM office.
I also have been in contact with Erw Herman on
the matter of our MUM arrangements and the Day
School. I believe deliberations are proceeding
amicably. I appreciate your concern and if you
are needed I'11 call upon you.

Thanks for all your help!

Faithfully,

RMH: gaw




NHovember 18, 1975

M office. As you know, all such matters by tha
Mk Committee and that would be the proper routs to follow, Of

course, if 1 can be of assistance in any way onick deliberations

m:mmm:-wmumwm.

With fondest regards from house to’ house, I am 1._
Sincerely, '{'I
Aexrinder X, ae.u-nc\

|

!
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October 30, 1975

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler
Union of American

Hebrew Congregations

838 Fifth Avenue

New York, N.Y. 10021

Dear Alex:

A belated acknowledgment of your sympathetic
response to my letter regarding our Day School
program. The only purpose of this letter is to
voice my appreciation for your prompt response
and your concern for our problems. Our people
concerned with our financial standing are studying
your proposal and I will have a more detailed reply
to you soon. 1 personally am favorably impressed

by your "top-of-the-head" proposal.
I hope to see you in Dallas.

Faithfully,

Ac Z{Q

RMH: gaw j;Rabbi Meyer Heller
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MEMORANDUM

Date__April 23, 1976

From Mr. Theodore K. Broido

v
Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler, Mr. Albert Vorspan, Rabbi Leonard A. Schoolman,
To Rabbi Daniel Syme

Copy for information of

Subject

At several of our meetings there has been much discussion about a resolution
presented to a biennial concerning the development of day schools and full-
time Jewish education authorizing assistance to congregations, etc., etc.

While it is correct that such a resolution was adopted in 1967 by the
Commission on Jewish Education and presented to the 1969 UAHC Biennial in
Miami, the record indicates that it was defeated. Therefore, while the
Commission established the policy, it is incorrect for us to state that
the Biennial approved it.

I do not believe that this means we have to change anything that we are
doing. The Commission has the right to establish policy. We should be
careful and not describe this policy as being the will of the Biennial.

I am attaching the applicable pages taken from the transcript of the
1969 Biennial.

2838 Fifth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 10021 212/249-0100
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following resolution: "We respect the right of any religlous
ﬁancminatioq to establish and adminlstier 1is own educational
institutions. We applaud thelr contribution to the cuvltural
and spiritual diversity of our nation,"

Reaffirming our devotion tﬁ separation of church
and state we strongly urge that full-time Reform Jewish schoaié
be entirely supported by private and Jewish community funds.

wnile we favor experimentation with fullt-fime
Jewish education, we do not propose developing a nationwide or!
regional system of parochial” schools. Farochiallsm as a
system, 2s well as a philesophy, requirss that education beliong
solely to an established Crhurch, Our position 1s radically
different. As we Envisagé it, full-time Jewish education and
public education reinforce: and strengthen each otners

Pull-time education within the Reform Movement will
not be subject to a central authority with bindlng powers. Qur
primary purpose 1s 1O bte of assistance to inose parents who
choose full-time Reform Jewlsnh education for their children --
not to establish a parochial hierarchy alien to the principies
of Reform Judaism and itis national institutions.

7 THEREFORE the 50th General Assemply of the UAHC

Resolves: 1. To =zuthorize the UAHC Department of Educatlion

=g |

METZGER REPORTING SERVICE
" ETCNOTYFL HESSETING
LT DA N CoONNESTICUT DEA3E



1o encourage the establishment of pilot programs and experi-
mental projects in full-time Reform Jewlsh educatlion in accordance
with the preamble to this resdution and also to provide inforia-
tion and consultation to any Reform Jewish congregation affil-
jated with the UAHC or groups interested in initlating a program
of full-time Reform Jewlsh education.

2. Nothing contained herein shall constitute
authorization to the UAHC to establish such full-time schools,
but only to direct the UAHC Department of Education to be of
assistance to congregations and other interested groups in
instituting such schools and programs,

3. Nothing herein contained shall authorize UAHC
Encouragement, advice or support of such full-time schools,
unless they be open to all persons regardless of race or
religion.

ks I said before, in behalf of the majority of the
Committee, I move the adoption of this resolution,

(motion seconded)

CHAIRMAN GUTMANN: Ladies and Gentlemen, the motion
hieas been seconded, This Important subjsct has been long im
coming to the floor of this convention. Eecause of its hilstorica.

importance, perhaps, I am going to call on the Chalrman of the

WETIGES REPORTING SERVICE
SETEMCTYRD RLTORT NG

Hapmaw ZENmESTICUT De£3E
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it doss not 24d to what we are alresdy auvthorice

CHAIRMAN GUTHANN: The majority feeling has

st
been expressed; I'm golng to give the speaker for ihe minority
opportunity to state his point of wiew very briefly.,

¥R, ROSE: 1In the view of the director of the
Commission on Education, who is a proponent of this resdution,
the resolution does not expand the authority tnat deesn't already
exist. In the view of the minority it does sc expand thes
authority beyond what currently exists., (applause)

(Calls for the guestion)
! CHAIRMAN GUTMANN: I know you control this conven-
tion. However, there was a call for the question. 1 am going
to ask this convention whether it wishes now to vote on the
resolution, £11 tThose 1n favor of voiing now on the resdution,
please say Aye'"; opposed "No.,"

I'm in Goubt and I'm goirg to cail for & sianp

vote, Those in Tavor of closing ths csbate, please

"3
b
tn
mh
-

m
tn
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fw
0

Those opposed to ciesing the debate, plieses
The debate is closed.

We will now vote on the resolution. 411 those in

favor of the resolution as submitted by tne Commiiiee on Resolu

-
-

2
-

METZIGER REPORTING SERVICE
ETIHOTEEL NEPDETIRD '

maboam CONNECTICUT DEL3E




™

i

-u
L™

gase rise ané =nNow Vour car
Those opposed
gse rise.
1t reguires only
t
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to the resoletion on day scnoel,

ajority vote, and in the copinion

he Chair tne resolution is defeated. (4pplause)

ladies anda Gentlemen, thank you, very much,

We sre adjourned until tomorrow at 9:30 a2.m,

(Wwherevpon, at 5:20 o'clock, p.m. the session

ssed to reconvene Wednesday, October 29, 1569, at 9:30 a.m,)

METZGER REFPORTING SERVICE |

BTLADTY R REFOATING

FADDAM, CORMNECTICUT CESIE |I
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Rabbi Alesmander M. Schindlar
Matthow B, Rose; Rabbi Balfour Brickner
invite Rabbi Sheldon Limswsrman to the Day Schoel Conferesce.
telle me uight be interested
area on of Reform
Perhaps you hi=m toward that end

Rabbi Daniel 3. Sy=e
Ploaso

Il:l

a

Bast fide




March 16, 1970

Rabbi Leivy Smolar
Director of the Library
Baltimore Hebrew College
5800 Park Helghts Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21215

Dear Leivy,

Thank you so much for your letter concerning Woodstock.
Alas, we simply cannot take advantage of this opportunity
now. The reason? Lack of funds, and that is the sad and
sorry truth.

Every time I turn asround and every time a proposal such
as yours is made, people insist that "smy man or woman
or Foundation representative" would find this or that
cause worthy for a contribution, but these pious hopes
always flounder on the harsh rock of reality. 1In other
words, if you have a good idea and someome who will back
it with money, come a-running, and the response will be
much more affirmative. I hope you understand.

The trip to Israel was wonderful!

Cordially,

Alexander M. Schindler
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BALTIMORE HEBREW COLLEGE

5800 PARK HEIGHTS AVENUE . BALTIMORE. MD. 21215

March 11, 1970

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler

Viece President

Union of American Hebrew Congregations
838 Fifth Avenue

New York, New York

Dear Alex:
I have an idea.

The Jesuits of Woodstock Seminary in Woodstock, Maryland are, as you most
certainly know, moving to New York. It was only a matter of time before

the land and the buildings would go up for sale. The land is magnificent,
spacious, beautiful, in some areas awesome. The buildings include a central
library, classrooms and dormitory space, as well as, I am sure, eating facilities.

The announcement was made a day or so ago that the State of Maryland is investi-
gating the possibility of purchasing Woodstock to use as a job training center.
This announcement did not include the cost, only the exploration of what the cost
might be and how the State would raise the money. Walter Orlinsky, Dr. Orlinsky's
son, is a member of the House of Delegates and I am sure that he can quickly dig
up that information.

It must be obvious by now that I am driving at the possibility of acquiring this
site for the establishment of a National Academy for Jewish Studies to be operated
under UAHC auspices for junior high school and high school students, a school
equal in standard and quality to the best any private school in the United States
has to offer, which also can give a youngster the most intensive liberal Jewish
education possible not only in the United States but in the weorld.

Endrt
Of course, for all I know you might already be moving in the aamefhiractinn-
Certainly I am only echoing sentiments which for several years now have been at
the top of your own personal agenda--and here I go back to our New England exper-
ience and not only to your life at the Union.

Perhaps the above proposition regarding Woodstock makes sense. The one thing I
have little doubt about is that the sight of Woodstock would be enough to thrill
any man or woman or foundation representative who is interested in finding a
worthy cause for a contribution.

Any way, it's a thought, and when an idea does come along once every few years,
you know I like to write to you and hear from you about it.

I imagine that you are just coming back from Israel. I hope you had a wonderful
trip. With best regards to Rhea,

Sincerely,

s

Rnhhi:%k;v] Smolar
LS:b Direc¥er of the Library



Commussion on Jewish Education

Union of American Hebrew Congregations & Central Confarence of Amgrican Rabhis
38 FiFTH AYENUE = NEW YORK, M. Y. 10021 = 2490100

2.159.70
Dear Alan,

It just occurred to me that I don't
have a copy of your most recent curricuvlum manual
for your school.

Would you mind sending me one?

Just heard unofficially and confidentlially
and sub rosa and in camera, etec., etc., that Herd
Zuckerman has been aprointed head of the Rodeph
Sholom day school, Even Herb won't know until
next weak because of committee red tapel

Will keep you au courant.

Kol tuv,

<)
ﬁ;ﬂ
P.5, dJust to avoid confusion, Ben Efron is

director of the relipgiocus school; Herb Zuckerman
is director of the day school.
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Shaping up . . . a Convention Report
Lou Lister

Our convention plans are shaping up nicely. San Francisco 18 most
anxious to receive us and assures us of a pleasant and enjoyable stay. Its
attractions are many and highly recommended by everyone who has wvisited
or lived on the West Coast.

The first and most important reminder at this time is to make your Aight
arrangements, If vou wish to take advantage of vour stay in Frisco and explore
its beauty and its wonders, come early! The special hotel rates are available
to you for one week preceding and one week following the convention. ($18-
singles; $23-doubles) It's a bit early for hotel reservations . . . BUT NOT
TOO SO0ON FOR FLIGHT RESERVATIONS!!!

Joe Portnoy is doing a bang-up job in preparation for his role as official
host.

For the first time., our annual convention will feature a study program
and NATErs will practice what they preach — STUDY . .. “Torah lishma.”
In addition to hearing nationally featured speakers bring us vital messages
and reports on timely problems which confront the educator today, as well as
workshop sessions in which to consider actions to be taken on these problems,
each NATEr will register for a study seminar. These seminars will be led
by well known authorities from the faculties of the University of California
and the HUC-JIR.

The convention fee of $55.00 will include the tuition fee for the seminar
as well as official luncheons and the banguet.

When final arrangements are made, yvou will be sent a registration form
on which you will indicate your preference (l1st, 2nd, 3rd choice) of one of
the following seminarsa:

ISRAEL & THE MIDDLE EAST JEWISH LITERATURE

MIDRASH ARCHAEOLOGY AND THE BIELE

Sinee each seminar iz limited to 25 members preferences will be honored
in the order in which registrations are received. Hence, the reason for alter-
nate choices.

Each seminar will consist of three 2-hour sessions. These will be held
Thursday, Friday and Sunday mornings. The afternoons will be devoted to
NATE business, featured guest speakers, and workshops,

Watch vour mail for full details of the convention program and your
reristration form. Be prepared to mail in your registration with your choice

of seminar (and convention fee) as soon as you can. Hemember, we will
follow the rule of “first come — firat served!”
The Lord Also Giveth
Necrology

We congratulate our past president
HEINZ WARSCHAUER

Who will be tendered a testimonial

dinner by the Holy Blosgom Con-

grogation  of

We mourn the passing of
air beloved colleague
IRWIN GOTTSCHALL
September 17, 1968 Toronto for his
twentyv-five vears of service, on

Oetober 17, 1968,

May his name be for a blessing

Convention Hotline -
And Other Nate News

Lou Lister on the East Coast and
Joe Portnoyv on the West Coast are
putting together a conveniion des-
tined to rival Boston anmd St. Louis.
With his typical Lister Gusto, Lou
i= leaving no detail to chance but
sensibly has worked closely with his
co-chairman Joe Portnoy, President
Cel Singer, and the Executive Board
in mounting a program that bubhles
with interest from the opening ad-
dress to the closing banquet.

Jeginning with the end, Rabbi
Jacob Philip Rudin, Chairman of the
Commission on Education, and Presi-
dent of the Synagogue Counecil of
America will deliver the Banguet Ad-
dress and install the new officers.

Two well known professors will
lead the seminars in Archeology and
Literature.

Professor Stephen M. Passamanek
of HUC-JIR in Loz Angeles will con-
duct the archaeology seminars while
Professor Arnold Band, the noted
Agnon authority, will conduct the
sessions on Jewish Literature.

Proceedings will be automated this
vear. We are contracting with spe-
cialista who will take down every-
thing that is spoken, reduce it to our
own editorial requirements and have
the document in the hands of the
membership before January 15.

ITAHC SOCIAL ACTION noiable,
Alhert Vorspan will address the con-
vention on Social Action and Ecum-
enism. Al Vorspan is the author and
co-author of many well known wol-
umes including his latest, “Jewish
Values, and Social Crisis.” Top lay-
man in the UAHC administrative
hierarchy, Mr. Vorspan will make
this talk a NATE first.

Speaking of Proceedinge—have vou
sent vour money to Lilyan Oliker?
She pets two dollars—that's $2.00
for the 1967 Proceedings which were
g0 ably compiled by Rolf Schickler
of Ciney's Rockdale Temple. The
Proceedings are part of your profes-
sional librarv—vour temple should be
willing to ante-up.
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A quarterly published by the
National Association of Temple Edu-
eators, an affiliate of the UAHC,
838 Fifth Avenue, New York, N.Y.
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OFFICERS
President weeirs, M, M, Singer
1st Vice-President___ Marvin Walts
Znd Vice-President.
Recording Sec'y . Harold Reingold
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Executive Sec'y. -Alan D. Bennett
EdIOT memmmsnmmere——seBert 5. Garard
Advertizing Mgr.....Lawrence Meyers

Louls Lister

Treasurer

WELCOME TO NEW MEMEERS

Rabbi Howard Bogot, Gratz College,
Philadelphia

Louis Brasz, Temple Israel, Jamaica,
New York

Cantor Finley M. Bukaitz, Temple
Beith Sholom Passaic, N. J.

David C. Cohen, Temple Beth Sholom,
New City, N. Y.

Rabbi Stephen 5. Goldrich, B'nai
Israel, Elmira, N. Y.

Herzl Honor, Temple Judea, Coral
Gables, Florida

Morris Hoffman, Temple
Omaha, Nebraska

Rabbi Arthur 5. Hollander, Temple
Israel, Long Beach, Calif.

Donald Milrod, Union Reform Tem-
ple, Freeport, N. Y.

Mrs. Aimee Neibart, Temple Emanu-
el, Westfield, N. J.

Mrs. Dorothy Perlgut, Anshe Emeth,
New Brunswick, N. I.

George B. Saxton, Mishkan Israel,
Hamden, Conn.

Rabbi Edwin Schoffman, Mountain-
side, N. J.

Mrs. Nathan Schlessinger, K.AM.,
Chicago, 111

HONOR FOR SAM NEMZCFF

Samuel A. Nemzoff of Temple Is-
rael, Boston, has been appointed the
new chairman of the Committee on
Teacher Education of the Commission
on Jewish Education, replacing Rabhi
Martin 5. Rozenberg, who will head
the Committee on Adult Eduecation,
replacing Rabbi Jacob Philip Rudin,
new chairman of the Commission on
Jewish Education

Israel,

YOU'LLLEARN A LOT

Oectober is almost too late to be thinking about December. We urge our
entire membership to join with colleagues, consultants, and scholars as we
convene for our Fourteenth Annual Convention — —

IN SAN FRANCISCO

Lou Lister and Joe Portnov have the entire West Coast from San Diego
to the Washingion border preparing the hospitality and the seminars—the
exhibits and the workshops—the seafood menus and the sightseeing tours.

It iz a convention yvou can’t afford to miss. See the other sections of the
NATE NEWSLETTER for details and make yvour airline reservations before
it's too late. The Donner Pasz is clozed in December, zo don’t figure on last
minute Stage Coach accommodations.

* - * -

SYMPOSIUM ON DAY SCHOOLS

Our second Symposium of the year deals with the guestion of whether or
not Reform Judaism is ready for day schools to provide the movement with
recruiting centers for rabbis, educators and administrators. Two years ago
we could think of nothing more necessary or important. We still think that
day schools are needed for Reform Judaism, but we are afraid that we will
get them sooner than we expected. For the wrong reasons.

Irrational black militaney is driving dedicated Jewish teachers from ad-
ministrative and classroom jobs. We speak not of the mediocre teachers whom
tenure protects in any school system. We speak of the thousands of liberal, en-
lightened Jews who made New York City's schools the finest in the world
thirty years ago.

We have a dilemma. We are committed to free public education and we
peed @ school in Reform Judaism offering to an elite of our movement, secular
education plus the Judaic background which will lead to service careers in
education and the rabbinate. Can we sacrifiecc one commitment for the sake
of another?

If Reform Jewish Day Schools beeame a reality beeause Jewish teachers
are driven from their positions in public education in our major cities, per-
haps the price will have been too high. Perhaps it will mean the death of
free public education in this nation as we have known it and want to improve it.

If we get Reform Jewish Day Schools, let them be thoroughly Jewish in
orientation so that student and teacher will be invelved in a program which is
an adjunct to, rather than a substitute for public schools,

Bert 5. Gerard

YEARLING WESCONATE HAS

g .
Changes In Positions

Harry Rosen is now with Temple
Emanu-El in Tuscon, Arizona. Harry
has a new job and elear sinuses,

Treasurer Lilvan Oliker is now di-
recting education at one of the na-
tion's oldest and largest Reform Tem-

ple's—Rodeph  Shalom  in  Philadel-
phia.
Mrs. Jan Elbaum, Temple Kol

Odom, Encino, California.

Former First Vice-president, Ben
Efron has left the west coast and now
is Director of Education at Mil-
waukee's Emanu-El, B'ne Jeshrun.

Mrs. Joan Fischman, Westwood
Temple, Los Angeles, Calif.

Rabhbi Saul Diament has gone across
the border to Canada and is now with
the Saskatoon Jewish Community
Center in Saskatchewan, Canada.

David Monasch,- Peninsula Temple,
Burlingame, California.

TWO LEARNING CENTERS

The Westchester Southern Connee-
ticut Association of Temple Educat-
ors, known azs WESCONATE, has es-
tablished two in-service centers for
teacher courses.

Bible and Hebrew are being offered
at the Jewish Community Center of
White Plains, while Basic Judaizm
will be given in a course at Free
Synagogue of Westchester in Mount
Vernon. Nate members, Rabbi Manuel
Gold and Al Gamson are the in-
struclors,

Southwest Council has another win-
ner in its fine publication, “The
Southwest Teacher"”. Latest issue con-
tains & goldmine of methodology and
activity projects from the plans and
pens of the teachers themselves.
Inspiration: Dallas's Ray Israel, of
COurse,
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Convention
Schedule

WEDMNESDAY (Dec. 25th)
10:00 REGISTRATION
1:00-3:00
EXECUTIVE BOARD
4:00-5:00
WELCOME TEA
New Members
7:00 WORSHIP SERVICE
8:00 OPENING SESSION
Keynote Address:
Dr. Paul Steinberg
Dean, HUC-JIR (M. Y.)

THURSDAY  (Dec. 26th)
9:30 WORSHIP SERVICE
10:00-10:50/11:00-11:50
SEMINARS (begin)
{A) Archaeclogy
(B} Jewish Literature
(C) Mid-East & lsrael
(D) Midrash
12:15 Convention Luncheon
1:00-3:00 PLENARY
“STATE OF MNATE"
Pres. of NATE
3:15-5:00 WORKSHOPS
“Professional Practices”
{A) Educator & Teacher Train'g
(B} Educator & Parents
(C) Educator & School Board
(D) Educator & Standards
5:30 Cocktail Reception
EVENIMG FREE

FRIDAY (Dec. 27th)

§:30 WORSHIP SERVICE

10:00-10:50/ 11:00-11:50

SEMINARS (Continue)

(A) Archasclogy

(B) Jewish Literature

(C) Mid-East & lzrael

(D} Midrash

12:15 Convention Luncheon

1:00 “SOCIAL ACTION
AMD ECUMENISM"

Speaker: Al Verspan

2:00-4:15 WORKSHOPS
“The Jewish Child in the
Non-Jewish Community”

(A) Primary Grades

(B) Intermediate Grades

(C) Upper Grades

SABBATH SERVICES
“Home Hospitality”

VETERANS AND NEW MEMBERS TO ASSIST
CONVENTION SESSIONS IN SAN FRANCISCC

At its September meeting the NATE Executive Board approved Lou
Lister's suggestions for convention assistance and added a few suggestions
of its own. The result is a fine blend of experience and yvouth in the building
of WATE's internal leadership.

Fred Marcus of Temple Emanuel in San Jose will act as Chairman of
Exhibits. Fred's vast hotel experience should give us a good show.

Chairing the Archaeology Seminar will be Heinz Warschauer, a NATE
past president who directs the educational program at Toronto’s Holy Blossom.
Blanche Feiman of Canton, Ohio’s Temple Israel will chair the Middle East
gesgions. Dr. George Harlow will chair the Jewish Literature Seminars.
Dr. Harlow is from Skokie, Illinois: Temple Judea, Rebecca Lister, having
recently written an outline for Midrash study, will appropriately enough,
chair the Midrash sessions. Rebecca alse heads the committee on Gamoran
Awards.

Chairing the plenariez will be Lou Lister, Ted Sharfman, Max Frankel,
Cantor Joe Portnoy, and First Vice President, Marvin Walts,

Worship services will be conducted by Cantors Murray Gold, Sheldon
Merrill, Jack Bornstein, Mike Loring, and Julian Lohre.

Each Workshop will have a Preceptor and a Chairman, with the chairman
handling the discussion after the Preceptor delivers opening remarks. NATE
personnel for these workshops are:

PROFESSIONAL PRACTICES PRECEPTOR CHAIRMAN
Educator and Teacher Training Sam Nemzofl Abe Segal
Educator and Parents Ray Israel Lilyan Oliker

Eric Feldheim
Dr. Bert 3. Gerard

Jim Levberg
Alan D). Bennett

Educator and School Board
Eduecator and Standards

JEWISH CHILD IN THE

NON JEWISH COMMUNITY PRECEPTOR CHAIRMAN
Primary Grades Rose Joffe Ord Matek
Intermediate Grades Jack Horowitz Bea Grayzel

Upper Grades Larry Schwartz Leanne Goldman

Treasurer's Plea
If vou've changed your position or

SATURDAY (Dec. 28th)

SABBATH WORSHIP SERVICE
at
TEMPLE EMANU-EL
Luncheen
TORAH SESSION
“EXISTENTIALISM AND
JEWISH EDUCATION"
Speaker: Rabbi Jack Spiro

2:45 PLENARY SESSION

4:30 HAVDALAH
EVENING FREE

SUNDAY (Dec. 29th)
9:30 WORSHIP SERVICE
10:00-10:50/11:00-11:50
SEMINARS (Conclude]
(A) Archasclogy
(B} Jewish Literature
(C) Mid-East & Israel
(D} Midrash
12:15 Lunch Break
2:00-4:00

PLENARY SESSION
7:00 Convention Bangquet
Speaker: Rabbi Jacob Rudin
10:00 Executive Board
Meeting and Evaluation

have not paid yvour 1968 dues, please
send  information and  checks for
£25.00 to Lilvan Oliker at 908 Vernon
Road, Philadelphia, Pa. 19150.
Schoolman is back East
Rabhi Leonard Schoolman has come
home to his old neighborhood and is
now direeting Youth Activities for
the Greater New York Federation of
Temple Youth.
Keeping Posted Takes Nate Plan
Last vear's panel on Bridging the
Gap has produced action. Keeping
Posted now publishes a Parents’ Guide
to thiz fine bi-weekly. The idea came
out of a presentation by Dr. Bert 5.
Gerard at the Miami convention.
An Open Letter to All NATErs:
What makes wvour school better
than ...
Is it the creative use of old
materials?
Iz it the imaginative new materials?
Iz it “the original approach”™?
What is happening in your school that
might win THE EMANTUEL GAM-
ORAN CURRICULUM AWARD?
Tell us all about it — send four (4)
copies to the chairman of the curri-
culum entries this week.
Mrs. Rebecca Lister,
Pleasantville Cottage School
Pleasantville, N.Y. 10570,
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Toward A New Curriculum

Under the chairmanship of Rabbi
Samuel Glasner, the Curriculum Com-
mittee of the Commission on Jewish
Education held a two-day conference
in June 1968 to explore the objectives
and contents of the Union curriculum.
It was generally agreed that a new
approach iz needed with the construe-
tion of curriculum materials whic_.’r'.
are “value-oriented.” The aim of this
approach is to lead students to ask
fundamental questions and szeek an-
swers based on personal reflection and
creativity. The curricular content
should foeus on the issues which re-
late to the life of the student and
help him to formulate his values,
based on Jewish sources.

Rits Offered

One of the projects emanating from
the committee's deliberations and now
engaging the staff of the Union's De-
partment of Education, is the produc-
tion of instructional kits integrating
printed and audiovisual materials.
Each kit will focus on a particular
jasue in Jewish ethies or theology, an
event or personality in history, an
aspect of communal life such as phil-
anthropic service. A kit will be multi-
dimensional in content and approach;
that iz, whatever materials can be
utilized to illumine the particular

issue will be enclosed: source docu-

ments, maps, recordings, creaf.wg
games, newspaper and magazine re-
prints, and other resources, Each kit
will be flexible enough 2o that it can™
be pevised continually and Kept up.

Issue Centered

The major innovation, in addition
to the physical medium, is the produc-
tion of materials which are issue-
centered rather than subject-centered.
The issues themselves will encourage
the exploration of personal values by
teachers and students, The generic
term for the UAHC kits is Focus, the
first one to “focus" on Judaism and
seientific thought, accompanied by a
teacher's guide which will emphasize
the inductive appreach to valoes.

Spon ready for mailing are kits
on Judaism in the home, for the
clomentary grades; the children of
modern Israel for the primary depart-
ment; the many ramifications of
taedakak for intermediate grades: the
Spanish Inguisition, its consequences
and implications, for junior high
school; and the meaning of Jewish
survival, for high school classes.

%
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Reform Jewish Day Schools:
Why? or Why Not?

RABBI DANIEL WOLK.

Cong. Emanu-El of

Westchester, N.Y.

" The dilemma of Reform Judaism is
our . difficulty in imparting extensive
Jewish education to our young people.
This question iz emphasized with the
current discussion of private Jewish
day schools. There iz no doubt that
such a system established by the
Reform movement would increase the
academic level. T am certain that
these schools would also be of high
caliber in all aspects of general
studies.

However, there are distinet nega-
tive elements. Education iz not salely
academic. The actual curriculum is
but one facet of the educational proc-
@38 — a process which has as its main
purpose the ability for our youngsters
to cope with the problems and people
of an ever more ambiguous world.
Separating our youngsters in =uch
Jewish day schools would restrain,
not increase, exposurc. Public and
private non-parochial schools permit
our yvoung people to relate in natural
surroundings to children o different
religious and éthnic backgrounds.

TheJewish day school will serve

4o alienate and rigidify American

society to a degree even greater than
that of present — despite the volun-
tary nature of such schools If our
public schools are presently faulty,
this would be the final blow to the
democratic ideal of education.

As we fear the loss of Jewish iden-
tity, we too often tend to stress
separation as the solution. This meth-
od is no longer possible or practical
within our society. We cannot afford
to retreat within the confines of
group,

The purpose of education is motiv-
ation. Through our modern Temple
religious schools, and summer study
programs, it is possible to provide
strong incentives for our youngsters
without the necessity of the Jewish
day school. Let us strengthen existing
programs and through our present
facilities encourage interest in Jew-
ish studies.

With proper incentives, and given
the current enthusiasm of many of
our young people, a positive Jewish
edueation ean be aeqguired. The deli-
cate tension between the disappear-
ance of Jewizh identity and positive
affiliation as a Jew ean be maintained
without separate educational faeili-
ties. This latter direction offerz a
more compelling challenge.

RAYMOND ISRAEL.

Director of Education

Temple Emanu-El
Dallas, Texas

In my judgment there is not only
validity but perhaps even an urgency
for the establishment of Reform Jew-
ish Day Schools,

Within the Jewish community our
co-religionists vary their approaches
in their interpretation of Judaism.
Each Jewish family determines what
affiliation it wishes to have with its
congregation and with the Jewish
community as a whole. Each family
decides how it will interpret its Ju-
daism within the setting of its home,
Each set of parents, determines the
kind of formal Jewish education it
wants for itz children.

Hopefully there will be at least a
small segment who recognize that the
best of our programs in Jewish edu-
cation are necessarily limited because
of the relatively modest number of
hours our youngsters attend Reform
Religious Schools, It seems to me,
therefore, children who come from
homes like this should have the bene-
fit of & more intensive program of
Jewish education, with the hope that
these youngsters may be potential
leaders of our Jewish community in
later wyears or may be the students
who are sufficiently imbued to embark
on professions in the Jewish field.
Even if that were not the case, it is
so important that our young Jewish
adults, when leaving home for college
and embarking on careers, will be
steeped in Judaism and imbued with
our religious heritage in a desper
sense than our typical Reform Relig-
ious School presently makes possible.

It seems to me that the right kind
of Reform Day School can add enrich-
ment to its secular program when it
is interwoven with its Jewish pro-
gram. Recognizing that a parochial
school has the potential of “separat-
ing” the child from the total commu-
nity, there are always possibilities of
relating a Reform Jewish Day School
program with agtivities and projects
of a community nature in cooperation
with other schoolz in the community.

Yes, I would reiterate that for the
limited number of children from Re-
form Jewish homes where the desire
for gpreater intensity of Jewish edu-
cation is present, I see the validity
and value of our sponsoring Reform
Jewish Day Schools,
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IRVING LEVITAS,

Temple Emanu-El
Yonkers, New York

It iz my opinion that the UAHC
should sponzor secondary school edu-
cation for those who are desirous of
continuwing on a more thorough level
the “introduction” to Jewish life and
thought they have received in our
Religious Schools on the week-end and
after-school levels,

This High School (Day) should be
open to all pupils, regardless of their
desire to enter a fulure professional
carcer with the Reform Movement or
not. We are as much in need of the
she'ar yishue in general Jewish com-
munal life as we are in the profes-
sional areas.

I do not believe that this Day High
School would confliet with the “tradi-
tional" feelings of the separation of
church and state, sinee the Constito-
tion speaks only of forbidding an “es-
tablished” religion. If the Day High
Sehool propesed fulfills the edueational
requirements of all secondary schools
in their respective states, in addition
to teaching those courses that make
for more intensive Jewish knowledge,
then 1 see no repudiation of the
pluralist society we want, and need,

M. KASPI - SILVERMAN,

Director of Religious Education
Temple Beth-El, Chicago

Concomitant with the current con-
gideration of the feasibility of Reform
Jewish Day Schools there arises, in
my mind, some related guestions that
call for consummate thought and
knowledgeable insight from our lead-
ers in the Reform Jewish community,
I should like, at your indulgence,
rather than pursue an exploration of
possible proposals and questions of the
subject matter in the field, to instead
posit an area of paramount persuasion
that would put this matter into better
perspective.

I would call this a “need and readi-
ness” criteria for Reform Jewish Day
Schools, It is apparent that when we
move into a new area of Jewish Edu-
cation and especially one which as
unigue and as formidable as the above,
we initially search our conscience with
the questions, *is it the right thing
to do” and, "are we ready for it."
Let me categorically state that there
iz no doubt in my mind on the advo-
cacy of such a proposal. A day school
program calls upon a somewhat elite
child (1 would say that this iz les-
gsened in an Orthodox milieu) coupled
with duly committed parents sold up-
on the need of such an education, and
who are both morally bound and fin-
ancially solvent to support it. The

educational capacities of my own chil-
dren have been greatly enhanced in
a well structured Jewizh day school
in our own community (though not
Reform oriented). [ am delighted
with the sound and expansive Judaie,
Hebraie and secular horizons wisited
upon the students. There should be no
doubt that the end result of a day
school program can only strengthen
one's loyalty to faith, and leadership
to the cause of perpetuating living
Judaism.

Are we, however, in addressing our-
selves to the feasibility of Reform
Jewish Day Schools “ready for it"?
In simplicity it idealistically means
that a school sponsored by the Re-
form Movement must be one in which
the educational goals are specific and
in tune with the trends and underly-
ing principles of the movement which
have been developed, and are de-
veloped, in relation to education in
general and religious education in
particular. It means the creation of
a strong, adequate and central train-
ing arena (the “recruiting ground”)
for nurturing Jewish wyouth into
eventual positions of mature religious
responsibility in  their community.
Sadly to say it is most attractive and
exciting, but we are not mentally
ready for it! Such a posture is not
even universally shared in Reform
leadership circles,

What serious doubts I foster in this
matter are aroused by the total lack
of enthusiasm among our members
who have children of age. 1 do not
believe that the rank-and-file parent
of Reform affiliation has any interest
or desire for such a program. Our
community does not recognize the ur-
gency for a social and ethical philo-
sophy of Reform Judaism as espoused
in a total day-to-day program. The
abyss in their thinking iz evident.
That they should ‘deny’ their chil-
dren a secular education for a highly
functional day school alternative is
unthinkable, even if it should be
bhased wpon sound Reform prineiples
of Jewish living. They retain the mis-
labled stigma of a ‘parochial school®
education which in turn is coupled to
the fallacious fear of over-commit-
ment and patronizing religion. Let's
face it, they ery “it's too much re-
ligion.” It is discomfiting indeed, to
find many parents who seek for their
children the best religious and educa-
tional environment within the frame-
work of the shortest possible time
span in a (religious) school program.

Mature, vigorous and objeetive
thinking along these lines have a long
and hazardous path to travel. If we
should ever embark upon the structur-
ing of & total Jewish Day School pro-

gram it must come only afted an enor-
mous and compelling task of re-edu-
cating our communities to its great
positive aspects. When this ocours,
we will take & major step forward in
the eause of Jewish education.

SAMUEL A. NEMZOFF,

Director of Education
Temple Israel,
Boston, Mass,

There is a growing rate of assimi-
lation in this country as indicated by
the fragmentary studies available,
There are many causes for this.
Among them are: The magnetism of
the attractive non-Jewish world in
which we live in this country, the
fact that Judaism iz peripheral in
the lives of our youth, the diminution
in the time allotted to Jewish educa-
tion and in the content thereof, the
increasing demands of the secular
school which takes up more and more
of the child's time for formal studies
and extra-curricular aetivities, the
voluntary and supplementary state of
Jewish eduecation, the decline in reli-
gious faith and the break-down of
Jewish family life.

To survive and fourish in this coun-
try we must have a multi-faceted pro-
gram of Jewish education — formal
and informal. All forms of Jewish
edueation from the most intensive to
the least intensive should be strength-
ened. Informal Jewish education
through summer camps, Jewish com-
munity centers, vouth movements,
study groups, adult edueation and
particularly parent education, pro-
grams involving study, work and tra-
vel in Israel, strengthening of reli-
gious life — all these and more should
be part of this multi-faceted program.

In this program of Jewish educa-
tion there is, in my opinion, a place
for the Reform Jewish day school.
It is to be hoped that through the
more intensive system of Jewish edu-
eation possible in the day school, we
shall develop young people who will be
ready to devote their lives to the
rabbinate, Jewish education and other
Jewish eommunal professions.

I cannot accept the point of view
that there is something incompatible
between Reform Judaism and the day
school. In the literature of the Reform
movement statements can be found
opposing and championing the day
school. In any case, the very eszsence
of Reform Judaism is its receptivity
to change. Witness the new directions
enjoined upon the Reform constitu-
ency by the Columbus Platform of
1937.

(Continued on Page )
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Nemzoff (Cont'd)

The 1961 Biennial resolution which
oppostd Federal aid to private reli-
gious schools also stated: “We re-
spect the right of any religious de-
nomination to establish and admin-
ister its own edueational institutions.
We applaud their contribution to the
cultural and spiritual diversity of
our nation. . . "

The Union has no position on day
schools, but the statement above would
indicate that we should not deny our-
selves what we applaud in others.

Nor can [ accept the charge that
the Jewish day school will undermine
the public school and ghettoize our
children. Im many congregations,
twenty-five percent and more of our
children attend private schools, many
of which are under sectarian spon-
sorship, where often they are sub-
jected to compulsory chapel attend-
ance and compulsory Bible ecourses
with a Christological interpretation.
Do these private schools undermine
the public school system? Witness the
gtatement in “The State and the Non-
Public Schools" issued by the United
States Office of Education: “In pro-
viding for their government, the peo-
ple of the United States have recog-
nized by constitutional provision that
there are certain private ventures
which should be encouraged. Non-
public schools have long been recog-
nized as one such venture, especially
when these schools are not conducted
for profit.”

Nor need we be concernmed about
ghettoization of our children. They
will eontinue to live in a secular en-
vironment and be subjected to the
communication of ideas through our
mass media. They will continue to
attend secular colleges.

Will we find the necessary number
of pupilz willing to attend a Reform
Jowish day school? Will we find the
necessary means of finaneing such a
venture? I believe that we will, but
we shall not find out without trying.
There were those who wondered
whether or not our camp program
would interfere with other Union
fund-raiging endeavors. We found no
such interference but rather an aug-
mentation of means through this ex-
citing program of informal Jewish
education in the “cultoral island” of
the camp environment,

Some advocate as a first step the
establishment of Reform day schools
on the jumior high and high school
level which might, in the course of
time, be on a par with the best private
achools except that there would be
an integrated program of Jewish as
well as secular studies. Others think
in terms of elementary schools, utiliz-

ing the lovely modern synagogue class-
rooms which stand empty all day.

The time has come, I believe, to
act. There are many problems to be
solved but the rewards to be achieved
are great,

L * L

RABBI ROBERT S. WIDOM,

Director, Camp and
Youth Education, ITAHC

Evervone zeems to lament the lack
of Jewishly-enriched Reform leader-
ship. Evervone also agrees with, and
applauds the objective of securing
those who have earned the right to
guide our movement by learning well
our values and our heritage, those
who truly share and understand our
fathers’ treasures. The question is,
how i3 this to be achieved?

Some argue quite vociferously that
the upgrading and strengthening of
the curricalum for our religious
schools 18 the cardinal objective. They
perfervidly believe in this as the main,
and some even say, the only course of
action since they readily accept the
assumptions that: (1) the establish-
ment of Reform Jewish Day Schools
would undermine and betray the pub-
lic school system which is the bedrock
of American Democracy; (2) the Re-
form Jewish Day School would tend
to ghettoize our youth, causing them
to “lose touch" with the mainstream
of American life,

How could we ever disagree with
the goal of enhancing the curriculum
for our religious schools. This re-
mains a necessary and ongoing process
to which the department of Education
of the UAHC iz ever committed.
Though we accept this goal together
with the sincerity of its advocates,
we respectfully reject their logic con-
cerning day schools together with
their lugubrious presentations.

First, as for Reform Day Schools un-
dermining the public school system, it
is necessary to point out that private
schools are, and have always been,
an accepted institution within Ameri-
can life, and whose right to exist is
guaranteed by state constitutions. Ne-
one seriously contends that private
schools have undermined the public
school system; rather, their existence
has permitted the individual the free-
dom of choice. The private school has
alzo acted as a gadfly stimulating
public school education to move for-
ward. If the private school does not
undermine the public school system,
why conclude that the Reform Day
Schoal will? Moreover, can we really
believe that the Reform Day School
can work this kind of magic when
the giant colossus, the Catholic pare-
chial school network has not heen
able to do it. This kind of reasoning,

is reminiscent of the arguments over
whether to, or not to, support the
State of Israel

Remember how it was  pro-
pounded that suppert for Israel con-
stituted hyphenated Americanism.
To be a one hundred percent Ameri-
ean, we were told, allowed for no
other commitment. However, those of
us who vehemently opposed this view
recognized that the human heart is
large enough to encompazs many loyal-
ties, all at the same time. Equally,
those of us who would encourage the
establishment of Reform Day Schools
are also desirons of maintaining a
healthy and blossoming public school
system recognizing its role as one of
the democratizing institutions in
American life. Certainly, it is clear
that one conviction need not preclude
the other.

Secondly, as for the argument that
the dav school will ghettoize our
vouth, I can only speak from my own
personal observations., I find that
youngsters who attend day schools
alzo play after school with friends
who go to public schools. Moreover,
they go to the same movies, they
chew the same brand of bubble gum,
they use the same piano teacher, they
play stick ball together in the sireets
of the urban centers, or thev belong
to the same little league in suburbia,
not to mention that all of them love
Ron Svoboda.

Where children who attend day
school socialize with other chil-
dren, and where their parents are
concerned with communal affairs, and
I meet such parents and children, the
argument that they will be “ghetto-
izod" s merely a sham.

The Day School is not being affered
as a panacea to cure all the ills of
American Jewish life. It is not being
offered as a replacement for our reli-
gions schools any more than our camp-
institutes  have replaced religious
schools. On the contrary, our seven
eamps with their engaging programs
of learning-living-doing have supple-
mented religious school study and
have proven themselves to be worthy
instruments in furthering the learn-
ing process and stimulating enthusi-
asm for things Jewish., Can anvone
seriously believe that Reform Jewish
Day Schools could not make their
contribution toward fostering a Jew-
ishly-enriched leadership, dedicated to
the best in Judaism as well as the

best in American life?

Rabbi Sylvan Schwartzman was
asked to contribute an opinion but
declined. He zaid he was too busy.

Ed.
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RICHARD M. MORIN,

Director of Education
The Temple, Cong. Ohabai Sholom
Nashville, Tennessee

A guestion of this type, as perplex-
ing as it iz, does manifest itself from
a simple law of physics invelving a
pendulum. We all know that if al-
lowed to hang from a fixed point, a
pendulum, or other like object. can
swing freelv to and fro under the
eombined forces of momentum and
gravity. As the momentum (or the
individual) and the gravity (or social
environment) change, s0 does the
effect on the pendulum (or the prob-
lem) register an equal alteration.

This problem we face and will con-
tinue to faee when confronted with
the resolution passed at the UAHC
Convention in Montreal which called
for a study of the feasibility of the
Reform Jewish Day School. T am not
completely familiar with the day
gchool movement in this country, As a
lad 1 was not part of that approach
to Jewish education, and as an edu-
cator, 1 seldom, if ever, encounter
anyvone that was. Most of what I do
know I have read from stimulating
articles by Jack J. Cohen or Abraham
M. Hegal or Emanuel Gamoran and
what 1 decipher, at least in my limited
opinion, is that as the Jew becomes
more accepted, as he becomes more
ingrained with the American culture
and society, he feels more comfortable
to pattern his life and his institutions
after his non-Jewish colleagues and
neighbors. True, this fact is nothing
new to the sociologist whether he be
rabbi, educator, or layman. It does,
however, establish a platform on
which we can now support such a
study.

If it had not been for the success
of the Roman Catholic parochial
school system, for example, (which is,
incidently, having definite personnel
problems), 1 doubt whether such an
attempt would even be ventured by
Beform Judaism. It is, as some wit
has suggested, and I do not intend
to be facetions, most difficult to argue
with success and so the attempt to
Xerox beging to bear fruit!

I am not one who believes that by
reverting to the yeshivos or the
Talmud-Torahs or the day-schools,
whatever you wish to call them, that
we are really harking back to an old
form of Jewish education which Re-
form attempted to discard as it mod-
ernized the maxims of Mount Sinai.
After all, did not Reform Judaism
enhance the concept of speaking the
vernacular in lieu of Yiddish or He-
brew? For all practical purposes, in
many parts of thia country, Hebrew
did not exist for a majority of our
co-religionists. Hebrew, like the ye-
shivoz of old, was tossed by the intel-
lectual Reform Jew onto the scrap
heap! But wait! Witness what has
happened to our “ancient” languagze in
the past twenty vears! Witness, for
example, 40 or 50 or even 60 American
Jewish, Reform Jewish, teen-age in-
dividuals at the UAHC Kutz Camp-
Institute Torah Corps in Warwick,
New York, speaking fluent Hebrew!
The forgotten language, in twenty
vears, is no longer forgotten! The
rebirth of Israel has stimulated this
Hebraic re-genesis but it has also
been nurtured by more modern facili-
ties and more revolutionary ap-
proaches to the concepts of language
gkills and communicative arts, And so
it can be, and probably will be, with
the Reform Jewish Day School. With
all the advances that education has
made since those terrifying days of
the Sputnik and the realization by
Admiral Rickover and others that
American academie advancement was
really a substandard education in
terms of other nations’ gains, we have
gathered to-gether and have definitely
clozsed the educational gap.

Now being the type of people
that we are in the sense that
we have taken from each cul-
ture fand I do not intend to sepa-
rate American Jews from the main-
stream of American life) that which
was best and discarded that which
was useless, how can our own religious
schools fail to ignore these advances
in education? And if, in the limited
hours that we spend with our voung-
aters in the religious =chool on the
week-end or after secular school dur-
ing the weekdays have proven some
measure of suecess, how can we fail
with qualified, trained personne!l to
operate a Reform Jewish Day School,
whether thevy be for experimentation
or for “emet”, whether they be pri-
mary or secondary in range, that will
be an even finer, more lasting, more
professional, more “evervthing” ex-
perience for all who enter?

The great American ideal is that
our country is a melting pot for all,
but it is a more American ideal, that
though we are a melting pot, each
race, each nationality, and even each
religion assembled to comprise this
great land can stand up and re-
iterate the fact that the group is also
an individeal! That it has individual
differences from whiech all others can
gain. It is this ideal of individual
expression, coupled with the techno-
logical and educational advancements,
which comprise the wealth that is the
United States, that is the fresdom
that will grant us the understanding
to know one another as we should and
to allow our country to behold the
inner peace that it deserves,

I am not concerned with the
thoughts that such a school would
BErvVe as a “recruiting station” (the
phrase reeks of Madison Avenue) for
Young people who may wish to become
rabbis, cantors, educators, or admin-
istrators. That, no doubt, will come
but it is secondary to me. I am not
concerned about the separation of
church and state. Our Supreme Court
will, I feel assured, maintain the bal-
ance. But what [ am concerned about,
what is not secondary to me, is the
fact that we will be producing through
these day-schools, young men and
young women, who, when joined in
Kiddushin, in marriage, will convey
to their children a positive spirit, a
positive set of wvalues, a positive
undertaking of transmitting the
Heritage.

As Rabbi Samuel Glasner wrote in
a similar debate in the April, 1963,
issue of The Jewish Teacher, “To all
of ua who are commitied to the high-
est standards of Jewish education,
this should constitute a challenge, a
provecative opportunity, an inspiring
goal” The way that we can maintain
cur individuality, cur creativity, but
more important, our unigquenezs is
through the creation of the Reform
Jewish Day School.
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August 20, 1969
Rabbi Alemander M. Schindler

Rabbi Jack D. Spire
Rabbi Maurice N. Eisendrath; Al Vorspan

Dey School Resolutien’y / [I( . 1/ . I f)
l L= .II - i . 'I_- o, ¥ / ',

|
Y

There is no need to redraft the Day Bchool resolution. It will be
submitted as it is to the Resolutions Committee.

Marvin Braitermen's suggestion can be of value to the Resolutions
Committee whith, under all circumstances, redrafts resolutions
submitted to it for presentation on the floor. If what he has to
say is valuable, it can be taken into account then. The Resolu~-
tions Comm ttee rodraits all resolutions no matter whst their source.

It seems to me that you ought to plam to be at this committee
meeting however, just to keep au coursnt with what the final version
will be,



MEMORANDUM

Date Auget 19, 1969

Rabbi Jack D. Spiro

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler

Copy for information of

I just read Marvin Braiterman’s remarks in his
memo to Maurice with regard to our day school resolution.
I am only sorry that we did not have his legal mind at
work for us during the arduous process of drafting this
resolution over and over.

It seems to me that somewhere along the line we
simply must call a halt to drafting and redrafting. This
is a Commission resolution and the Commission approved it
twice after it had undergone considerable wringing. I
think at this point we must respect the Commission's
capacity to articulate a position and its authority to
submit that position to the Biennial and the Conference.

With such a sensitive and controversial and
unpopular issue, I am certain that any statement can be
torn asunder even if the most astute legal minds on
Capitol Hill were to draft it.

Let's live with what we have -- and fight for it.

cc: Rabbi Maurice Eisendrath and Mr. A. Vorspan



August 7, 1969

Dr. Michael A. Meyer, Assoc. Prof. of Jewish History
Hebrew Union College -~ JIR

Clifton Avenue

Cincinnati, Ohioc 45220

Dear Mike,

I am delighted to have your letter of August S5th. Certainly,
the kind of report which such @ survey would yield would be
most beneficiel. If the intellectual leadership of the Reform
leadership and the faculty of our seminery is in favor of such
& day school, the cause For it would receive no small a boost.

It would also be helpful if someone from the faculty would be
on hend to join in the debate and to bring this repore. I
know that Mertin Cobhen will be there. Others may, tooj you

in sy event, I appreciate your helpfulness in this regard.

I 2m pending a copy of your letter snd of my response to Jack
Spiro, who is coordinpting the vote=gatting effort, and of
course to Maurice Eisendrath who is also vitally interested
in this matter.

Wara good wishes.

Cordially,

Alexander M. Schindler

ec: Rabbi Maurice N. Eisendrath
Rabbi Jack D. Spiro



Hebrew Union College-Jewish Institute of Religion

UNDER THE PATRONAGE OF THE UNION OF AMERICAN HEBREW CONCRECATIONS

CINCINNATI
NEW YODRK
LOS ANGELES
JERUSALEM

CLIFTON AVENUE - CINCINNATI, OHIO 45220

August 5, 1969

Habbi Alexander Schindler

Vice President

Union of American Hebrew Congregations
B38 Fifth Avenue

New York, N.Y., 10021

Dear Alex:

There are a number of us here on the faculty in Cincimnati
who are very strongly in favor of Reform Jewish day schools and
would like to do whatever possible to bring about their establish-
ment. (Almost all of the faculty who have children in elementary
school send them to the Yavneh day school.)

I had considered last spring trying to get a vote of the faculty
in faver of the establishment of day schools, but there is suf-
ficient reluctance on the part of certain senior members to make such
an attempt unwise. However, if you think that it would be of any
help to you at all fer the discussion on this subject at the biennial,
I would be glad to circulsate a petition of support among members of
the faculty here. Such a document, I estimate, would receive the
signatures of bastter than half of the members,

Please let me know if such a petition would be of assistance
to you and, if =0, what form you think it should take,

Personal regards and all good wishes.
Sincerely,
Michael A. Meyer
Assoc. Prof. of Jewish History



March 20, 1969

Mr. Milton Hecht
87 Lefferts Road
Yonkers, New York

Deser Mr. Hecht,

I deeply appreciate your letter of March l4th and the spirit
in which it was writtem.

The thoughts which you express lead me to believe that if we
had a chance to meet and to discuss the problem in all its
ramifications we would reach a substantiasl agreement in our
views. Certaialy, your two fundemental assumptions are an
essential element of my own thinking, to wit, that the
schools thus established must never become "escape schools"
(as a matter of faet, I visualize the establishment of &
prep school privately endowed and remowe from the urban
center), and further, that this newer program must not be
allowed to drain away the meager resources available for the
present program of part-time religious education; if any-
thing, this part-time program must be strengthened and
deepenead.

I hope for one that you will be present in M.ami so that we
can have a constructive debate and not a throwing of stones
from behind the ramparts of frozem positioms.

With warm good wishes, I am

Cordially,

Alexander M. Schindler




87 Lefferts Road
Yonkers; H. Na=sssuy
Harchﬁdﬁ,;’-

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler

Union of American Hebrew Congregations
838 Fifth Avenue

New York, N, ¥. 10021

%

Re: Reform Day Schools
Dear Rabbi Schindler:

You sent me a copy of yowr letter of February 6th addressed to Mrs. Milton Hecht
in reference to the proposed establishment of a Day School at Temple Emanu=El of
Yonkers. This letter is intended as an expression of my own personal feelings on
this matter.

As far as Temple Emanu=El is conmerned, I hope that we will continue our discussions
here until the entire Temple membership shall have had the opportunify to vote on
this question at a congregational meeting. I look forward also, to participating

in the Miami biennial with all those other congregations who are opposed to

Reform Day Schools.

I still have personal reservations as to the manner in which the campaign for a

Day Schoels is being conducted. Despite the mantle of self-approval in which their sm
activities are cloaked, 1 question the propriety of the actions of the Director of
Education and some members of the Commission on Jewish Education in actiwvely
propagandizing for the establishment of Day Schools. By every semantic, moral, and
ethical standard, there is a world of difference between "supplying ... information
and consultative assistance", and being an outright proselytizer.

1 also question your quoting a 1963 resolution as justification for these activities,.
That resolution, which coupled deferral of action on Day Schools with the right of
individual Commission members to supply information and consultative assistance
was obviously a compromise to attempt tp appease two opposing camps. When the
Commission reversed its stand in 1968 and resolved to recommend the establishment
of Day Schools to the UAHC, this 1963 resolution was effectively abrogated. The
decision as to policy on the establishment of Day Schools now rests, not with the
Commission on Jewish Education, but with the Union at its forthcoming biennial.
The activities of Union officials in promoting Day Schools represent a jumping of
the gun, with the evident intention of making it impossible for the biennial
conference to render an objective judgment in the face of an accomplished fact.

All these arguments however, are really beside the point. It has become all too
obvious that the proponents of a Reform Day School program play upon the unhappy
fears and prejudices which grow at an ever increasing rate within many Reform
congregations in the northeastern United States. These congregants see a Day School
as an escape from their urban and suburban problems and not as an idealistic

means of preserving Judaism. As I read the various statements of those officials
who favor Day Schools, I am convinced that they really do not seek such an escape
school system. Unfortunately, regardless of the purity of their motives, they



do appeal to those prejudices. In these sensitive times, th cannot escape
identification with those prejudices, however much they attqpt to deny and
refute them.

I must sadly say to you that T find the position of those who support the present
Reform Day School program morally indefensible. We ask our leadership to guide us
on the road illuminated by the clear light of our prophetic tradition, not to
detour us on the dark path of prejudice and hatred.

Yet, we can find the right road if we forthrightly face the problems of whom we
wish to educate for future leadership, and in what manner that education shodld

be carried out. As a first step, I would hope that there would be offered to the
forthcoming biennial a resclution which would provide that the Union itself
sponsor the establishment of schools on a regional basis which would act as

Reform Yeshivot. These schools would not be merely a substitute for secular schools.
Their curriculum would be equally divided between secular and religious subjects,
and their graduates would logically be expected to advance to the Hebrew Union
College. Their support could be derived from endowments, Union assistance, the aid
of individual interested Temples, and, of course, from tuition. Admittedly, this
is a parochial school program for a selected elite, and it should so be

presented to the Union biennial for its approval.

Secondly, we must recognize that our primary responsibility still remains with the
overwhelming majority of our children who will continue to attend the Sunday Schools.
Every attempt must continue to be made to strengthen and improve their performance.
No other programs should be permitted to drain away their already meager resources,
We must also recognize that while a small group may be diverted to the religious
preparatory progrgm,(for lack of a better name), a strong intellectual group will
still remain in our Sunday schools. Their education must not be degraded to the
lowest common denominator, but should be ré@inforced and enriched.

1 have tried to present a positive attitude toward the problems which we mutually
face, rather than being merely a nay-sayer. Since this letter is intended for that
purpose, and not as part of a debate by correspondence, 1 do not request a response.
The only answer which I seek is a break from frozen positions and a re-examination
and re-thinking of this problem by all concerned so that, hopefully, we might

see a more prophetically enlightened course at the Miami biennial in which we

would be unanimously joined.

Sincerely,

Tlte Webf,

Milton Hecht



Copies sent to:
Rabbi Abraham J. Klausner
Rabbi Jack D. Spiro
Rabbi Jack Bemporad
Mr. & Mre. Sherman Pincus
Mr. and Mrs. Sidney Braudy
Mr. Milton Hecht February 6, 1969

Mrs. Milton Hecht, Secretary
Committee of 100

87 Lefferts Road

Yonkers, New York 10705

Dear Mrs. Hecht,

In Dr. Eisendrath's absence I take the liberty of responding to your
letter of February 2, 1969.

Your point concerning the "fait accompli" and the Union staff members
assistance to congregations contemplating the establishment of Day
Schools, would be well taken were the Union a hierarchal organization
with full suthority over the actions of its congregations. It is not.
Each congregation is free to do amything it pleases in its program and
the Union's resolutions are recommendations only and not directives. In
a word, congregations will be free to establish such schools even if the
Union Biennial should reject the resolution which is to be offered at
its Miami Biennia,

As a consequence, the prior establishment of such schools by congrega-
tions would not represent the Unionm with any kind of a “fait accompli.”
It is true that were this resolution voted down at the Biennial the
Union itself could not encourage the establishment of such schools, but
individual congregations could.

Therefore, the present activities of Rabbi Spiro and Dr. Jaffe are not
out of order. As a matter of fact -- and I call this new £act to your
attention -~ they are specifically authorized to do so by a resolution
and report on the Day School passed and accepted in 1963, Parsgraph #3
of which reads as follows:

"We recommend no formal action at this time. The subject (of Day
Schools) should remain under comtinuing observation. Should any
congregation or group of congregations within our Movement decide
to set up a pilot project in this area, there is nothing to prevent
the members and staff of the Commission on Jewish Education from
supplying such information and consultative assistance as they are
equipped to provide.”

This report was accepted in June 1963. It was signed by Rabbi Bernard
J. Bamberger, who, marginally noted, is not himself in favor of Day
Schools.

1 certainly appreciate your writing us and I do hope that you will be
present in Miami so that your contrary views on the subject will be
given full voice.

Cordially,
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87 Lefferts Road
] Yonkers, New York 10705

/ February 2,1969

Rabbi Maurice N. Eisendrath, President

Union of American Hebrew Congregations

B38 Fifth avenue

New York, New York 10021

Dear Rabbi Eisendrath,

This letter is being written on behalf of over 100
congregational families of Temple Emanu-el in Yonkers who are opposed to
the establishment of & Jewish oriented Day School, e& proposed for our Temple.

The committee began with the nucleus of a few families who
mailed the enclosed brochure to the entire wembership of our Temple. As a
result of that one mailing, well over 100 families have taken the initiative
to respond, joining in opposition to the establishment of a Temple day school.

The Study and Discussion Kit om Full Time Jewish Education in
the Reform Movement indicates that as of May 1968 the Commission on Jewish
Education recommended to the UAHC , as its decision alone, that the Union
encourage the establishment of Day Schools. We understand that this question
is still open and is to be decided at the next biennial comvention of the
Unicn to be held in November of this year.

However at a recent meeting held at our Temple, Rabbi Spirc
and Dr. Jaffee, representing the Commimion on Jedish Education, indicated that
they were actively assisting a number of congregations in the Metropolitan
ares in the establishment of such schools.

We feel that this activity is premature and could present the
next biennial with a "fait sccompli" making it difficult for the delegates to
render an objective judgment on this question.

We ask that the Union assert its authority so that a proper
¢limate for study and discussion mey be maintained end that a free and open
forum be available at the forthcoming biennial when a decision will be made
on this guestion.

Sincerely yours,

Committee of 100

Mr. and Mrs. Sherman Pincus, Chairman

Mr. end Mrs. Sidney Braudy, Co-Chairmam

Mr. and Mrs. Milton Hecht, Secretary
Fro-Tem

cc: Rabbi Jack Spiro
Rabbl Abrabham J. Klausner
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87 Lefferts Road
Yonkers, N.Y. 10705
February 11,1969

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler, V. P.
Union of American Hebrew Congregations
838 Fifth Avenue

New York, N.Y. 10021

Dear Rabbi Schindler;

Thank you for your letter of February 6th, in reply to
our letter to Rabbi Eisendrath, writtem in his absence.

We note with great interest that since 1963, when you
were Director of Jewish Education, you have been in the forefront of
those who espouse and support the principle of Reform Day Schools. We
therefore see your letter as a partisan reaction and not responsive to
the questions we raised in regard to the UAHC.

We would still appreciate a reply from Rabbi Eisendrath
upen his return and have so requested of him as in the enclosed letter.

Sincerely yours,

Committee of 100

Mr. and Mrs. Sherman Pincus, Chairman
Mr. and Mrs. Sidney Braudy, Co=Chairman
Mr. and Mrs. Milton Hecht, Secretary



87 Lefferts Road
Yonkers, N.Y. 10705
Feb. 11,1969

Rabbi Maurice N. Eisendrath, President
Union of American Hebrew Congregations
B38 Fifch Avenue

New York, New York 10021

Dear Rabbi Eisendrath;

- On February 2nd, we wrote to you with the major purpose
of informing you, as president of the UAHC, that there is a substantial
and articulate opposition to the establishment of a Day School at our
Temple Emanu-el of Yonkers where such a proposal is under discussion.

4n enclosed brochure explained the reasons for our oppo-
sition. Because we feel that the Commission on Jewish Education is a
special pleader and protagonist for this departure from what we believe
is basic Reform doctrine, we asked your intercession with the representa-
tives of the Commission.

We are well aware that the UDAHC is not hierarchal in
structure. We know that we must fight the establishment of a Day School
within our Temple and we are. We also think, however, that national
staff, in the absence of any committment by the UAAC at its biennial
convention, when the lay membership expresses its will, vhould restrict
its activities to advice rather than proselytizing for Day schools.

We have received a reply to our first letter from Rabbi A.
Schindler. We would still like to hear from you.

Sincerely yours,

Committee of 100

Mr. and Mrs. Sherman Pincus, Chairman

Mr. and Mrs. Sidney Braudy, Co-Chairman

Mr. and Mrs. Milton Hecht, Secretary
Pro-Tem

cc; Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler



1963 COMMISSION REPORT ON DAY SCHOOLS

In 1950, papers were read before the CCAR by Victor Reichert and the late

Emanuel Gamoren on the proposel to create day schools under Reform Jewish zuspices.

Lengthy discussion followed. Last December, a similar progrem was conducted by
NATE, with Samuel Glasner and Sem Rosenkranz reading papers. Our Commission re-
ceived a communication some years ago from members of the feculty and student-body
of the New York School, HUC-JIR, asking us to "re-think" our position on the sub-
ject; and the New England Council of Reform Rabbis has adopted a2 resclution urging
the establishment of preparatory schools conducted in the spirit of our movement.
4 number of Reform leaders have made personsl statements favoring day schools &nd
have enrolled their own children in existing institutions of this type. Many of
our congregations conduct daily nursery schools; to our knowledge, however, none
has extended the day school program to kindergarten and primary grades.

The foregoing summary is based on information supplied by Dr. Grand, whose
help is gratefully acknowledged.

On this subject, our Commission can take one of three courses:

1. Reflecting the long-standing opposition of Reform to segregatory trends,
we could adopt & resolution ageinst day schools. But it is not easy to discover
e clear principle on which to base such a resolution. Despite our often-expressed
devotion to publie schools, we have never voiced disapproval of the enrollment of
our children in private schools -- a widespread practice which has gone on for
many yesrs. In his argument against day schools, Dr. Rosenkranz achieved consis-
tency by arguing that all primary and secondary education should be conducted by
the State. Such a position is not only unrealistic, and from the legal standpoint
unconstitutional, but it is also open to serious question on moral and religious
grounds. The existence of private and parochial schools can be a source of strength
to the cause of freedom. We may or may not consider Reform Jewish day schools

desireble: we can hardly argue that they are morally or religiously wrong.



- -

2. We could adopt a resclution favoring the creation of such schools. But
it is unlikely that a resolution of the sort would lead to sction; and if we
thought it might precipitate such an undertaking, we should be all the more
hesitant to adopt it! The establishment of a day school will be & dAifficult and
expensive task, and we will not be able to help finance it. Dr. Rosenkranz
cogently reminds us that Orthodox leaders have been demanding community support
for their day schools, and suggesting that if this support is not forthcoming,
they will have to seek federal sid. A sense of responsibility should restrain us
from passing a resolution that would be futile if unheeded and dangerous if heeded.

The one certain result of such action by the Commission would be that the
CCAR and UAHC would have to pass upon it. Thus both these bodies would be involved
in lengthy and perhaps heated debates on a question still theoretical.

3. Your Committee therefore recommends no formal action at this time. The
subject should remain under continuing cbservation. Should any congregation or
groupr of congregations within our movement decide to set up & pilot project in
this area, there is nothing to prevent the members and staff of the Commission
from supplying such information and consultative assistance as they are equipped
to provide. They need only avold such public statements as would imply that we

have an official attitude toward the undertaking.

Respectfully submitted,
EERNARD J. .BAMBERGER

Chairman, Committee on Dey Schools



April 4, 1968

Rabbi Jay Kaufman

B'nai B'rith

1640 Rhode Island Avenue N.W.
Waahingtom, D.C. 20036

Dear Rabbi Eaufmen,

Rabbi Schivdler is out of tewn for a feow
days, bur he asked that I inquire of you
the address of a MR, HAROLD SAKE, Would
you be good emough to send it on?

Sincerely,

(Mrs.) Ree Weiner
Secretary to Rabbi Schindler
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i
Rabbi Jack D. Spiro
From
Rabbi Alexander Schindler
To
Copy for information of
Subject g p 2

Alex, I was sg% Jay Kaufman who asked me to remind
you about a Harcld Saks) evidently a philanthropist, who
was interested C ting to the founding of a Jewish

university. Jay meptioned that he might be interested in the

prep school project
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March 11, 1965

Rabbl Martin A. Cohen
Hebrew Unlon College =
Jewish Instltute of Rellgion
40 West 68th Street

New York, New York 10023

Dear Martin:

Thank you for your letter cencerning the reaction of
the congregants to your sermon on day schools. They
were [mpressed with the overwhelming force of the
positive argusmbes in your dialogue with yourself and
| am very happy to learn that. It shows how we have
"gelective hearing'” at times when we are emotlonally
Involved In an issue.

Word of your students' reaction was heartening. |
have been ebcountering a growing forum of support,
though It 1s still a minority within the ranks of
Reform, and | belleve the more the matter Is dise
cussed, even argued, the sooner the Indispensibllity
of day sechools will become apparent and will be added
to our Reform Movement.

With warmest regards, | am

Sincerely yours

Rabbl Jay Kaufman
JK/ejm




Hebrew Union College-Jewish Institute of Religion

UNDER THE PATRONAGE OF THE UNION OF AMERICAN HEBREW CONGREGCATIONS

ST InAATY 40 WEST 68 STREET - NEW YORK 73, . Y.
NEW YORK
LOS ANGELES TRafalgar 3-0200

February 26, 1965

Rabbi Jay Kaufman
u.AH.C,

838 Fifth Avenue

New York, New York 10021

Dear Jay:

I finally have the leisure to write to vou to tell you how
honored I felt when you came to hear me preach. Even though I
would not be so bold as to think that you came for that purpose,
the confluence of circumstances that brought you to the Union
Temple did make me very happy.

I know that you will be interested to learn that subseguent
to my preaching of that sermon, a number of people in the Temple
have spoken to me indicating that they were originally opposed to
the idea of the all=-day school, but that they are prepared to re-
consider their decision. Among them were two very prominent leaders
of the community.

It is also interesting to note that of all the laymen who spoke
with me, not one mistook my position. I had been afraid, as you were,
that I was bending over backwards, but apparently I could not completely
hide my own position. I continue to feel that a cautious, cool and
backward-bending approach, is less likely to provoke hostility from the
people we want to reach,

Those students of mine who took my elective course on the History
of Reform Judaism last year (unfortunately, I cannot offer it yearly)
are prepared ideclogically and emotionally to be of service and in all
ways in a day-school program.

If I can be of service, please do not hesitate to call on me,

With every good wish.

Sincerely yours,

Martin A, Cochen
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MEMORANDUM

Date_ July 17, 1968

Feom Rabbi Jack D. Spiro

To  Regional Directors

Co I for information ofRabbis Jacob Rudin, Roland Gittelsohn, David Hachen, Maurice
E sendrath, Alexander Schindler; Miss Katherine Molnar; Department of Educ. Staff

Subject_ Resolution on Full-Time Jawish Education

At the UAHC Biennial last November in Montreal the following resolution
was passed without dissent:

"WHEREAS, mindful of the growing ferment within our ranks for the
creation of Reform Jewish Day schools as well as the desire for at least
one secondary school under UAHC auspices as a pilot project,

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED:

1) that the Commission on Jewish Education make available to the UAHC Board
of Trustees, our Regional Councils and Federations and congregations, the
results of its recent study on this subject;

2) that during the next two-year period a thorough and objective exploration
of this matter be carried on by the Commission on Jewish Education so that a
complete report on this subject may be brought to the next General Assembly
of the UAHC;

3) that the Reform Movement may express itself decisively on this subject at
the next Biennial Assembly."

During the last Commission meeting in May, the following resolution,
submitted by the Ad Hoc Committee on Day Schools, of which David Hachen is
chairman, was passed 17-3:

"The Ad Hoc Committee urges the Commission on Jewish Educatiomn to
recommend to the Central Conference of American Rabbis and the Union of
American Hebrew Congregations that they encourage the establishment of
schools, which would provide for the liberal Jew, on a full-time basis, an
integrated program of Jewish and general studies."

We are in the process of preparing a packet of informational materials
regarding the issue of full-time Jewish education., This packet will consist
of the Biennial mandate, the Commission resolution, the feasibility study,
several articles pro and con, the results of a survey conducted and a dis-
cussion guide.



The discussion guide is important because we hope that you will arrange
a program (workshop, informal meetings, etc.) during your Regional Biennials
this coming year to discuss the issus of full-time Jewish education within

the Reform Movement.
Perhaps you will also consider encouraging every congregation in your

region to utilize a congregational meeting, a board meeting, a religious

school committee meeting, etc., to discuss the issue fully. We hope, in this

way, to clear the air of much of the heat and haze which this issue inevitably

raises, prior to the Miami Biennial when the Commission Resolution will be sub-

mitted and its fate determined.

I would appreciate receiving information about your plans.

JDS :ehf



February &, 1965

Rabbl lrwin C. Lowenheim
Temple Emanu<El

1526 Central Avenue

Far Rockaway, N.Y. 11691

Dear Rabbl Lowenheim;

Many thanks for your gracious remerks In regard to
my article on Reform Jewlsh Day Schools. | was de=
lighted to learn that you are in agreement with me
on the Importance of establishing such schools and

am happy to count you among our alllies.

While | would like very much to meet with you to
discuss this matter at greater length, | find that
my schedule will not make such a meeting possible.
Hay | suggest you contact Rabbl Alexander Schindler,
the UAHC's director of Rellgious Educatlon for | am
sure he would be pleased to have the opportunity to
share an exchange with you on this cruclal subject.

With kindest greetings, | am

Sincerely yours,

X Rabbl Jay Kaufman
m
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Feb. 1, 1965

Rabbi Jay Kaufman
838 5th Av,
New York, N, Y.

Dear Rabbi Kaufman,

I read your article in the October issue of the CCAR
Journal and heartily endorse the position you have taken.
I maintain that the establishment of Reform Day Schools
are essential and imperative. I believe tha we can no longer
table this crucinl issue. The time is come when the Rab-
binate must manifest determined leadership.

At the last meeting of the Association of Reform Rabbis,
at the House of Living Judaism, the Day School issue was
discussed, Rabbi Joel Zion delievered a fine paper, advocating
the establishment of day schools., At the conclusion of the
meeting, a vote on this issue revealed that the great majority
of Rabbis favored the establishment of Day Schools.

I would like to meet with you, so that we may discuss

this significant matter.
(? I)Z{'{' qﬂ'*j"—r; n._.

ra
{:’/ Sincerely,
Rabbi Irwin C, Lowenheim
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THE JEWISH THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY OF AMERICA
MORTHEAST CORNER. BROADWAY AND 122n0 STREET
NEW YORK 27. M. ¥, rd

OFFICE OF THE PROVOST CABLE ADDRESS: "BEMINARY MEW YomK

January 27, 1965

Dear Jay:

This is a rather belated acknowledgement of your
off-print on "Day Schools". I imagine you know
how Daniel felt and you seem to have survived

too. All of us are strengthened by every
reaffirmation of the intensification of standards
for Jewish education. I am sure that your paper
will be an important resource in future discussions
of American Jewish Education.

I hope that I may see you sometime soon.

Every good wish.

~\

)
Sincergely yours,
/

)
-;wébbf“'

Bernard Mandelbaum

Rabbi Jay Kaufman

Union of American Hebrew Congregations
838 Fifth Avenue

New York City, New York

BM:s1lh



RaBBl HAROLD H. GORDOM
10 EAST 73m0 STREET
MEW YORK 21, M. ¥,

January 21, 1965
18 shevat 5725

Rabbi Jay Ksulman
Union of smerican Hebrew
Congregations
B38 Fifth Avenue
New York 21, N.Y.
Dear Jay:
"wagher Koach" on your article which appeared
in the October, 1964 issue of the CCAR "Day
schools: Hot Whether But How?"
More intensive Jewish education will benefit
not only the Reform group but K'lal Yisrael,

411 the more power to you for pressing for the

establishment of Reform dsy schools,

Cordially,

Fewed
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Rabbi David Hachen
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January 14, 1965

Mr. Helnz Warschauer
Holy Blossom Temple
1950 Bathurst Street
Toronto, Ontarlo
Canada

Dear Helnz:

Dr. Maurlce Jacobs shared with me your request for
re=prints of my recent article on Reform Jewlsh
Day Schools and noted that he has no coples on
hand at this time. | sincerely regret that you
"T having such difflculty obtaining these re-
prints.

Under separate cover, | am sending you ten coples
of the article., | trust these will be of help to
you. | wish it were possible for me to supply
more but unfortunately | do not have too many
coples left In my supply and am happy to note |

get constant requests for them.
With warmest regards, | am

Sincerely yours,

Rabbl Jay Kaufman
JK/e]m



ArREa Cope 215 MA 7-7450

1010 Arch Street o Philadelphia, Penna, 19107

Janpuary 7, 1965

3 » Il-tl-l i !
Mr. Heinz Harschauer,
holv Blossom Temple, Ifl
1thurat Street at Ava Rd., S 4
MTGy (Mte,; Canada, SATE
J3dr Mre. sarschauers:=
Mis is in ansver to your note of the uth,
’I " . &
epink Irom the CCAR Joumnil are ordered by the author
el The magazine 1s being printed, iiter the Initial
rintiag, tha cast of reprints, in =pall quantities,
g¢ omes prohdtive,

We have no copies of the Kaufwan reprint but I aw sendins
of this letter to Rabbi Kaufwan so that he will know of
your interest in 50 coples.

COpYy

Cordially yours,

Dear Jay:-

Tye type is standing but it does not PAYRICESSACORST
pay to go to press again for 50 or even 100

copies, The reascnable figure would be about 500, |
-fé;fén"ffl e
Al _
7¢
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Dacember 24, 1964.

Rabbl Jay Kaufman,
UAHEC,

B38 FIfth Avenue,
Mew ‘f'ﬂr'k, N»"I';. 1':'0214

Dear Rabbi:

We are Interested In obtaining reprints of your article,
"DAY SCHOOLS: NOT WHETHER, BUT HON?", published In fthe
October, 1964 issue of the CCAR Journal.

We have been advised by Rabbl Joseph Klein, edlitar of the
above mentioned publication, to contact you to flnd out
whether you have a supply of these reprints,

We would be Interested In obtaining 50 ceples.

Locking forward to hearling from you by return mail, | remaln,
with kind regards,

Sincerely yours,

i

HW:rg Heinz Warschauer,
Director of Education.



December l,.p '“ll'

Wr. Helnz Warschauer

Holy Blossom Temple
Bathurst Street at Ava Road
Toronto, Ontarlo, Canada

Dear Helnz:

Rabbl Joseph Kleln, Editor of the CCAR JOURNAL, has
shared with me your request for fifty coples of my
article on "Day Schools: Mot Whether, But How?" |
was delighted to learn that you wish to utllize

this paper In your programming.

Unfortunately, | am unable to supply fifty re-prints
from my own supply for | ordered a |imited number
and have had many requests for coples = |'m pleased
to say. | would suggest that you contact Dr. Maurice
Jacobs, 1010 Arch Street, Philadelphia, Ivania.
His firm prints the Journal and perhaps it will be
possible to obtain re=prints from that source.

With warmest regards, | am
Sincerely yours,

Rabbi Kaufman
JK/ajm Y






SomoniaL oemes December 17, 1964

EBOD MAY 8T . wORCESTER 2 MAwS,
Waimw Josgew Mogis, §oiros

Mr. Heinz Warschsuer
Director of Fducation
Holy Blossom Temple
Tevonto, Canada

Dear Mr. Warschauer -

This is in reply to vour letter of December 4 asking
1f it is possible to et reprints of the article by
Rabbi Jay Kaufman in the October 1964 lssue of the
CCAR Journal. I doubt if such feprints are now
available, although I would suggest that you write
to Rabbi Kaufman. It is possible that he may have
ordered a large number of reprints to be made and
has that many copies left over,

Rabbi Kaufman's address is 838 Fifth Avenue, New
York 21, N. Y. He is, as you know, the Vice-
President of the UAHC.

Sincerely,

Rabbi1 Joseph Klein

JK:es



December 16, 1964

Miss Susan Keiner
25 Willow Gate

Roslyn Heights, N.Y.
Dear Miss Keiner:

As Rabbl Kaufman is currently out-ofethe city, | am
taking the liberty of responding to your letter of
recent date.

| am enclosing a copy of an article Rabbl Kaufman
wrote for the Journal of the Central Conference of
American Rabbis on '""Day Schools: Not Whether But How?
This will, | am sure, be of help to you In preparing
your Confirmation report. Should you have any ques-
tlons please do not hesi:ate to call upon us.

With every good wish, | am

Sincerely yours,

Edith J. Miller
Administrative Ass't.
to Rabbl Jay Kaufman

encl.
cc: Rabbl D. Fogel
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December 14, 1964

Hr. Harry Wohl

Jewish Education Committee
26 vest 58th Street

New York, New York

Dear Harry:

Thank you for your lovely note concerning the article

on day schools In Its exquisite Hobrew prose. It was

such a Joy to read your letter and so very encouraging
for me personally to have the sentiments you expressed
relayed to me.

With warmest regards, | am

Sincerely yours,

Rabbl Jay Kaufman
JK/elm
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Becember 1, 1964

Rabb! Theodore N. Lewis
Progressive

Ocean Avenue at Avenue |
Brooklyn, Mew York 30

Dear Ted:

Many thanks for sharing with me your bulletin
article on the Flat Yeshiva. | certalnly

Would that more of our colleagues falt as you,
and |, that "It Is the Hebrew language which
unlocks the permanent and fresh resources of
thewdewlsh spirit...." From whence will come
our Jewlsh leaders of the future? It Is my
ardent prayer that In the not too distant
future there will rise In our mldst a Reform
Jewlish day school.

With warmest regards and best wishes for a
happy Henuksh, | am

Sinceraly yours,

- f Rabbl Jay Kaufman
m



Rasml THECDORE M. LEwWIis, D.D.

PROOGRESSIVE SYMAGOGUE
QOCEAN AVENUE AT AVENUE |
BRoOGARLYN 30, NEW YOR

November 23, 1964

Rabbi Jay Kaufman
838 Fifth Avenue
New York, N. Y.

Dear Jay:

Thank you for your congratulations upon my
twenty-fifth year with Progressive. 1 appreci-
ate the very nice things you say, and 1 am grate-
ful to you.

I am enclosing the current issue of our
weekly bulletin. I am sure you will be delighted
with what I wrote about the Flatbush Yeshiva.

With warm personal regards and every good
wish, I am

Sincerely yours

94
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Service For Chanukah 3 —
The Feast of Dedieation lasts eight SABBATH WORSHIP

davs. A candle is kindled zoon after

nightfall on the first evening, and on Friday Evening, November 27th, 8:30 P.M.
each successive evening another candle

i5 added. On Friday, the Chanukah D R . L E w l 5

lights are kindled before the Sabbath. will preach on

The following blessings are recited "
before kindling the lights: RECAPT u RIN G
TR ST TR W Y AnR T2 THE PILGRIM
S M1 PY9TRY AW PhREDs e

nsn SPIRIT"™

Bo-ruch Atoh A-do-noy E-lo-he-nu & * & *
Me-lech ho-o-lom, asher kid-d'sho-nu SOCIAL HOUR — ONEG SHABBAT
b'mits-vo-sav v'tgi-vonu 'had-lik ner * ® Ak &
- Soturday Morning, November 28th, 10:30 A.M.

Blessed art Thou, O Lord our God,
Ruler of the Universe, who hast san-
etified us by Thy commandments and
commanded uz to kKindle the lights of

Sermon On
Terah Portion

Chanukah. meaey mme 1= P

& L
—aialeE mmma sy e e wy = - -
(B i d I H bl IH

gk i LD Do LY “Thou shalt meditate therein day and night™
i s Ban BYEYa IMMISWT B0

Bo-ruch Atoh A-do-noy E-lo-he-nu TORAH PORTION FOR THE WEEK — Vayyeshev
Me-leech  ho-o-lom  she-o-gzoh  niz-sim Genesis Chapter 37, verse 9 through Chapter 40
la-avo-ge-nu by-vomim ho-haim bag-z'- Reading from the Prophets
man haz-zeh. Amos Chapter 2, verse 6 to Chapter 3, verse 8

Blessed art Thou, O Lord our God,
Fuler of the Universe, who hast

wrought miracles for our fathers, in N

TR 650, 1 MU SeA ANNUAL THANKSGIVING SERVICE

Blessing recited on first night only.

R L S S e o OF THE BROOKLYN REFORM CONGREGATIONS

’mnir;-:'j VPN umP :_-,-é:-: at Progressive Synagogue

Bo-ruch Atoh A-do-noy E-lo-he-nu Wednesday Evening, November 25th, 8:30 P.M.
Me-lech ho-olom she-hech'von-nu, v'- Rabbi Louis |. Newman
kimo-nu v'hig-g-o-nu la-z'man haz-zeh, will preach

Blessed art Thou, O Lord our God, and the rabbiz of the congregation will participate

Ruler of the Universe, who has kept us -
in life and hast preserved us, and en- Collation |l

abled us to reach this season, A=
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Temple Topics
Publizhed weekly from the begin-
ning of Synagogue activities in the
fall to the end of Synagogue activi-
tics in the spring except the week
during which Jewish holidays occur.
Pregressive Synagogue
pEYYR RnBAYmp
Kehilath Kndimah

Decan Avenoe and Avenus ES, T-1818
Brooklyn, New York
Subscriptbon Price .......... $1.00 per annum

Dr. Theodore N, Lewis, Rabbi
858 Enst Z6th Street — DEwey 88205
Mafiali Castel, Canlor
PRESIDENT
Milton Gelman
VICE-FRESIDENTS
Jack Kalman HNicholas Anton
Hurry Halmowits George Siegel
Morris Sudack .oociiain Financigl Secrelary
Simon AUSKETR ..sccscirssananna v+ - Treasurer
Albert A, SBarney ........Recording Secrelary
Albert A, Berman . ..Cerresponding Secrefary
Samuel FProbstein ..o Ezecutive Secrelary
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Albert A. SRINEY wavreesrsasssrans Chairmign
Associafes:
Mildred Collender, Esther Distler, Harry Halm-
owite, Mildred Hammel, Dr. Philip Harris,
Morris Sudnck.

MEMORIAL ANNIVERSARIES
Qabhbath eve, November 27th, we will
commemorate the Yahrzeit of ;
Joseph J. Alexander
* Fay Familant
Nathan Garfield
* Bhepard A. Levine
Sonia Mazon
" Eve Rozenberg
% Ray Schwartzman
* Fannie Weiner
“Zecher Zadick L'Vracha™
“The Memory of the Righteous
ia for a Blessing"
“A light will be kindled on our Bronze
Yahrzeit Memorial Tablet.

MEMORIAL TABLET
A Memorial Tablet has been placed
on our Memorial Plague in memory of :
Moe Zweibel
The Tablet contains the name of the
deceased and the date of death,

Mext Session of
Sunday Merning Study Group
December &th - 10:15 A.M.

FROM THE RABBI

What is the most significant, the most distinetive structure to rize in our
community in recent years?

Ocean Avenue and adjoining streets have been literally transformed by
gigantic apartment buildings, many quite luxurious. A few represent the last
word in modern living — providing central air conditioning, indoor and out-
door swimming pools, television antenna, garage facilities, and myriads of other
undreami of facilities, Yet one building iz outstanding, and should fill our hearts
with joy and pride.

This building iz the new high school of the Flatbush Yeshiva on Avenue J.
Beyvond question, it is the foremost new siruecture to rise in our community
during the last decade. Even architecturally it iz most impressive.

The edifice represents sacrifice, devotion and lovalty on & magnificent scale,
A group of Jewish laymen who could conceive a financial undertaking involving
several million dollars in behalf of a Jewish cause deserve our gratitude, What
is striking about these Jewizh laymen is their dedication to the cause of Jewish
education, their desire to impart a knowledge of Judaism to our youth, to train
Jewish boys and girls during their most decisive vears in Jewish ways of life.
What is gratifying and exceptional is that these lay people appreciate the
transcending importance of Torah, recognize that teaching the vouth is a duty or
mitzvah, which takes precedence over every other activity.

Jewish edueation is the stepehild of American Jewry, American Jews spend
fantastic sums, millions upon millions of dollars, upon a host of causes, pre-
dominantly philanthropic in character. But for Jewish education, the wealthy
Jewish community of our land provides a mere pittance, Az a result of niggardli-
ness, American Jewish vouth is growing up into adulthood, is maturing into
manhood and womanhood, in shoeking ignorance of Judaism and its basie
religious and ethical teachings.

The most grievous situation in Jewizsh religious life is the Bar Mitzvah
ceremonial. Not only has the social aspeet of the function become in many
ways revolting, but what is lamentable is that the Bar Mitzvah has come to
sighify the end of all Jewish learning and svnagogue attendance. This re-
presents a spirvitual tragedy defying description. A vouth at thirteen is just
beginning to develop, to mature emotionally, intellectually and morally. At
thirteen, the mind is fresh and elastic, capable to receive vital impressions and
instruction. What one learns during the formative vears, from twelve to sixteen,
is never completely forgotten, That at this most decisive period in life, Jewish
education should come to a sudden and abrupt end, iz nothing short of
catastrophic. Not only does all learning cease, but the little Jewish knowledge
the vouth has gained, is quickly forgotten. Learning like much else, is not static.
He who does not increase knowledge, forfeits it.

That at least several hundred Jewish boys and girls will continue in our
community their Jewish education through their high school vears, is cause for
rejoicing. Not only will these youths pursue secular studies, but they will also
study Torah, Ewven as they grow in general knowledge, so will they grow in
Jewish knowledge, in Torah,

In the high school department of the Flatbush Yeshiva, as in the other
branches of the institution, the Hebrew language occupies a place of supreme im-
portance, alongside English, Sinee it is the Hebrew language which unlocks the
permanent and fresh resources of the Jewish spirvit, no Jewish education iz worth
a tinker's damn without a knowledge of Hebrew. Among the many reasons for
the grave spiritual impoverishment of American Jewry, the ignorance of the
Hebrew language ranks at the very top. In the Flatbush Yeshiva, Hebrew lives,
and the pupils master it by studying the basic Jewish texts in the original —
the Bible, Rashi, the Mishnah, Gemara, ete,

Because it houses Torah, is the High School of the Flatbush Yeshiva the most
important and enduring structure to rise in our midst during the last decade.
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ATTENDANCE AT
SABBATH SERVICES

On countless occasions, Dr. Lewis
has spoken of the functions of our
Religious School. One of our aims is
to develop in our pupils a whoelesome
attitude towards Judaism and a pride
in pur heritage. The other is to teach
our children “how to pray™, and par-
ticipate in the Synagogue ritual. The
Religions School teachez the pupils
the mechanics of praver, but this is
valuelesz unlesz it is put into constant
practizse and use, It is because of this
that our children are urged to attend
every service on the Sabbath, in the
company of their parents.

Sinee the beginning of the achoaol

vear, we have had on an averape,
over one nundred and fifty cnildren
present at the Saturday morning ser-
vices. While this is a rood record, we
cannot be zatisfied until one hundred
pereent of our pupils present them-
golves on that holy morning to parti-
cipate actively, and to put into good
use the lessons learned in our Reli-
rious Bchool. There is nothing as im-
portant asz inculeating in the minds
of voung children that the Sabbath is
a time io attend Synagogue services

and to pray.

May we urge all our parents to co-
operate with the Synagogue, so that
no obstacles are placed in the paths

of the children in the obligation of

attending Sabbath morning services.

Milton Snitkoff, Principal

SABBATH WORSHIP
Friday Evening, November 20th, 8:30 P.M.

DR. LEWIS

will preach on

'*J A C O B
A ND E S A U-—
TWO BROTHTERS"

* * % &

SOCIAL HOUR — ONEG SHABBAT

* * * W

Saturday Morning, Noevember 21st, 10:30 A.M.

Sermon On

Torah Portion
* &* *

Bar Mitzvah OFf
Bruce Landow

br e B~ 1=l - I 5 Tk

“Thou shalt meditate therein day and night.”

TORAH PORTION FOR THE WEEK — V'Yishlach

Genesis — Chapter 32 verse 4 through chapter 36
Reading from the Prophets
Hozsea Chapter 11 verse T to chapter 12 verse 12 |1
Moy, 18th SQisterhood Hat SBale and Buginess Meeting 11:30 A M.
Adult Education Lecture ... 2:30 P.M.
22nd Reception to New Members T30 PM,. |
—_— —_— —_—
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MEMORIAL ANNIVERSARIES

Sabbath evening, November 20th,
we will commemorate the Yahrzeit of :
* Morris Exter
Abraham H. Goldblatt
* Miriam Kaminsky
# Emma Lipshitz
* Ruth Sale
“Focher Zadick L'Vracha"
“The Memory of the Righteous
is for a Bleszsing”
# 4 light will be kindled on our Bronze
Yahrzeit Memorial Tablet,

MEMORIAL TABLETS
Memorial Tablets have been placed
on our Memorial Plague in memory
of :
Solomon Herz
Edward Rabinowich
Lillian Rabinowich
The Tablets contain the name of
the deceased and the date of death.

BAR MITZYAH OF

BRUCE LANDOW
Bruce Landow, son of Mr. and Mrs,
Bernard Landow, 923 E. 26th 8t., will
colebrate hiz Bar DMitzvah coming
Sabbath morning, November 21st. The
service beginsg promptly at 10:30 A M.

FROM THE RABBI

Had the congregation arranged only the Babbath eve serviee on the evening
of October 3ith to commemorate my twenty-fifth anniversary as rabbi of Pro-
gressive Synagogue, with the beautiful introduction by Mr. Samuel Siegel: the
inspiring address by my good friend, Rabbi Max Schenk; the touching tribute
by Mr. Milton Gelman; followed by the Oneg Shabbat tendered by the past-
presidents of the Synagogue —

Dayenu! It would have been Enough!

Had the congregation arranged only the Sabbath morning service on Qctober
Alst in honor of my twenty-fifth anniversary, with the splendid address by Mr.
Harold M. Distler, and the elaborate Kiddush sponsgored by the Sisterhood and
Men's Club of the Synagogpue —

Davenu! It would have been Enough!

Had the congregation arranged only the gala dinner-dance Saturday even-
ing, October 21st, in honor of my twenty-fifth anniversary, with Mr. Samuel
Siegel as toastmaster, and ineluding — an addresz by Mr. Gelman; a presenta-
tion by My, Morris Sudack in behalf of the Men's Club: a presentation by Mrs.
Milton Gelman to Mrs. Lewis in behalf of the Sisterhood; and a presentation by
Mr. David Berk in behalf of the Synagogue —

Davenu! It would have been Enough!

Had only the Religious School offered on Sunday morning, November 1st, the
program which it did in honor of my tweniy-fifth anniversary — a program the
words and music of which was truly delightful —

Davenu! It would have been Enough!

The four events combined made the week-end a notable and unforgettable
experience, one which will be cherizshed by Mrs, Lewis and by me as long as we
live,

I am grateful to AMr, Samuel Siegel, the chairman of the “week-end”, and
to Mr. Milton Gelman, the president of our Synagogue, the two gentlemen most

responsible for planning and arranging this unusual celebration — one with few
parallels in the life of any rabbi.

I am indebted to Rabbi Max Schenk for the inspiring message he brought
at the Sabbath eve service; to Mr. Harold M. Distler for his touching address
at Saturday morning service; and to Morris Sudack for the gracious words he
spoke when he presented to me, in behalf of the Men's Club, a zet of the Jewish
Encyelopedia with a beautiful inseription on each of the twelve volumes,

I am grateful to Mrs. Milton Gelman, president of the Sisterhood, who
thrilled the dinner audience with the presentation to Mrs. Lewis of 4 magnificent
piece of sculpture entitled “A Woman of Valor”™ — a gift of the Sisterhood.
The interpretation by Mrs. Peter Simonson, the sculptress, enhanced the even-
ing's program immeasurably.

Mr. David Berk's address and the warmth of his words, were intensely
moving. His emphasis on the impact T have made on our membership in the area
of Jewish religious loyalties, touched me particularly. For the generous purse
which he presented in behalf of the congregation, T am most appreciative,

Above and bevond all, T shall alwayvs treasure the warmth, the affection, and
the good wishes of the multitudes of our people who attended the three memorable
events. The prayers that I may be privileged to celebrate many more milestones
in life, were deeply touching,

My heart overflows with thanksgiving and gratitude to Almighty God for
having granted me life, sustained me and permitted me to celebrate in so0 ex-
traordinary a fashion twenty-five vears of association with Progressive Syna-
gogue, amnd forty years in the rabbinate,

That the Almighty may find me alwayvs worthy to serve Him, and my people,
for many years to come, that 1 may be in the truest sense an Eved Adonay —
a servant of the Most High — is my fervent prayer.
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JEWISH THEATRE FOR
+ CHILDREN

The Jewizh Theatre for Children is
prezenting a fascinating play in Eng-
lish, entitled “A Will in the Desert.”
It is a stivring story based on the ef-
forts of the Israelis to cement pood
relations with the Arab minority with
the state. The settings, costumes,
dances, and captivating music have
endeared the play to all who saw it. [
am certain that vou would want vour
child to enjoy this rich, emotional ex-
perience,

Performances are presented on Sun-
day afternoons at the Joan of Are
Plavhouse, 154 W, 93rd 2t., New York
City at 2:30 P M.

We are planning to take about forty
children Lo the theatre on Sunday,
February 7, 1965. It will be on the
basiz of first come, first served., The
cost per ticket is $1.50, and the bus
transportation will be $1.00. If vou
are interested in having vour son or
daughter participate in this event,
return the signed permission slip and
250 to cover the cost of the ticket
amd transportation.

This offer is limited to children in
pradez 3 to Confirmation.

Milton Snithoff, Principal

THANKSGIVING SERVICE
AT OUR SYNAGOGUE

The annual Thanksgiving Service
arranged by the Brooklyn Association
of Reform Rabbis for the Reform con-
gregations of Brooklvn, will take place
at our Synagogue, Wednesday, Novem-
ber 25th, at B:30 P.M.

The rabbiz of all the Reform con-
gregations will participate in the wor-
ship. The sermon will be deliversd
by the Rev. Dr. Louiz [. Newman,
Rabbi of Hutit'l'lh Sholom of Manhat-
tan. A collation provided by the Sis-
terhoodz of the several congregations
will follow the serviee,

DR. LEWIS TO LECTURE
AT SIOUX CITY

Dr. Lewiz has been invited by the
Jewish Community Center at Sioux
City, lowa, to return to the city which
he left twenty-five vears ago where he
waz rabbi of Mt. Sinai Temple for
twelve vears,

He will leave aon Monday, November
16th, and lecture at the Sioux City
Jewish Community Center Tuesday
evening, November 17th.

Coming - December 8th
CHAUTAUQUA NIGHT
Av Bondarin
and the J.C.S. Film
“The Price of Silence”

KINDLE THE CHANUKAH LIGHTS

Sunday evening, November 29th,
the first Chanukah candle is to be lit.
Let us do =0 in a manner which will
be both dignified and impressive, and
one which the children will never for-
get.

Az the candles arve lit, the special
benedictions for the ritual should be
recited. The children should receive
appropriate Chanukah gifts imme-
diately thereafter.

Flease remember the night — Sun-
day, November 29th — the 1st night
of Chanukah.

ADULT EDUCATION LECTURE
Rabbi Chaim Essrog, Speaker
Wednesday, November 18th

H:30 P.AL

We Invite
Your Participation
in the
CHANUKAH FESTIVAL

L L *

Your Generosity
will be
Amply Rewarded
L L L
SEE
The Chanukah Festival
Brochure
for full details

MR. AND MRS.
EDWARD GOLDSCHMID
HOSTS

In honor of their fortieth wedding
anmiversary, Mr. and Mrs. Edward
Goldschmid, 1245 Ocean Avenue, will
be hosts to the congregation and to
their friends at the Oeng Shabbat re-
ception which will follow our worship
Friday evening, November 20th,

Welcome New Members

We would like to welcome the fol-
lowing new members:

Vietor Gershek, Sam Goldstein, [rv-
ing Krauss, Morton Shreck, Samuel
Tenzer, and Henry Toder,

We hope that vou will make everv
effort to attend our meeting and par-
ticipate in Men's Club activities. Con-
gratulations are in order for the fine
job being done by our Membership
Committee under the able leadership
of Mae Geller,

Testimonial Dinner

I am writing in anticipation of what
vou will read in retrospect, namely the
testimonial dinner to a great guy —
our past Men's Club president, Ed
Weber — in the ballroom of the Svna-
gogue on Thursday, November 12th.
At this writing we have approximately
eighty reservations from those wish-
ing to honor Ed. This goodly number
attests to the popularity of cur guest
of honor, and also to the veoman job
well done by the committee consiat-
ing of Al Sarnev, Harry Haimowitz,
and Jack Kalman.

Choral Notes

The Men's Club Choral Group, un-
der the leadership of our Cantor Naf-
tali Castel, iz showing zigns of added
interest as evidenced by the increased
attendance at our Thursday night re-
hearsals. Incidentally, one of our new
members, Henry Toder, has expressed
his intention of joining the group,
which can use all the new voices ( good
and loud) it can get.

Sunday Merning Study Group

Our first zeszion, under the chair-
manship of Dr. Philip Harris, and led
by Rabbi Lewis, was most successful.
The next meeting of the Study Group
has been changed to December 6Gth.
Mark the date as one to remember.
Under discussion is the book “Guide to
the Perplexed” by Maimonides,

Robert Mindlin

NEW YEAR'S EVE PARTY

Onee again Progressive Synagoguae
is ﬁpulmu'l'i!u: a rala New Year's Eve
affair, December 31st, 1964,

Dancing till dawn, cocktails, din-
ner, favors, fun galore, at 330 per
couple, for membera and their friends,

Rezervations are limited, so please
miake vours early. Call the Synagogue
office, or Mr. George Siegel, DE 8-
B3bT.
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CONTRIBUTIONS

We acknowledge with thanks con-
tributions to the following funds:

Rabbi's Discretionary Fund
Mrs. Frances Auerbach
Dir. 1. H. Halperin
Mrs. Betty Kallan
Mr. and Mrs. Eugene Malin
Mr, and Mrs. William Mariash
Mr and Mrs. Irving Prashker
Mr. and Mrs. Gerald Schwartz
Mr. and Mrs. Lou Strassman

Scheolarship Fund
Mr. and Mrs. Jerome Collender
Mr. and Mrz. Sam Marks
My, and Mrs. Gerald Schwartz

Candy Fund
Mr. and Mrs. Benjamin Feldman
Mrs, Roslyn Goldstein
Mrs. Betty Kallan
Mr. and Mrs. William Mariash
Mr. and Mrs. Harry Solender

Flower Fund
Mrs. Mary Bergman
Mrs, Sabina Bernstein
Mrs. Elsie Egna
Mrs. Frances Hamilton
Mrs. Betty Kallan
Mrs. Sophie Orlian
Mrs. Bebecca Mariash

Bible And Prayer Book Fund

Mr. and Mrs. Albert Berman
My, and Mrz. Clarence Hamilton

When you think of Flowers think of

AVENUE J FLORIST

Steamer Baskets
Weddings - Bar Mitzvah
Decorations - Our Specialty

1602 Avenue J. ESplanade T-4350
Brooklyn 30, N.Y.

SISTERHOOD NOTES .

“The Past s Unrecapturable . . .
.. to lament its loss is useless and you had better learn to feel that way.”
With The Above Quate In Mind . ..

. and with vour interest at heart because we would not want you to lament
the loss of any Sisterhood activity this column aprises you of scheduled events
through December. Please, before reading further, get your date book and record
the dates. Thanks, so much.

WED. NOV. 18th: BUSINESS MEETING AND HAT SALE DAY. Word
from Pauline Spilberg, Hat Sale Chairman, is: “Hats, Hats, Hats! Oh boy, are
we going to have hats!” Sale 10:30 to 12:30 followed by ‘showing off yvour new
hats over coffee and cake' and a Business Meeting. The stock of hats is so in-
triguing that there is one restriction to the sale; no more than four hats to a
customer.

THURS. NOV. 19th: STUDY GROUP meets under the guidance of Esther
Distler. The book to be discussed is L, B. Singer’s “The Family Moskat.” The
time? 11:00 A M.

TUES. DEC. 1st: AN EVENING CARD PARTY. The evening has as it's
Chairman Ruth Berman assisted by Mary Zucker and Sarah Marks. Their plans
include a ‘winning seat’ at the card table for each guest, a tasteful collation,
door prizes and NO raffles. Truly a case of ‘all this and heaven too. S1.50 per.

WED. DEC. 9th: A BUSINESS MEETING at which we can enjoy adding
up all the eredits of the occasions just past and plan for festivities to come,

TUES. DEC. 15th: BAZAAR! Mildred Collendar, Florence Stein, Eva
Held and Rosalind Monath can work wonders on Bazaar Day if only they have
the merchandise. Our position is just the opposite of Maey's. They have the
merchandise and have to advertise for customers. We have the customers but
are advertising for merchandise. Get yvour packages in. Don't let our customers
go awav disappointed!

WED., Dec. 23rd: Hold the date for a PROGRAM MEETING. More data later.

When You Have Chairmen . ..

. . . like Dorothy Feldman and Martha Silverstein assisted by an all star cast

of Sabina Bernstein, Trudy Miles, Rosalind Schwartz, Sylvia Trop and Mary

Zucker what else could vou have but a perfect day. The Brunch, something new

at Sisterhood, was a perfect idea. For those of us who were there this eolumn

savs Thank You to the cast who gave us so much pleasure. For those of you

who missed the day — vou missed so very much. Don't let it happen again!
Mildred H. Hammel

"*"GUTTERMAN'S"’

Funeral Directors
HBroadway & 66th Street, N, Y. Brooklyn: Church & Flatbush Avenue
TH 3-3500 BU 4-1500
(ther Branches
Jersey City Rockville Centre Miami
Gutterman's “PERSONAL SERVICES" are available
at any Chapel in your eommunity by phoning us at
BUckminster 4-1500,

PROGRESSIVE SYNAGOGUE
1395 Ocean Avenue
Brooklyn 30, N.Y,

Beeond Class
Postage Paid at Brooklyn, N.Y.

o GERTZ BROS., H.Y.C.



4CEly
Ag o

L;iizggfﬁﬁiftfggéi;£iiv@

NOV 13 1964
163 East Avenue, Norwalk, t

&

Ge-0148

Dr. David 5. Hachen, Rabbi
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November 10, 195L

Rabbi Jay Kaufman, Vice=President
Union of American Hebrew Congregations
838 Fifth Avenue

New York 21, New York

Dear Jay:

I found your article in the CCAR
Journal forthright and direct. I do wish
we could find 2 way to begin this important
undertaking. I shall continue to work
within the Commission on Jewish Education
to open up the possibilities somewhere for
a first experiment. I would appreciate
your guidance as to a realistic possibility.

It was goodbeing together in Scars-
dale on Succos. Hoping that we shall have
further opportunities for discussion and
fellowship, I remain,

As aver,
Dr. David S. Hachen
Habbi



DR. JOSEPH R. NAROT
TEMPLE ISRAEL OF GREATER MIAMI
MIAMI 32, FLORIDA

STUDY OF THE RADDI
137 NORTHEAST 19TH STREET

November 6, 196l

Dear Jay:

I hed not realized thst my note was harsh,
If you think so, I sm sorry I gave you that
feeling. But I was writing briefly and bluntly
first, because I wss in & hurry, end second,
becsuse you do ignore meny fectors in vour
discussion of parochisl =choonls.

I thought you knew that, personslly, my
feelings have slways been of the friendliest
for you and will alwavys he so,

Very e¢ ordislly,

B



Movember 6, 1964

Dear Azriel:
$o that you may have a copy for your files.

From the mall | am ting It should have
awarid ik gt T been

Regards,




November 6, 1964

Dear Dan:

The contents of this article Is applicable
to the Labor Zlonist Movement.

Warm regards.




Movember 6, 1964

Dear Mehuda:
it's so easy for me to get Into trouble. |
Just have to write an article llke thils one!
Warm regards.

Jay




same to B. Seigal, B. Mandelbaum = Seymour Fox




November 6, 1964

Dear Harry:

After awsoke my consclence at the
orli dinner, | thought this much

to be done. It's a subject of bitter con-
troversy In our Movement,

Warm regards.




November 10, 1964

br. Samuel M. Blumenfleld

The Jewlsh Arnny

Department of Education & Culture
515 Park Avernwe

New York, Mew York 10022

Dear Samuel:

Many thanks for your graclous letter of November 2nd
and the kind words you offered In regard to my recent
article on the Jewish day school. | am grateful to
you for taking the time to share your thoughts with
ma.

| was most Interested In your exchange with Nahum -’La-‘m‘ .
Goldmann and apprecliate your sharing your thoughts
and letter to him with me.

| share your that one day a change will occur
and our mum'm lay leaders will "'see the light"
and alter thelr position on this question. | pray
that day Is not too far In the future.

With warmest regards, | am

Sincerely yours,

Rabbl Jay Kaufman
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* The Department of Education and Culture of the Jewish Agency

515 Park Avenue ' New York, M. Y. 10022 ¥ PLaza 2-0500

November 2 1964

Rabbi Jay Kaufman

Union of American Hebrew Congregations
838 Fifth Avenue

New York 21 N. Y.

Dear Jay:

First let me extend to you a hearty 'yasher koach" for the vigorous
position you have taken on the question of the Jewish Day school in
the Reform movement. Your recent article, "Day Schools, Not Whether,
But How," is a model of clarity and cogency, and should prove convine-
ing,even to opponents, that the Day school deserves at least a try.

In regard to the alleged unreasonasble demands to be made by Zionists
for government support for Day schools, 1 believe that the argument

is the result of statements made in the past by our friend, Nahum
Goldmann. With all due respect to Goldmann's great acumen and quick
intelligence, he has not come to know Jewish thought and experience in
America from within. He still speaks the language of Versailles Treaty
cultural autonomy and minority rights, a noble aspiration in its day,
but never fully realized even in Eastern and Central European countries.

It will interest you to know that back in 1959, when I first heard
Goldmann present his views, I deemed it necessary to write to him the
enclosed, which is self-explanatory. I am glad to say that perhaps
because of my reaction and probably that of others, he did not express
his views about government support for Day schools when he delivered
his formal address before the Zionist Congress. Indeed, I have not
heard him repeat such views in recent years - but leave it to enemies
of intensive Jewish education to dig up old fears and suspiclons and,
if need be, even invent new ones in behalf of their case,

I know that there is a hard road ahead of you, but you need not be
discouraged. Even within my immediate Jewish education "mishpocha"
there were doubts and even opposition in the past to the Day school
program in the hope that the Talmud Torah would achieve maximum Jewish
education. Today, when the Talmud Torah is practically out of exist-
ence, there is complete unanimity among Jewish educationists as to the
urgent need of Day schools for the few who care and are willing to pro-
vide a meaningful Jewish education for their children.

There is hope that the same change of heart will take place among the
laity and our colleagues in the Rabbinate who have not yet seen the light.
Cordially yours,

,ﬁ-{ fL4e R —

Dr. Samuel M. Blumenfield

Enc.



November 10, 1964

Rabbl Theodore N. Lewlis
Progressive Synagogue
Ocean Avenue at Avenue |
ll"ﬂﬂ!ll. N. New York

Dear Ted:

Many thanks for your kind note In regard to my article on day

schools. It's good to get @ reactlon such as yours after some
nl"tiu letters | have recelved from those who take the opposite
View.

| had no ldea you were celebrating your 25th annlversary as
rabbl of Progressive Synagogue. Why didn't an announcment go
forth? At any rate, belated but nonetheless sincere, let me
wish you a hearty mazel tov.

sy ol ipiod g ity oo
your cong s to us, your colleagues

strengthened by ;nur mI: of deep mﬁln.

Mey and your dear ones, In good health, enjoy many more
sl as you continue to dedlcate yourself so superbly to
the service of God and man.

With warmest regards, | am

Sincerely yours,

P Rebbl Jay Kaufman
m



RaBel THECoDORE N. LEwis, D.D.

PROGRESSIVE STYMNAGOGUE
OCEAN AVEHUE AT AVENUE |
Brooriyn 30, NEw YoRK

November 5, 1964

Rabbi Jay Kaufman
838 Fifth Ave.
New York, N. Y.

Dear Kaufman:

Just a word of congratulations on your
splendid article about day schools in the cur-
rent issue of the C.C.A.R. Journal. It is a
splendid statement, and I wish all our lay
people would take it to heart.

With kind personal regards and every good
wish, I am




November 2 Im

MHr. Hilton Neupan
380 Canal Street
New Yﬂrk. N.Y. IHIS

Dear Mr. Neuman:

In response to your letter of November Lth, | am
pleased to enclose herewith a copy of the Day
School Resolutlon which came out of the Assembly
of Delegates of the New York Federation of Reform
Synagogues, April 1964,

| am also enclosing an article which appeared In
the October, 1964 edition of the CCAR JOURNAL, In
which | state my views on the subject. | trust It
will be of Information and assistance to you.

With kindest greetings, | am

Sincerely yours,

/el Rabbl Jay Kaufman
ejm



TEMPLE EMANU-EL or rone sraca

455 Neptune Boulevarsd ' Long Beach, New York GEneral 1-4080
November 4, 1964

BERNARD KLIGFELD, Rabbi = S
RICHARD BOTTON, Canfor )

DAVID DAVIS, President

MILTON L. MEUMAM, Chairman of \ /
The Board of Trustees '\ - ./

Union of American Hebrew Congregations
838 Fifth Avenue
New York, N,Y. 10021

Att.: Rabbi Jay Kaufman

Dear Rabbi Kaufman:
I have been "elected" to give a report on the proposed Hebrew
Day Schools that were discussed at the Americana Hotel several

months ago.

Will you please send me whatever literature or information may
be available.

Your cooperation will be appreciated.

Cordially,

Wik

Milton Neuman

P.S. Please send to: 380 Canal Street, New York, N,Y¥Y, 10013




November 5, 1964

Mr. Samuel Kaufman
0l iver Bullding

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania
Dear Wr. Kaufman:

Some time ago you were in contact with Rabbl Eisendrath In regard
to the matter of Reform Jewlsh day schools. You were told that |
was preparing an article on the subject for the CCAR Journal and

requested that a copy be sent to you upon publ leatlon.

The October, 1964 edition of the Journal contalned my article,
"Day Schools: Not Whether But How?" and | am pleased to enclose
a copy herewlith.

With kindest greetings, | am

Sincerely yours,

Rabbi Jay Keufman
JK/ejm

encl.
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Dr. Maurice N. Eisendrath il £
Union of American Hebrew Congregations F2 Ay g
838 Fifth Avenue = A3
New York 21, N. ¥. f - 7
Dear Dr, Eisendrath: i "'”fo vy

Thank you very much for your letter ragarding'
day schools.

I note your assurances that instead of UAHC
proceeding or Rabbi Kaufman or Rabbi Schindler pressing
forward in support of Reform day schools, this is only
one channel to be explored in pursuit of a more inten-
sive education for the youth of Reform Movement. It
would be interesting to see a discussion of the alterna-
tives that are also to be explored, and I would very
much appreciate receiving a copy of Rabbi Keufman's
article when it is published.

With best wishes,

Sincerely

'l\ﬂ":-l?'-.\-"- . ‘L"; A et > e
SK 1 BP W

5

¢c: Dr, Soclomon B. Freehof
Mr. Howard Greenberger
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Jay Kaufman | DAY SCHOOLS: NOT WHETHER

I
BUT HOwW:

I wish, with admitted lack of patience,
we could cease spending time and energy
on debares over whether there should be
Reform Jewish day schools and devore
ourselves to the more ditficult problem of
their feasibility. To my mind the Re-
form Jewish day school issue is no longer
moot. | he existence of such institurions
for intensive Reform Jewish education is
critical and perhaps even indispensable
to our strength and growth in the Unired
Starcs, Betrer thar we might wrestle
with hew we are going to creare the
advanced curricula and educarion mate-
rials, the high level faculries and finances
required for Reform Jewish day schools.

To give in to such impatience now,
however, 15 1o defear the goal. The
debate over Reform day schools has just
commenced, explanations and assurances
must be set forth, the ugly ad hominem
arguments and invalid straw men swept
aside,

This debare, fortunately, is gathering
momentum. It is gaining proponents and
opponents and from the introspection
that intense debare compels will come
the realization thar our present day Re-
form educarion, in spite of too many
sclf-righteous  assurances,  perpetuates
grave inadequacies. As a result, borh our
present d:l}‘ cducational instruments will
be greatly 'tmpruvccl and day schools will
appear one day on the Reform landscape.

The whele subject presently foats in
a cauldron of boiling emotion making it
almost impossible to approach its cs-
sence. Can we cool off the aroused

passions which have engulfed i, candidly
confront the charges and counter-charges,
set them aside, and finally consider the
mamner in which we can have day
schools added o the present educarional
construct of the Reform movement?

Let us begin with the two most fre-
quently voiced charges in the food of
mail and comment which has fowed into
the UAHC as a consequence of the pre-
Bicnnial New York Times interview,
which expressed my personal views —
as does this article — and that of 3 col-
league, Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler.
The charges are thar the Reform Jewish
day school will “undermine the public
school™ and that it will “ghettoize™ our
children. Will it? The UAHC inci-
dentally, has no position on day schools
and Rabbi Schindler and | were merely
voicing our own views rather than those
of the Union.

Anyone living in the Boston or New
York arcas knows thar thousands of
voungsters from Reform Jewish homes
in these arcas alone, more than could be
cnrolled in Reform day schools even if
a reasonable number could be established
in this generation, artend private and not
public schools. Who suggests thar they
pose a threat to the public schools?
Where are the anguished cries from
those who oppose Reform day schools
concerning the removal from the public
school system of these children of the
wealthy and successful, of gifted young-
sters whose parents seck a more de-
manding course of study for voung
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intelleers left unchallenged and bur par-
tially exercised by the public school
class? “There are none. The privare
school is an accepred instrution and is
Iq.L.alh. i'.nrm:u.lu.i for by every state con-
stitution. It is a condoned and even vital
aspect of the democraric sociery. It has
not undermined the public school bur
instead serves ro enhance the inrellecrual
achicvement of our country.

Harold Dodd, former president of
Princeton, speaking of the essential role
of non-public schools, stated, “When it
i5 no longer possible for a man to find a
school for his boy excepr within a uni-
versal state system, it will be oo
lare to worry about freedom.” Private
schools help avert the dangers of an
intellecrual  torabitariamsm  which no
demecratic seciety can aflord.

In its statement on “The Stare and
the Non-Public Schools,” the United
Stares Othee of Fducation explaing, “lIn
providing for their governmenr, the peo-
ple of the United States have recogmized
by constitutional provision that there are
certain private ventures thar should be
encotiraged. Non-public schools have long
been recogmzed as one such venture,
cspecially when these schools are nor
conducted for prohr,”

The private school docs, however,
constitute a serious challenge ro the Jew-
ishness of the child who atrends. Suffer-
ing the incvitable sense of isolation flow-
ing from small-minority status, offered
no opportunity to observe and enhance
his Judaism, the Jewish child ar most
private schools, unless there is a counrer-
balancing by a strong and positive home,
will come to see his Jewishness a felr bur-
den relieved by no perceprible benefies.

Add to this the assumprion underlying
the ey report of the New Fngland head-
masters to the rabbis who approached
them requesting that Jewish students be
provided with religious services and in-
struction. The thrust of the reply was
that the headmasters regarded the pres-
enve of Jewish children in their schools
as a providential opportunity o fulhll
their Chrisoan mission and that thar
catalogues clearly staved that theirs were
Christian schools, The implication was
olwious.

One might inquire, therefore, of those
who voice no opposition to Jewish ar-
tendance in sectanian private schools but
do so if they are to be enrolled in Reform
Jewish day schools, whether their pn-
mary convern is over the welfare of the
public school?

Thase of us who advocate the Reform
day school are avid proponents of a
flourishing public school and would per-
mit nothing to diminish this precious
democranizing institution. The American
Jewish child, with some exceprions, will
artend the public school and we would
not have it otherwise. Frenzied or re-
peated  accusarions  that we seck to
“undermine the public school™ simply
do not make it so.

Not only the accusations bur the fear
itgelf is invalid. If the vase Cathelic
parochial school nerwork and the size-
able, exclusive private school system
have not undermined the American pub-
lic schoal which, however lameneable irs
shortcomings and overcrowding, 15 im-
proving admirably in qualiey at all levels,
how can one in rruth harbor fears thar a
Reform day school system will have a
significant or negative effect®




Precious l'hUl.tH]‘l the |'-|.|hliq.' school is
and will always be there have been
changes in artitudes toward it. During
the immigrant years the public school
was the wehicle which propelled the
young Jew from the irriating traits of
“der greener” into the ambient of the
indistinguishable American. In addition,
the public school helped che immigrane
Jewish child appease his intense craving
for knowledge.

Today rhe third generation youngster
necds no further Americanization. How-
ever, the drive toward maximum edoca-
tion continues and many find this in-
adequately met by the neighborhood
public school. 5o there is some move-
ment on the part of the Jewish popula-
tion and the American middle-class in
general out of the public school into
high-standard private schools. It will not
decrease. Why not have Reform day
schools among those to which our people
send rheir children, schools which will
roll back crecping assimilation, produce
a yvouth educated in Torah, faithful to
Judaism and true to the ideals of Ameri-
can Democracy?

Perhaps the fear generated witchin our
movement over the possibility of Re-
form day scheols is stimulared by the
posture of the Catholic parochial school
which challenges the Stare’s right to
cantrol education, The Cathalic Church
stipulates thar education belongs solely
to the Church. Jewish day schools, per
canttra, were not founded in opposition
to public education. They do nor aleer
or Il'ludif}.' the curriculum of the public
school. They merely augment the toral
vourse of study with additional hours
and subjecrs,

While the concern over inflicting harm
upon the puhlic schools 1s invalid, that
Over “ghﬂmir,ﬂrinn” does scem o me
to be legitimate. None of us wants 1o
isolate our children. We do not want
them reared in an arrificial hot-hoose
environment which leaves them unpre-
pared for the real world where Jews are
not in the majority and not universally
esteemed. Does the Jewish Day Schoal
“ghetroize?”

When we examine the applicable cx-
amples before us, not the Yiddish speak-
ing yeshivath or Beth-Yaakev schools for
girls, bur the typical, modern Jewish
day schools which abound in our metro-
politan centers, do we find thar their
pupiis are ghrr[nir_q.-d.: | say rthey are
not, Others may conclude they are. 1f
there are those who will contend after
obiservation and not just assumption that
the students in these day schools demon-
strate the effects of “ghertoizanion™ then
we have a warranted difference of
ﬂ}ﬁninn_

My own exrensive observation and
that of careful students of the subjecr
has failed to disclose any difference in
the Americanization or sophistication of
the children who atend  Jewish dav
schools and the children i their own
neighborhseds who atend the public
schools the day school children would
be atrending.

How can it be otherwise? Their
parents are the same, both are mostly
American born. A 1957 survey showed
there was just barely over a 107 differ-
ence in proporrion of native born par-
ents between our own one-dav-a-week
schools and those of the dav schools and
that proportion has diminished in the
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intervening  vears, The children play
mg-.-rh-:r after school and weeck-ends,
warch the same relevision, go to the
same movies, read the same comic books,
belong to the same bov scour troops,
atrend the same summer camps and are
absorbed in the same fads and hero-
worship. The only difference 1 have
found is that the day school students
have an inl::l'li:tr:l}' profounder knowledge
of Judaism, care much more and demon-
strate a greater scriousness in  their
approach ro their studies both Jewish
and general.

Recently an opponent of the day
school cited a study which allegedly
demonsteared  that even with twenty
hours a week of Jewish studies the
commitment and adule ﬁ)l]m!.'—rhmugh
of the graduate left much to be desired.
This was advanced as a reason for not
having day schools in the Reform move-
ment. If the study is accurate it demon-
strates only thar even so intensive a
Jewish educational experience as the day
school may be impotent against the
strong contrary tide of America’s com-
mercialized and pragmatic values — a
conclusion | personally believe o be
invalid.

But if the day school is not fulfilling
our goals how will our two to five hour
per week Reform schooling succeed?
Of course the approach of Reform educa-
tion to condirioning the child is different
and our goals allow for a unique pattern
of cducation. But we soll know thar
Ton P oy w5, We db assume a
relationship berween Jewish knowledge
and Jewish commimment. We  believe
thar one cxrends and feeds on the other.
Both are indispensable. How then can

we make a principle of minimal standards
and hours of Jewish education? The gth
grade graduate of a Jewish day school
has a far better working knowledge of
Jewish history, customs, liturgy, lan-
guage and the classical literature than
the adules of any of our congregations.
Is this a situation we wish to perpetuate?

As a conscquence, many of us feel
there is a need to provide Reform day
schools as an additional facility within
the Reform movemene which will enabile
the bright ¢hild to gain a more intensified
Jewish education and to exrend his
mental capacities even if 1t means he
will be separated from his neighborhood
chums for Em}f of his one hundred
waking hours. Others may feel that this
withdrawal i1s undesirable, that ir does
“ghertoize,” and prefer that the child
gain the best Jewish education possible
in our religious schools and UAHC
camping program, both of which can
and will be improved. There will, there-
fore, be different approaches to the
preparation of the child for meaningful
Jewish adulthood.

Which of the two approaches will a
parent select for his child® Will a con-
gregation or group of congregations
together provide for both or find that
their resources or the wishes of their
congregants limie them to the one ap-
proach? This is the heart of the issue
confronting us who concern ourselves
with a strengthened Reform movement.
It would be well if we could facus on it
and the legitimate differences which it
offers rather than scck to have the Day
School outlawed from Reform Judaism,
declaring ir ro be a monstrous crearion,
un-American, and those who advocare it




as lacking inregrity, consciously dis-
sembling or intending to advance their
view against the opposition of an alleged
mﬂ]{}ﬂt}'.

There are addinional charges, emanar-
ing from both sides, which we do well to
discharge from rhe agenda:

1) The Refoerm day school is net a
stibstitute for improving eur present educa-
tiemal facilities.

No one ever suggested it was. ltis a
debator’s techmique to exaggerate an
opponent’s position to the point of
absurdiry. We ought in honor to eschew
such ractics when marters as critical as
the furture educational partern of our
movement are at stake, | know of no
one who would even consider having
day schools replace our religious schools
and UAHC camps nor who would per-
mir the staff and resources of the Reform
movement to be placed ar the disposal
of a day school program ro the neglect
or diminution of our other educarional
activities.

By way of reassurance, it should be
recalled that the same fears were ex-
pressed when the UAHC embarked on
1ts camping program. There was concern
then thar much thar was ongoing and
essential would be abandoned in prefer-
ence to the dramaric and new. We were
warned thar funds and energies could
not be found ro support both. Today the
camping program has seven additional
UAHC staff members and represents a
two and a half million dollar capital
outlay and an annual expenditure of
$600,000, not one penny of which was
available or within sight when we com-
menced! Our religious school program
has grown in intensity during the interim

in spitc of or because of the camping
program. Those who would reject a day
school program because they fear that
the Reform movement lacks the g growth
capacity to include both do nort share the
confidence many of us hold in our move-
ment’s unlimited potential.

1) Reform Judaism is inconmpatible with
day schools.

It 1s dithcult to imagine that anvone
takes seriously the dmrgc that an cffort
on the part of Reform’s own congrega-
tions and Institurions to create a more
intense pattern of Reform Jewish educa-
tion 15 incompatible with the philosophy
of the Reform movement.

The 1961 Biennial resolution which
opposed Federal Aid o private religious
schools, also stared, *QOur ::pp’usiri{m to
such government granes, loans and other
forms of hscal aid o |3-1m('|1inl schoaols
does not imply any lack of regard or
respect for mhs{lnmlv-s}mmrcd instibu-
tions of education. We respecr the right
of any rc[iginus denomination to estab-
lish and administer its own educarional
insticutions. We n}aplmui their contribu-
tion to the cultural and spiritua] diversity
of our nartion, . . . . "

Does Reform deny to irself whar it
applauds in other rcliginus groups?

Whether it be Reform prep schools
with dormitories for out-of-town smu-
dents which some of us advocare as a
first step or Reform day schools on the
elementary [hmugh junior high level
utilizing lovely modern synagogue class-
rooms which stand empry all day, the
children would be experiencing an educa-
tional process whose purpose is to make
them more devour Reform Jews. The
goals of the school would be ro guide
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those with an inclination into the Reform
rabbinate or religious school pedagogy
or one of the other of the Reform syna-
gogue's professions, vocations in which
our ranks are desperately low. Or the
school would move the youngster avoca-
tionally to a knowledgeable Jewish lead-
ership in all areas of the Reform con-
gregational endeavor, a necessity which
the Chicago Biennial stressed with such
porgnancy as indispensable to decision
making in the synagoguc.

Our scholars in rabbinics, able to re-
shape our rich tradition into the Reform
idiom, have all gained their skills ourside
of Reform Judaism. Our present pre-
paratory system and seminary have not,
to my knowledge, been able to produce
a single o2 *pa or expert in Responsa.
The Reform day school would make it
possible. Shall we be content forever to
“import” from other branches of Ju-
daism all of our o'oan *rabn?

Are the day schools incompatible with
Retorm or indispensable to an increas-
ingl}' xrrtngrhenu;l Reform movement?

Another justification for incompati-
bility suggests that Reform Jews in-
volved in fund-raising efforts in behalf
of a day school would forsake their
advocacy of the principle of scparation
of church and stare and would pursuc
government funds. The vast majority of
Jews presently involved in Jewish day
school financing have not swerved from
this principled position; only a riny
handful have, and 1 do not believe thar
Reform Jews with their profound com-
mitment to separation would sacrifice
their integrity on the altar of a day
school mortgage. ,

Stll another of the incompatibility

arguments 15 that day school children
are deprived of their equalicy. This is a
totally fallacious assumption, for their
atrendance at cither public school or day
school is a2 matter of parental choice,
can be reversed ar any time, and has no
parallel to the de facte restrictions and
segregation compulsorily placed on chil-
dren of color in this country.

3) Some Zionist spokesmen and publi-
cations champicn day schools and alse adve-
cate w9y and mbn nbe and federal
aid to sectarian schools, therefore those whe
advocate day schools are traitors to Reform
amd dupes of the Zionists.

If 1 had not seen it in print 1 would
not believe mature Jews in positions of
responsibility even  capable of  such
Srarements,

4) The day schools will remove the
preoblens of winimalisny in Reforan fudaismn.

They won't. This is one of the hyper-
boles of the advocates of the da v school.
They seriously err. Many thought the
camps would. They haven't. Bur the
camps are helping, NFTY first and the
camps subsequently taught us that higher
standards in one part of the movement
have a salutary cffect on ever widening
circles. We sense an improvement in
the climare which is arrributable to the
influence of the camps on the youngsters
and their counsellors, on our local youth
groups and through an increasing number
of adult rerreats (and the new national
camp at Warwick, New York, will add
to this number enormously) on parents
and reachers as well,

The day school will help but offers
no panacea. Our efforts to influence the
home and school, the local youth group
and the youngsters on the college cam-




pus, arcas suffering wocfully in most
cases from the acceprance of low stand-
ards or debilitaring indifference will have
to be grearly intensified, rechniques im-
proved, personnel vivified, even if one
day we have a functioning network of
day schools.

5) The opponents of day schosls are the
prropenents of mimimal fesvish education.

It isn’t true, Some, of course, are, but
among the serious opponents are those
whe question our ability to creare schools
which would meet the high standards all
agree are their justification. The cost of
private education is high and the parents
of day school pupils are called upon 1o
make painful financial sacrifices which
in many cases still do not suffice. OF
course, 1f Jewish welfare funds now
supporting institutions which serve many
non-Jews would produce meaningful as-
sistance to the day schools in their
communitics, the cconomic  problem
would be greatly mitigated. Some have
begun to do so.

In addition to the problem of finances,
those who question the day school's
feasibility inquire, legitimarely, as to
whether adequately equipped  faculnies
for both the Jewish and general studics
could be recruited. Further, are there
enough parents who would be willing
to have their children part of the educa-
tional experimentation which would be
incvitable in the carly years?

Would the general studies program
stress basic Jewish values, its geography
and history programs highlight aspects
of Jewish inrerest as did the famed
school of Samson Raphacl Hirsch or
would the public school curriculum and
texts be used unchanged as is the casce

with the day schools of the country
today? Can we create a curriculum, a
class-room atmosphere, texts and ad-
vanced materials, where none exist at
present, for advanced Reform Jewish
studics on an clementary or high school
level?

These are the questions thar should
be occupying us. Can we cstablish Re-
form day schools whose educational pur-
pose is not to teach how to cam one’s
bread but how to make every mouthful
sweeter We of the Reform movement
have furthered and enriched the Jew's
response to the American environment,
Can we formulare an educational process
through which the young Jew will not
be troubled over being expected to act
on what others seem to regard as im-
portant, but wherein he will himself dis-
cover the grounds for belicving what he
i5 asked to believe?

Can we creare schools wherein He-
brew will nar be merely the vehicle for
pronouncing correctly the words of the
liturgy bur a means for entering the
heart of Judaism so that the young Jew
comes to know and adore its treasures®

Recently Dr. Joseph ], Schwab, Pro-
fessor of Fducarion ar the University of
Chicago, wrote of the religiously ori-
ented school,

If a man is to defend his values againse

the persuasive alternarives he will en-

counter and make wise choices when
conditions change, his values must be
something more than  authorarative
tiats. He must understand why marrers
called bad are thought to be so, what
reasons and experiences lie back of
the affirmation of good. . .. With

(Continneed on page 17)
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(Continued from page 9)

such teaching, the young student be-
ins to understand the uncertainey,
imitations and diversity which char-
acterize knowledge, and begins o be
at case with uncertaintics . . . (and to)
cope with the changing conditions to
which we will apply his know]t:dgu.
This means . . . thar adequate learning
and knowledge consist, not of being
able to repeat what is learned but of
the ability to use it, apply it, modify
it . .. Thus the student is invited to
be active in problem solving, ro deviate
from set methods, devise variations,
to wrestle with instances of the prac-
tical limitations of knowledge.

It is my conviction thar such a mind-
saturating Jewish education is more

likely in a day school than in our one
day, or two or even three days, a week
religious school. To achieve such a goal
for a number of Reform Jews, are not
the risks and sacrifices all worthwhile?

I believe from the Reform day school
will come forth leaders who vocationally
or avocationally will guide our move-
ment not by instiner and honest groping
but from knowledge and clearly erched
aspiration.

These are the expecrations of those of
us who advocate day schools for our
Reform movement. To succeed the effort
will be enormous, the opposition size-
able. Bur the rewards are those of life
itself. Do we really have a choice?







Rabbl Sanford Seltzer
816 Congress Bldg.

Bear Sandy:

Thank you very much for your note concerning my
article on day schools In the CCAR JOURNAL., You
beat ma to the punch. | wanted to commend you on
your thoughtful plece In the last editlon and
tell you how gratified | am that you continue to
study, think and most important of al! to write.

The ugliest letter to come In was from Joe Narot.
Ha did not bother to discuss the Issues, he Just
was foully Insulting.

The news of your Impending parentdom Is a source
of great delight to Aviva and me. Kayn Yirbu.

With warmest regards, | am

Sincerely yours,

Sr/e) Rebb! Jay Kaufmen
m






November 4, 1964

Rabbl Joseph R. Narot
Temple Israel

137 H. E. 19th Street
Miaml, Florida 33132

Dear Joe:

| recolved your harsh note concerning my artlcle
in the CCAR JOURNAL. | did not know our relatlone
ship was such that when we dlsagres we could not
discuss the Issues Invelved. | deeply regret that
you felt compelled to write te me In that tone. |
take some comfort in the fact that my letters to
you have ever baen on & different plane snd will
continue to be so.

Very Cordially,

i Rabbl Jay Kaufman
m



DR. JOSEPH R. MNAROT
TEMPLE ISRAEL OF GREATER MIAMI
MIAMI, FLORIDA 33132

ETWDY OF THE RADBI
137 HORTHEAST 19TH STREET

October 30, 1964

Rabbi Jay Kaufman
B38 Fifth Avenue
New York, New York 10021

Dear Jay:

You take a lot for granted in your article on
Day Schools in the Journal. I suppose that is
the prerogative of your office.

While you are riding roughshod over other
opinions, please reflect on the enclosed article
and on other quotations that I have in my files
from both lay and clerical Catholics. These

now recognize and admit that the greatest
deterrent to the Americanization of the Catholic
has been the parochial school.

?E{y cordially,

- i |-\
* ¥ el
A

" Dr. Joseph R. Narot
Rabbi

jrn/nw
enc
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Hebrew Union College- Jewish Institute of Religion

UNDER THE PATRONAGE OF THE UNION OF AMERICAN HEBREW CONGCHREGATIONS

CINCINNATI CLIFTON AVENUE - CINCINNATI, OHID 45220
NEW YORKE

LOS ANGELES
JERUSALEM

October 28, 196l

Rabbi Jay HKaufman

Inion of American Hebrew Congregations
838 Fifth Avenue

New York, NW. Y. 10021

Dear Jay:

T am sorry I missed you when you were in Cinecinnati.
As you probably surmise d, T was in New York attending the Central
Committee meeting.

This morning I read your excellent refutation of Schwartz-
man's article - yaasher kochacha. Sylvan represents what I have
begun to call the new assimilationism. For obvious reasons I did
not feel it was my task to reply.

I am enclosing a separate letter to you on a matter in-
volving a personal friend of mine and because I want him to have
a copy of it.

With best regards from house to house,

Sincerely,

e
-

{. ;J't ril

Féra Spicehandler

Encl.



November 2, 1964

Rabbl Shal Shacknal
Tample Bath Tlikvah

P.0. Box 92)

Wayne, New Jersey 07473

Dear Shal:

Thank you very much for your warm and most encouraging letter.
| r:uld suspect the violent opposition will be rather cons!dere
able.

| do not belleve that the UAHC will Itself sponsor the flrst
Reform Jewish day school but @ congregatlon of group of congre=

lons will do so. The Commission on Jewlsh Education authore
zed the Union to assist any such efforts.

You want to help = don't send money! = get a few congregations
in Northern Bew Jersey together to establlsh one Jolntly!

With repeated thanks for your kindness In writing, | am
$incerely yours,

' Rabb | Kaufman
J/ejm St



4 TEMPLE BETH TIKVAH

WAYNE JEWISH COMMUNITY CENTER
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MEMORANDUM

Date

From

To Orlinsky - Eisendrath - Schindler

Copy for information of

Subject

esecesave ma from my friends, my enemies | can handle.



“AMERICA IS EXILE" says Rabbi Artbur H:n’:.ﬁrrg. Eu;.‘q|; ood, N. |.
writing in Jewish Frontier. The fewish “Establishment,” be says, speaks of
Jews being "jnst dike everybody else.” Bur “in practice it bay behaved roiguely
and it bas demanded such bebavior of those whe would beed in” He adds
that “youmger [ews are refusing to be any kind of Marvano within
democracy " —that is, claiming to be owe .I'.r.i'l-lu'_;: bt -L:-.r-:.fu'_'. being anotber,
"The [ewish Establishment,” sarys Rabbi Hertzberg, believes "that a demo-
cratic order is not really bospitable to o redical deciotion from the worms."
l':-'_.-ﬂ_tn]?r:r.lr.rnr.:u. the “Estabiishment b aecepred @ . . . form .-.._r' Irberal
totalitarianism,” but without “sigus of a religions remewal.” He comcludes
"We can ouly wait. Or we can fire of wating . . . and start thisking
:i-E'I"J.-".rl'n':-.ll_]. Ifl:-r' Hlae |Er5'l fime snce adolescence, of alivah (immigration o
Lsrael): at very least, the aliyah of owr children.” - .

WILLIAM ZUKERMAN'S “WOICE' After

“a few moments,” writes the

respected reviewer of the Daollos Doily Mews, you knew “you were focing
a personality.” He was Williom Zukerman, editor of the Jewish Mewsleifer,
who died in 1961, An anthology of his best writing over 13 years hos been

published aos “Voice of Dissent” by Bookman Associates, Mew York ($5].

Copies may be obtoined throwgh The Council.

At Odds — Morris Abram, president of the Amer-
ican Jewish Committee: “The Jewish people concept is
not recognized in international law,” quoted by the Jewish Tele-
graphic Agency two weeks ago. The Israeli spokesman,
Jerusalem Post, in May: “The U. S. recognized the existence
of the Jewish people at the time (of) the League of Mations Man-
date for the creation of the Jewish Mational home . . . (and) its
present recognition of Israel as a sovereign state . . . is ultimately

based on the recognition of the existence of the Jewish people as
a national unir.”

“JEWISH CONTEMT" AND “IMMIGRATIOM" Prime Minister Levi Eshkol
fold the Knesset [Pardioment], following his recent wisit to France, that he
found signs of o “deepening Jewish content in the lives of French Jewry."
He odded, occording to the London Jewish Chronicle, “*Perhaps it moy be
possible to speak, though with some hesitation, of the first indication of a
readiness for immigration.” The French university groductes enroute fo Israel,
he said, were "not yet the drive for immigration for which we hope_"

DISTINCTIONS The publication of the Maturei Karta notes that Algerian
political leaders had just “agreed that there should be o clear distine-
fion between the Jewish foith and the Zionist movement.” The Orthadox
anti-Zionist paper adds, "The distinction between Jews and Zionists
has been repeatedly stressed by many Arab leaders, including President

Masser of Egypt ond confirmed by Mr. Philip (sic) Talbot, American
Assistant Secretary of State.'
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CALLS JEWISH
NATIONALITY
CLAIM INVALID

U.S. Law Prof Disputes

Religious Basis

BY WALTER TROHAN
[Chionps Tridese Press Secvical

Washington, Sept. 9—In 2 de-
finitive challenge of Eionistk-
Isrzeli claims to a matiomality
comsisting of the Jewish people,
W. T. Mallison Jr., professar of
law st George Washington und-
versity, conclodes these claims
are invalid under internatiomal
law.

In a 53-page study, published
today in the George Washington
Law Review, Prof. Mallison as-
gerts that “legalistic chaos and
ensuing human despair” woubd
result from the accepiance of
the contention of the World Zi-
enist organization and the state
of Israel that all Jews are a
part of a distinct nationality
group.

Examines Two lssues

The study by the infernational
law ﬂ'l.lu}:ﬂ'it:f examines two cen-
tral isswes—the juridical valid-
ity under public international

law of the claim to constitute |

iy § O

AMERICAM C M FOR JUDAISM

CiL

ET, NEW YOREK 2 MNEW YORK

September-October, 1964

: : | : wish
the Jewish people as a national | focs om Americans of Jew
entify and the juridical validity | fsith of fundamental legisla-
of the claim to confer member-

ship in the alleged national en-
m:.f Praof. Mallisea finds the two
issues imtertwined, much as po
litical Fiomism and cultural Zi-
onism hg: 'Tf—" by those ad-
o claim.

1'a‘n'r;]":ls;|.|:1§4:|e holds that Zionists
lost their fight lu-'hl'r'e.th!_ﬂi]m
to a Jewish nati in the
forging of the Baklour :Iu:h;l-
Gon in 1917. The declaration
states that “mothing shall be

Lord Balfour was the British
his government to the creation
of a Jewish homeland in Pales-
tine thru the entreaties of
Chaim Weizmapn, a Russian-
born chemist whose imventwons
helped the British effort m
World War 1 and who later be-
came first president of Israel.

Prof. Maliison analyzes the
Adoif Eichmaen trial, which
advanced the Emﬁmh:ea.l“u

“ . ﬂ-.te E".
ﬁ mﬂe holds that Is-
rael had the right to try the
Mazi leader for crimes against
humanity., Howewver, be oon-
cludes that the trial paid “oaly
lip service to the concept of
crimes against humanity”’ be-
caase, h "Ys-l th mﬂ "was
used by Zionists to advance the
Jewish people nationality claim
in international law.’

The article studied the ef-

tion of Israel and the activ-
| ities of Zionisls.

. Finds Contradiction

He noted that all Jews, im-
cluding Americans, are albo-
cated certain “‘rights” in the
state of Israel and that Prof.
Nathan Feinberg of Hebrew
umiversity in Israel, & law ex-
pert, holds that the Jewish

|qugs|;jm was raised in the Bal-

four declaration to the level of
a question imvolving a natioa

s | as a whole, an entity entitled

to @ separate natiomal exist-

%. Mallison finds that the
Feinberg interpretation is con-
tradictory to the safeguard
| clause in the Balfour declara-
tion against interference with
the right and political status
of Jews cutside Israel. The
article states that the comben-
| tion that all Jews have a right
mnn;ﬁn&lh&mehlan_&ls
“inconsistent with the single
nationality status and allegi-
| ance in states of their respec-
| The professar argues that the

| Tiopist-Israeli claims are Dok

| oely imvalid but cannot invel-
untarily be conferred on indi-
viduals because they adbere
to the Jewish faith.
Sees Legalistic Chaos
[ *“The Jewish people’ mem-
bership claim is inwvalid . . .
under the existing criteria of
public imternstional law,” Mal-
lison writes. “In the same way,

(Cont'd. on Next Page)



CALLS JEWISH
H.I Tlﬂ“lm {Conc’d. from First Page)
GLAIM INVALID

‘the Christian people’ | upon it.” On April 20, 1964, the | a |
g m:-ummumm

Prof. Mallison recently

blished an authoritative analysis of the limited

naval blockade of Cuba during the 1962 crisis. He was formerly chief of
the Asian-African bramch of the U, §. Atomic Energy Commission and
bas beld the chair of international law at the U. S. Naval War College.
He is professor of law at the George Washington University. A reprint
of his examination of Zionism is available at Council offices.

The 93-pag

e study was welcomed by Clarence L. Coleman [r., pre:iden.!

of The Council, as “the first definitive legal challenge to Ziowist claims
in international law." This study and the .-'llprri!' 20 declaration by the State
Department are calling increasing attention to Ziomism as a p.u'&.h'c law

ltrm!':-.iem.

Fa®

Gleaned from the
News

+ IN A NEW policy statement the state department
has announced that it does not recognize the Jewish
people as a “concept in international law.” This

supersedes earlier statements that had recognized
“the Jewish people” as a legal entity as the result of
the establishment of Israel as their “national home.™
And so far as United States policy is concerned it
ends the contention of some Israelis that their na-
tion has a right to speak for Jews all over the world.

L — | ™~ —
Ne—— Y™

o

TuE CHrisTIAN CENTURY

Jury 22, 1964

Adventures of I. L. Kenen, “foreign agent’’ — The
Senate Record contains pages of testimony on [. L. Kenen's receipt
of Jewish Agency funds through hidden Zionist “conduits™ (Sen-
ator Fulbright's word). Openly, Kenen is the political lobbyist for
U, 8 Fionism. He told Democratic and Republican platform
hearings that he also represents the “non-Zicnists.” When he
testificd before the Republicans, he said that U. S failure to
support a pro-lsrael proposal in the United Nations was “Kennedy’s
greatest blunder.” To the Democrats, Kenen confided that he
was really a Democrat. At both hearings he viciously attacked The
Council. The Republican Platform Committee was embarrassed by
Kenen's unauthorized attack on The Council. Kenen coordinated
his Democratic platform attack with Rep. Emanuel Celler, a
long-time Fionist spokesman in Congress; Milton Friedman of the
Zionist-controlled Jewish Telegraphic Agency: and John E. Powers,
clerk of a court in Boston who will be honored Nov. | by the
Israel Histadruth at a $100 per plate dinner. The funds will sup-
port Histadruth, the Isracli labor monopoly. Sen. William Bemon,
presiding, complimented The Council's presentation in the face of
() Rep. Celler’s verbatim reading of abusive Zionist material. In-
dividual Democratic and Republican committeemen expressed
approval of The Council's position. Both party platforms are closer
to the broad guidelines suggested by The Council than any cam-
paign documents in recent years. (See press reports below of

The Council's presentations. )

Jewish Group Asks GOP
To Oppose Zionist Stand
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PRECINCT WORKERS ADVISORY

The Council is circulating an “advisory™ for political compaign
workers. It aims fo minimize political oppeals based on the candidate's
or the voter’s religious background, Subjects include Sen. Barry Gold-
water's Jewish ancestry, Rep. William Miller's Catholic offiliation, the
“Jewish bloc wote” myth, and issues in the Middle East which are
falsely related to vaters of the Jewish faith. Council members are urged
to distribute the “advisory” to local pelitical erganizations.

®

BREAK ZIONIST REFUGEE BARRIER — The AC) Philanthrepic Fund has
again come to the aid of Jewish refugees desiring a choice of hovens. The
latest situation arose in ltaly. Refugees were being barred from help by other
Jewish groups becouse their popers were held by the Jewish Agency [the
adminisirative arm of the World Zionist Orgonization). The same “monopoly™
was broken by the Philanthropic Fund in Awsiria several years ago. Henry 5.
Moyer, president of the Fund, is porficipoting in House and Senate hearings
on proposed U. 5. immigration legistation.
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SAYS TIME MAGAZINE: "The Council is right.” Says Dr. §. Margoshes,
leading Ziowist idea-man: "The American Council for [udaism, for a change,
bas said sometbing that is right.” The Associated Press anmd United Press
International reported The Comncil bad protested Rep. William Miller's
description of Sen. Barry Goldwater as "balf-Jewish.” The Council's state-
ment, featured in scores of newspapers, appears below. Rep. Miller replied
that be "was in no way attempling to attach a racial conmotation to Semator
Goldwater's Jewish beritage.”” He was secking to "refute amy charges,
prejudice, or identification with the forces of bigotry on our part,” He added,
"l fully appreciate the totally religions mature of Judaism.”

TALBOT ON THE MIND Lowis Pincus, ireasurer of the Jewish Agnecy,
acknowledges that the U. 5. government's rejection of “the Jewish
people” concept, made in a letter to The Council, is @ concemn fo
Lionists. He told the Labor Zionist convention in Philadelphia, "“Without
going into the legeol issues raised by Mr. Talbott's (sic.) letter to the
American Cowncil for Judaism, for the American Jewish community
there is the question of . . . whether it ithe American Jewish community)
in practice recognires the indivisibility of destiny of the Jewish people
as a whole."



Frost, Macleish in Council book — Litcrary estimates of
the biblical book of Job by Robert Frost and Archibald MacLeish
are featured in “Job: A Case Study” just completed by the
Council’s religious education department. The volume, edited by
Raymond Breakstone, contains the full text of Job, “A Masque
of Reason™ by Frost: the Broadway play, “J. B." by MacLeish;
and a discussion guide by June K. Singer based upon “Job’s En-
counter” by Richard E. Singer. The Council published “Encounter”
last year. The later companion volume is probably the most am-
bitious and dramatic consideration of Job—representing man's
eternal quest for assuwrance that right and good prevail. Both
volumes are available through The Council.

NOW-IT-CAN-BE-TOLD When Jews were being flown “on magic
carpets™ from Arab countries to newly created lIsroel in 1950-51,
Zionist fund-raisers told heart-rending stories of “‘rescue operations™
for “ejected” homeless Jews. The Jerusalem Post, July 21, dramatically
reveals what objective observers knew at the time. The “rescue opera-
tions,”" says the Post, were “the result of intensive Zionist activity inside
Iraq™ to force the guthorities to allow the Jews to emigrate. The govern-
meni Iried to encourage Jews to remain, adds the Post, “but it was
the pressure of the Jews themselves, ond the fact that the borders
were forced open (sometimes with the help of high security officials
who were nol above accepting generous bribes) that finally forced the
hand of the authorities.” The facts come to light now becouse one of
the Zienist "architects of the Iragi immigration” protested publicly in
July that this “particular sphere of Zionist activity” was not men-
tioned in commemorative events.

$10,000,000 FOR JEWISH EDUCATION — Dr. Nabum Gaold-
mans, world Ziowist leader, anmounced last month that §10,000 000 obtaired
fran Grerman reparations would establish a World Conncil of Jewish Educa-
J'mn Dr. Goldmann described the functions of the wew conncil as serving

"existing fﬂ.m:.f.b educalional :;lrgammiwm throwghont the world” and creat-
ing mew ones “whele mone exist.”

WHO WANTS REFORM ALL-DAY SCHOOLS? Sylvon D. Schwaortzman
wams that "o concerted drive is an for the establishment of Reform all-day
schools.” The noted educator says “'there is scant regard . . . for the position
of the great maojority of Reform Jews who are clearly opposed to Reform
all-day schoaols.” He concledes, ""whether most of us want it or not, we shall
soon be committed to the all-day school as o foit accompli,” provided by
the staff of the Union of American Hebrew Congregations. Instead, he says,
“we need to push hard for befter Reform Jewish education within o Reform
context.” He writes in the Journol of the Central Conference of American
Rabbis.

O

Non-Zionist ““Fears' — The Status Law of 1952 legislates
the roles asmgrrud to Fionists outside and inside Israel. Some “non-
Zionists™ are saying today they persuaded the Knesset to remowe
the political implications for U. S. Jews. But the authoritaive
Jewish Agency Digest of Nov. 14, 1952 gives the official account:
“A last minute amendment of the draft was announced by Mr.
Ben-Gurion, who said that the expression, ‘the State of [srael
represents its citizens only’ would be deleted. The clause had been
inserted originally to allay the fears of non-Zionists that they would
be accused of dual allegsaawe if they supported Israel.”

U. 5. AND ISRAEL] JEWS — ONE PROBLEM — When the 26th
World Zienist Comgress opens in December, Lionism's bighest governing
Er&ar_[ will act ow this basic a:swmt!:.ri:;-i.r { says Mrs, Rose L., Ha!lprfn_ ciarrma
of the American Section): “The problem faciwg the [ews of the Diaspora
amd the Jews of lsrael are so closely inter-relared that we cannot try to seek
solutions for the Diaspora [ews withowt considering the problems of Israeli
Jews. Nor can lsrael concern itself with problems of its own Jewry withosnt
an awareness of the problems of Jews elsewbere throughout the world . . .
The Pf-::lﬁ.l'em‘s :.ljf Jeu's .rbfﬂugf:lgu! the world are fﬂj.epar.u'b.l'r_ and e st
approach them on a global basis , . . Every Fiowist leader, and oll Tiomist
gronps showld face the frvwre with o dual erientation: the wew approach
must face in teo directions, the Diaspora and Israel.” This need bas been
recoguized by both Prime Minister Eshkol and the Israelis, as well as by
the leaders of the Zionist movement throughout the world, said Mrs. Halprin.

DR. HART LECTURES The S5an Francisco Chapter's 10-leciure series on

comparative religion begins Oct. 13, featwring Dr. Henry H. Hart.

DR. PRINZ" '""GREATEST TRAGEDY™ Mrs. Golda Meir, Isroel's foreign
minister, was chiding U. 5. Jews for not immigrating. Dr. Joachim Prinz,
president of the American Jewish Congress, replied: “I fully agree with
criticism regarding American Jewry. It is the greatest tragedy in my life
that | did mot come to Israel linstead of to the United States).”

Christian Confronts Zionism — “Christianity was founded
upon a radical departure from the whole of Jewish nationalist
ideology to which it can newer be reconciled,” writes Alan R,

@. Taylor in our current fssues. Fionists “have confronted the Church
with this ancient theological question™ in secking Christian support
for Zionism, Taylor avers. Thus the Church is “forced” to “recon-
sider its theology with regard to the Jews in general and the
Zionist movement in particular.” This historian concludes that
Christianity rejected “the way of Jewish national glory.” [Issuwes
also analyzes Zionist defensive reactions to the State Department’s
rejection April 20 of “the Jewish people concepl.” An intimate
biography of Rabbi Joseph Krauwskopf and other provocative
articles are included.



August 26, 1964

Dr. Maurlee Jacobs
1010 Arch Street
Philadelphia, Pa.

Doar Maurlce:

I hope you've been enjoying a restful and pleasant
sumner, |'ve just returned to the offlce and am
settling down to the mountaln of mall which awalted
me. It seems we mlssad each other agaln, for |
learned you had dmld by the offlce when you were
In New York last « | hope to see you on your

next visit.

Enclosed sre the §alley proofs of the article |
wrote for the es well as my check for
$16,00 to cover costs 00 reprints to be sent
to me.

With warmest personal regards and best wished for
a fulfliling New Year, | am

$incerely yours,

Rabbl Jay Kaufman
JK/e)jm
ancl.
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CENTRAL CDNFERENCE MERICAN EABEIS

Joseph Klein, Editor
280 May 5t., Worcester 2, Mass.

R/Jy/::*;/

cYosed are the galley proofs of your article which
wil appear in the next issue of the CCAR JOURNAL or the
issue following. Your manuscript is also enclosed. Please
check the galley proofa for errors in printing and return
both the galleys and manuscript to me immediately.

Try not to alter the text unless absclutely necessaryl
The printing cost of making corrections is rather nigh.

You may order reprints of your article by returning
the card enclosed to the printer =

Maurice Jacobs
1010 Arch Street
Philadelphia 7, FPa.

Reprints will not be made unless you order a minimum
of 50 coples. The cost of reprints is 15¢ per copy for
articles of 8 pages or less, or 18¢ per copy for 9 to 16
pege articles., There is also an additional charge of $1.00 -
for mailing and handling, In ordering reprints please send
your remittance with your order to Mr. Jacobs, If you order =2
50 reprints the total remittance should be $8,50; for 100
reprints it should be %$16,00,

““{3

?
§e

Cordially,
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e \i

anc. ey -
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Depariment Editors: Beryl D. Cohon, Emil L Fockenheim, Ephralm Fiichell, lsadore Freed, Arthur Gilbest,
Roberf L. Kotz, Felix A, Levy, Albert M. Lewis, Alexander M. Schindler.

=

_PAN 5/(/ Wa"’

~y

Edltarial Board: Besmard J. Bamberger, (Ex-afficlel, Irwin M. Blonk, Willlam G. Brouds, Beryl D, Cohon,
Emil L. Fockenheim, Hillel A. Fine, Abrabam J. Klousner, Ely E. Pilchik; Sidney L. Regner, (Ex-official,
Yictor E. Reicherf, Somuel M. Silver, Maurice L. Zigmond.
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S CeTH#3)>
DAY SCHOOLS: NOT WHETHER BUT HOW?
A‘f -Jﬁ;( &/&afﬂ“ml

| wish, with admitted lack of patience, lwe could cease spending time and
energy on debates over whether theralshuuld be Reform Jewish D'ar fchonls!and devote
ourselves to the more difficult problem of their feasibility. To my mj_pnd the
Reform Jewish jfav /S/chnul issue is no longer moot. The existence of such institutions
for intms\iva Reform Jewish education is critical and perhaps even Qcﬁsp:n.v;lﬁ;%kn ‘;_-'(j'
our strength and growth in the United States. Better that we might wra;tn_;Tth how
we are going to create tha.advanced curricula and education materials, the high level
faculties and finances required for Reform Jewish Day Schools.

To give in to such impatience now, however, is to defeat the goal. The
debate over Reform _Jfay B’chuola ;has Just commenced, explanations and assurances must be
set forth, the ugly ad hominem arguments and invalid straw men swept aside.

This debate, fortunately, is gathering momentum. It is gaining proponents
and opponents and from the introspection that intense debate compels will come the
realization that our present day Reform education, in spite of too many self=righteous
assurances, perpetuates grave Iinadequacies. As a result, both our present day educa=-
tional instruments will be greatly improved and ﬁay Schools will appear one day on the
Reform landscape.

The whole subject presently floats in a cauldron of boiling emotion making
it almost impossible to approach its essence. Can we cool off the aroused passions
which have engulfed it, candidly confront the charges and counter=charges, set them
aside, and finally consider the manner in which we can have l:w Schools added to the
present educational construct of the Reform Movement?

Let us begin with the two most frequently voiced charges in the flood of
mail and comment which has flowed into the UAHC as a consequence of the pre~Biennial

= as does this article =
New York Times interview, which expressed my personal views/and that of a col'league,

Kobb Alexander . Sehindfer, Zﬁ cs are
since the UAHC has-no-official position on.Day Schools, that he Reform Jewish

/ﬂ'ay,échml will "undermine the public school' and that it will "ghettoize" our children.

Will it? T‘It HAJ'FC rn{.d’uu?’fﬁff’y', 1435 ﬂn/ﬁrif.ﬁ'lh # ¥ u'f-ff 5:’-(9#{5 awvad /F ch
S ‘{m{lé'r' -"HJJ l-f':':-:;:flfﬂfcu-] enr pw'n View's )“if‘n-t #AH 'f{lit_ lf ﬂ-{‘ Hnlah,



Anyone living in the Boston or New York areas knows that thousands nf'yuungst&rs
from Reform Jewish homes in these areas alone, more than could be enrolled in Rgfnrm,d;y
ﬁkhﬂnls even if a reasonable number could be estabiishad.in this generation, attend
private and not public schools. Who suggests that they pose a threat to the public
schools? Where are the anguished cries from those who oppose Raform,ﬂ@v ﬁ%huols con=
cerning the removal from the public school system of thesefg?llﬁ;esaa!thy and successful,
of gifted youngsters whose parents seek a more demanding course of study for young
intellects left unchqﬂlenged and but partially exercised by the public school class?
There are none. The private school is an accepted institution and is legally provided
for by every state constitution. It is a condoned and even vital aspect of the demo-
cratic society. It has not undermined the public school but instead serves to enhance
the intellectual achievement of our country.

Harold Dodd, former president of Princeton, speaking of the essential role of
non=public schools, stated, 'When it’iﬁ no longer possible for a man to find a school
for his boy except within a universal state system, it will be too late to worry about
freedom." Private schools help avert the dangers of an ‘intellectual totalitarianism
which no democratic society can afford.

In its statement on "The State and the Non=Public Schools,'" the United States
0ffice of Education explains, 'In providing for their government, the people of the
United States have recognized by consitutional provision that there are certain private
ventures that should be encouraged. Non=public schools have long been recognized as
one such venture, especially when these schools are not conducted for profit."

The private school does, however, constltute a serious challenge to the
Jewishness of the child who attends. Suffering the inevitable sense of Isolation flow=
ing from small=minority status, offered no opportunity to observe and enhance his Judaism,
the Jewish child at most private schools, unless there is a counterbalancing by a strong
and positive home, will come to see his Jewishness a felt burden relieved by no perceptible
benefits.

Add to this the assumption underlying the icy report of the New England head-



masters to the rabbis who approached them requesting that Jewish students be provided
with religious services and instruction. The thrust of the reply was that the head-
masters regarded the presence of Jewish children in their schools as a providential
oppertunity to fulfill their Christian mission and that their catalogues clearly stated
that theirs were Christian schools. The implication was obvious.

One might inquire, therefore, of those who voice no opposition to Jewish
attendance in sectarian private schools but do so if they are to be enrolled in Reform
Jewish ﬁhy_ﬂEhonls, whether their prlﬁary gancern is over i the welfare of the public
school?

Those of us who advocate the Hufnrm,ﬂéy ;Ehuul are avid proponents of a
flourishing public school and would permit nothing to diminish this precious democra=-
tizing institution. The American Jewish child, with some exceptions, will attend the
public school and we would not have it otherwise. Frenzied or repeated at:»::u.isai:i‘;‘?-mﬂlsj
that we seek to '"'undermine the public school' simply do not make it so.

Not only the accusations but the fear itself is invalid. |If the wast Catholic
parochial school network and the sizeable, exclusive private school system hiave not under-
mined the American public school whicﬂjhnwuvan lamentable its shortcomings ana ovei=-
crawdinq,is improving admirably in quality at all levels, how can one in truth harbor
fiears that a Reform Pay School system will have a significant or negative effect?

Precious though the public school is and will always be there have been changes
in attitudes toward it. During the immigrant years the public school was the vehicle
which prop¢lled the young Jew from the irritating traits of ''der greener' into the
ambient of the indistinguishable American. In addition, the public school helped the
immigrant Jewish child appease his intense craving for knowledge.

Today the third generation youngster needs no further Americanization. How=
ever, the drive toward maximum education continues and many find this inadequately met
by the neighborhood public school. So there is some movement on the part of the Jewish
population and the American middle-class in general out of the public school into high-
standard private schools. It will not decrease. Why not have Reformfﬂ%v thanls among

those to which our people send their children ) schools which will rell back creeping



assimilation, produce a youth educated in Torah, faithful to Judaism and true to the
ideals of American Democracy,

Perhaps the fear generated within nurfﬂnvament over the possibility of Reform
jﬁy ﬁﬁhnuls is stimulated by the posture of the Catholic parochial school which challenges
the State's right to control education. The Cathelic Church stipulates that education
hemngsft:ﬂ::;?cnurch. Jewish Pay _ﬁnhnols*/Wdunded in opposition to
public education. They do not alter or modify the curriculum of the public school.

They merely augment the total course of study with additional hours and subjects.

While the concern over inflicting harm upon the public schools is invalid, that
over ''ghettoization" does seem to me to be legitimate. None of us wants to isolate our
children. We do not want them reared in an artificial hot-house environment which
leaves them unprepared for the real world where Jews are not in the majority and not
universally esteemed. Does the Jewish Day School '"ghettoize?"

When we examine the applicable examples before us, not the Yiddish speaking
Ieshlvﬂ% or Egth?aahov schools for girls, but the typical, modern Jewish ﬂw ,S‘Ehools
which abound in our metropolitan centers, do we find that their pupils are ghettoized?
| say they are not. Others may conclude they are. If there are those who will
contend after observation and not just assumption that the students in thasaaﬁhvffchonls
demonstrate the effects of '"ghettoization" then we have a warranted difference of
opinion.

My own extensive observation and that of careful students of the subject has
failed to disclose any difference in the Americanization or sophistication of the

children who attend Jewish ﬁé? Schools and the children in their own neighborhoods who

attend the public schools the ﬁa$ Sﬁhnol children would be attending.

How can it be otherwise? Their parents are the same, both are mostly American
born. A 1957 survey showed there was just barely over a 10% difference in proportion
of native born parents between our own one-day-a-week schools and those of thaup%y
#hhﬂniﬁ and that proportion has diminished in the intervening years. The children

play together after school and week-endsy watch the same television, go to the same



movies, read the same comic books, belong to the same boy scout troops, attend the same
summer camps and are absorbed in the same fads and hero-worship. The only difference |
have found is that the}ﬁﬁy SLhnuI students have an infinidtely profounder knowledge of
Judaism, care much more and demonstrate a greater seriousness in their approach to their
studies both Jewish and general.

Recently an opponent of the ﬁav School cited a study which allegedly demonstrated
that even with twenty hours a week of Jewish studies the commitment and adult follow=through
of the graduate left much to be desired. ' This was advanced as a reason for not having
Day __Schonls in the Reform Movement. If the study is accurate it demonstrates only that
even so intensive a Jewish educational experience as the Pay School may be impotent
against the strong contrary tide of America's commercialized and pragmatic values = a
conclusion | personally believe to be invalid.

But if the Day SEhonl is not fulfilling our goals how will our two to five
hour per week Reform schooling succeed? Of course the approach of Reform education to
conditioning the child is different and our goals allow for a unique pattern of education.

3'0h YD PT ;.:J"
But we still know that| lo am ha=aretz sid. We do assume a relationship between
Jewish knowledge and Jewish commitment. We believe that one extends and feeds on the
other. Both are indispensible. How then can we make a principle of minimal standards
and hours of Jewish education? The 9th grade graduate of a Jeulsh,ﬁayJﬁEhnoi has a far
better working knowledge of Jewish history, customs, l1lturgy, langauge and the classical
literature than the adults of any of our congregations. |Is this a situation we wish to
perpetuate?

As a consequence, many of us feel there is a need to provide Rafurm,ﬂ%v_sihonls
as an additional faciljty within the Hefarnliﬁvament which will enable the bright child
to gain a more intensified Jewish education and to extend his mental capacities even if
it means he will be separated from his neighborhood chums for forty of his one hundred
waking hours. Others may feel that this withdrawal is undesirable, that it does
"ighettoize," and prefer that the child gain the best Jewish education possible in our

rel igious schools and UAHC camping program, both of which can and will be improved. There



will, therefore, be different approaches to the preparation of the child for meamingful
Jewish adulthood.

Which of the two approaches will a parent select for his child? Will a congre-
gation or group of congregations together provide for both or find that their resources
or the wishes of their congregants limit them to the one approach? This is the heart
of the issue confronting us who cmﬁrrn ourselves with a strengthened Reform Movement.

It would be well if we could focus on it and the legitimate differences which it offers
rather than seeckigg to have the Day School outlawed from Reform Judaism, declaring it to
be amonstrous creation, un-American, and those who advocate it as lacking integrity,

consciously dissembling or intending
. to advance their view against the

-—
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opposition of an alleged majority.
There are additional charges, emanating from both sides, which we do well to

discharge from the agenda:

i} The Reform ﬁ%v Shhnol is not a substitute for improving our present educa-

tional facililies.

No one ever suggested it was,. It is a debator's technique to exaggerate an
opponent's position to the point of absurdity. We ought in honor to eschew such tactics
when matters as critical as the future educational pattern of uurrﬂhvament urqﬁt stake,

1 know of no one wh:hwould even consider having ﬁaylﬁchnois replace our religfous schools
and UAHC camps norfwozld permit the staff and re&n;rces of the Reform Movement to be
placed at the disposal of a Day School program to the neglect or diminution of our other
educational activities.

By way of reassurance, it should be recalled that the same fears were expressed
when the UAHC embarked on its camping program. There was concern then that much that was
ongoing and essential would be abandoned in preference to the dramatic and new. We were
warned that funds and energies could not be found to support both. Today the camping
program has seven additional UAHC staff members and represents a two and a half million

dollar capital outlay and an annual expenditure of $600,000, not one penny of which was

available or within sight when we commenced! Our religious school program has grown



in intensity during the interim in spite of or because of the camping program. Those
who would reject a Day School program because they fear that the Hafnrmﬂﬂévemﬂnt lacks
the growth capacity to include both do not share the confidence many of us hold in our
_V:wmert ‘s unlimited potential.

g) Reform Judaism is incompatible with a hools.

It is difficult to imagine that anyone takes seriously the charge that an
effort on the part of Reform's ewn congregations and institutions to create a more
intense pattern of Reform Jewish education is incompatible with the philosophy of the
Reform }(:vmnt.

The 1961 Biennial resolution which opposed Federal Aid to private religious
schools, also stated, "Our opposition to such government grants, loans and other forms
of fiscal aid to parochial schools does not imply any lack of regard or respect for
religiously=sponsored institutions of education. We respect the right of any religious
denomination to establish and administer its own educational institutions. We applaud
their contribution to the cultural and spiritual diversity of our nation....."

Does Reform deny to itself what it applauds in other religlous groups?

Whether it be Reform prep schools with dormitories for out=of=town students
which some of us advocate as a first step or Reform ﬁéy ﬁEhnals on the elementary through
junior high level utilizing lovely modern synagogue classrooms which stand empty all day,
the children would be experiencing an educational process whose purpose is to make them
more devout Reform Jews. The goals of the school would be to guide those with an incli=
nation into the Reform rabbinate or religious school pedagogy or one of the other of the
Reform synagoque's professions, vocations in hhichf?::ks are desperately low. Or the%\\
school would move the youngster avocationally to a knowledgeable Jewish leaderghip in
all areas of the Reform congregational endeavor, a necessity which the Chicago Biennial
stressed with such poignancy as Indlspensfble to decision making in the synagogue.

Our scholars in rabbinies, able to reshape our rich tradition into the Reform
Idh%; have all gained their skills outside of Reform Judaism. Qur present prﬁgaratnry

Fi:‘f'i

system and seminary have not, to my knowledge, been able to produce a single boki b'
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or expert in Responsa. The Reform l{ay ﬁfchml would make it possible. Shall we be
content forever to '"import' from other branches of Judaism all of our talmﬁd_a!waihf;gnin?

Are the Day Schools incompatible with Reform or indispensible to an increasingly
strengthened Reform /‘ovment?

Another justification for incompatibility suggdsts that Reform Jews involved
in fund.raising efforts in behalf of a }fav ,!::hml would forsake their advocacy of the
principle of separation of church and state and would pursue government funds. The
vast majority of Jews presently involved in Jewish ,I'ay School financing have not swerved
from this principled position; only a tiny handful have, and | do not believe that Reform
Jews with their profound commitment to separation would sacrifice their integrity on the
altar of a ﬁy School mortgage.

Still another of the incompatibility arguments is that _B’E!y School children are
deprived of their equality. This is a totally fallacious assumption, for their attendance
at either public school or day school is a matter of parental choice, can be reversed at
any time, and has no parallel to the de facto restrictions and segregation compulsorily

placed on children of color in this country.

3) Some Zionist spokeSmen and publications champion day schools and also

o-fﬂs ﬁﬁw wiile
advocate aliya and sh'lilut ha=golah and federal aid to sectarian schools, therefore

those who advocate day schools are traitors to Reform and dupes of the Zionists.

If | had not seen it in print | would not believe mature Jews in positions of
responsibility even capable of such statements.

Ig} The ﬁ‘ay fchmls will remove the problem of minimalism in Reform Judaism.

They won't. This is one of the hyperboles of the advocates of the ﬂay School .
They seriously err. Many thought the camps would. They haven't., But the camps are
helping. NFTY first and the camps subsequentlv{uught us that higher standards in one
part of the Movement have a salutary effect on ever widening circles. We sense an
improvement in the climate which is attributable to the influence of the camps on the

youngsters and their cm%a”or!, on our local youth groups and through an increasing

number of adult retreats (and the new national camp at Warwick, New York will add to this
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number enormously) on parents and teachers as well.

The ﬁay,échml will help but offersno panacea. Our efforts to influence the
home and school, the local youth group and the youngsters on the college campus, areas
suffering woefully in most cases from the acceptance of low standards or debilitating
indifferemce will have to be greatly intensified, techniques improved, personnel vivified,
even if one day we have a functioning network of Eﬁy EEhnaTs.

2} The opponents of Day ﬁﬁhﬂﬂls are the proponents of minimal Jewish education.
r i

it isn't toue. Some, of course, are,but among the serious opponents are those
who guestion our ability to create schools which would meet the high standards all
agree are their justification. The cost of private education is high and the parents
of ﬁﬁy }Ehnﬂl pupils are called upon to make painf¥l financial sacrifices which in many
cases still do not suffice. Of course, if Jewish welfare funds now supporting institutions
which serve many non=Jews would produce meaningful assistance to the:ﬁay thuols in their
communities, the economic problem would be greatly mitigated. Some have begun to do so.

In addition to the problem of finances, those who question the ﬁayrjhhnol's
feasibility inquire, legitimately, as to whether adequately equipped faculties for both
the Jewish and general studies could be recruited. Further, are there enough parents
who would be willing to have their children part of the educational experimentation which
would be inevitable in the early years?

Would the general studies program stress basic Jewish values, its geography
and history programs highlight aspects of Jewish interest as did the famed school of
Samson Raphael Hirsch or would the public schecol curriculum and texts be used unchanged
as is the case with the ﬁ@y Schools of the country today? Can we create a curriculum,

a class-room atmosphere, texts and advanced materials, where none exist at present, for
advanced Reform Jewish studies on an elementary or high school level?

These are the questions that should be occupying us. Can we establish Reform
ﬁay ﬁ;hnols whose educational purpose is not to teach how to earn one's bread but how to make
every mouthful sweeter! We of the Reform Movement have furthered and enriched the Jew's
response to the American environment. Can we formulate an educational process through

which the young Jew will not be troubled over being expected to act on what others seem
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to regard as inportaut#werein he will himself discover the grounds for believing what
he is asked to believe]

Can we create schools wherein Hebrew will not be merely the vehicle for pro-
nouncing correctly the words of the liturgy but a means for antering the heart of
Judaism so that the young Jew comes to know and adore its truasuras?

Recently Dr. Joseph J. Schwab, Professor of Education at the University of
Chfcagn. wrote of the religiously oriented school, _ﬁd ; a man is to defend his values
' égainst tha'pursuailvg alternatives he will encounter and make wise choices when
conditions ct;a;n;e, .his values must be smmething more than authoratative fiats. He must
understand why -ﬂttﬂfsiﬁalled bad are thought to be so, what reasons and experiences
lie back of the afifirmation of good.....With such teaching, the young student begins to
understand the uncertainty, limitations and diversity which characterize knowledge, and
begins to be at ease with uncertainties...(and to) cope with the changing conditions to
which we will apply his knowledge. This means...that adequate learning and knowledge
consist, not of being able to repeat what is learned but of the ability to use it, apply
it, modify it...Thus the student is invited to be active in problem solving, to deviate
from set methods, devise variations, to wrestle with Instances of the practical dimitations
of knowledge."

It is my conviction that such a mind=saturating Jewish education is more likely

day,
in a,ﬁaygﬁhhnul than in our one,or two or even three daysa week religious school. To

M
achieve such a goal for a number of Reform Jews,are not the risks and sacrifices all
worthwhile?
| believe from the Rﬂfurm,ﬂav School will come forth leaders who vocationally
or avocationally will guide nurJ’Bvem&nt not by instinct and honest groping but from
knowledge and clearly etched aspiration.
These are the expectations of those of us who advncate,ﬂay Schools for our

Reform Movement. To succeed the effort will be enormous, the oppostion sizeable. But

the rewards are those of life itself. Do we really have a choice?

< Rabii T Jay-RauFman



June 3, 1964

Mr. Harry J. Blumenthal, President
Temple Sinal

6227 St. Charles Avenue

New Orleans 18, Loulsiana

Dear Mr. Blumenthal:

Thank you for your letter concerning the Day Schools. | would be grateful to you
for sending the full text of your resolution so that we wmay share with others
interested In this matter the thinking of your congregational leadership. Thus
far, contrary to your expectation, we have received only one other congregational
ru?lutln-. There have been letters from Individuals but scant congregational
action.

The matter of Day Schools Is yet a subject of discussion and we are grateful that
many volces and many opinions are commencing to be heard. Unless there is Biennial
action on the subject, the UAHC would, of course, take no action whatsoever on the
establ Ishment of Day Schools under UAHC auspices.

In case your resolution does mot clarify one point you raise in your letter, |

would be grateful If you would provide us with elucidation so that it can be passed
along to the Commission on Jewish Education. The point to which | refer has been
raised. You state that you would mot object If a congregation or group of congre=
gations undertook independent of the UAHC to establ Ish a Day School. Since our
congregations are sutonomous, the UANC would not be Involved until such time as

they might turn to our Department of Education for counsel. Since our congregat ions
consult with the Department for all manner of education guldance, It Is conceivable
that the congregations establishing a Day School might turn to the Department. Does
your resolution suggest that the UANC should not or could not respond until such time
as a Blennlal resolution provided the mandate or does your resolution suggest re=
striction of UAHC established and conducted Day Schools?

| am grateful to you for communicating with me on this matter for It seems that
interest In the subject rises continually with both points of view liberally rep=
resented,

With kindest greetings, | am

Cordlally yours,

MNE/ejm Maurice N. Elsendrath
cc: Rabbl Jullan B. Felbelman
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Miss Edith J. Hiller
UAHC

838 FPifth Ave.

Hew Yorlk 21, M. ¥,

Deapr Miss lMiller:

Please pardon this belated acknowledgement of your
letter of June 30 in which you ask me to 1lnsert
Rabbi Schindler's name on Page 1 of Rabbl leaufman's
article, I will take care of this matter.

Cordially yours,

_.-'r:_ - '-{I. ../I.. ;.I : :_- -{ a
Rabbi 4561}@12151!1

JK S



June 30: Ig&h

Rabbi Joseph Kleln
CCAR Journal

280 May Street
Worcester, Mass.

Dear Rabbl Klein:

In re=reading the article on Reform Jewish Day
Schools by Rabbl Kaufman, | noted that In the
final paragrpah on page | | neglected to note
the name of his colleague Involved In the New
York Times interview, Therefore, It would be
most appreciated If you would Insert the name
u:’ Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler in the proper
P u.l

With best wishes for a pleasant summer, | am

Cordlally yours,

Edith J. Miller
Sec'y. to Rabbi Kaufman
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EDITORIAL OFFICE)
280 MAY 8T.. WORCESTER 2, MASS,
Rasni Joszrd KLDin, EDITOR

Rabbi Jay Kaufman
UAHC

838 Fifth Ave.

New York 21, . Y,

Dear Jay:

Thanks wery much for your article on the gquestion
of Reform Day Schools, It is beautifully written
and as thorough a atatement of your positlion as

I could possibly imagine, I shall do my besat to
have it published in a prominent place in the

Uctober 1issue.

It was good to see you in Atlantic City end I
appreciate the opportunlity I had to chat with
you.

With every good wish from house to house,

Sincerely,




June 23, l9'5‘l

Rabbl Joseph Klein
Temple Emanuel

280 May Street
Worcester, Massachusetts

Dear Joe:

I'm sorry the article Is so tardy, but In truth

| am so happy It finally got written. It answers
many of the comments that came to us over the

past months and In that way covers much of Sylvan's
contention. | was surprised at hls anger, his high
emotionalism, his posing of arguments | would never
belleve of him. We'll attribute It to haste. |
Just don't see him as that kind of a person. How=
ever, | do hope that my article will be given as
prominent a place In the Journal as was the nega-
tive reaction to the question of Reform Day Schools.

With warmest regards, | am

Sinceraly yours,

Rabbl Jay Kaufman
JK/ejm
encl.
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‘DAY SCHOOLS: NOT WHETHER BUT HOW?

| wish, with admitted lack of patience, we could cease spending time and
energy on d-l:_-tu over whether there should be Reform Jewish Day Schools and devote
ourseives to the more difficult problem of thelr feasibllity. To my ml nd the
Reform Jewish Day School Issue Is no longer moot. The exlstence ef such Institutions
for Intul*ln Reform Jewlish education Is critical and perhaps even Indispensible to
our strength and growth In the United States. Better that we might wrestle with how
we are going to create the advanced curricula and education materlals, the high level
faculties and finences required for Reform Jewlsh Day Schools.

To give In to such Impatience now, however, Is to defeat the goal. The
debate over Reform Day Schools has Just commenced, explanations and assurances must be
set forth, the ugly ad hominem arguments and Invalld straw men swept aslde.

This debate, fortunately, |s gathering momentum. It Is gaining proponents
and opponents and from the Introspection that Intense debate compels will come the
realizatlon that our present day Reform education, In splte of too many selferighteous
assurances, perpetuates grave Inadequacies. As a result, both our present day educa=
tional Instruments will be greatly Improved and Day Schools will appear one day on the
Reform landscape.

The whole subject presently floats In a cauldron of bolling emotion making
it ailmost Impossible to approach #ts essence. Can we cool off the aroused passions
which have engulfed It, candidly confront the charges and counter=charges, set them
aslde, and Finally consider the manner In which we can have Day Schools added to the
present educational construct of the Reform Movement?

Let us begin with the two mosé frequently volced charges In the flood of
mall and comment which has flowed Into the UAHC as a consequence of the pn—ll.-nnl-l
New York Times interview, which expressed my personsl views/and thet of o colleague
since the UAHC has no officlal position on Day Schools, namely, that the Reform Jewish
Day School will “undermine the public school' and that It will "ghettoize" our children.
Witl I1e?
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Anyone living In the Boston or New York areas knows that thousands of youngsters
from Reform Jewish homes in these areas alone, more than could be enrolled In Reform Day
Schools even 1§ a reasonable number could be established in this generation, attend
private and not public schools. Who suggests that they pose a threat to the public
schools? Where are the angulshed crles from those who oppose Reform Day Schools con-
cerning the removal from the public school System of these bf tlu wealthy and successful,
of glfted youngstefs whose parents seck 2 more demanding course of study for young
Intel lects left unchn]llongad and .but partially exercised by the publlc school class?
There are none. The private school Is an accepted Institution and Is legally provided
for by every state constitetion. It Is a cobdoned and even vital aspect of the demo-
eratic soclety. It has not undermined the public school but Instead serves to enhance
the Intellectual achievement of our country.

Hagold Dodd, former president of Princeton, speaking of the essential role of
non=publ ic schools, stated, '"When It Is no longer possible for a man to find a school
for his boy except within a unlversal state system, It will 'Iu toe late to worry about
freedom." Private schools help avert the dangers of an Intellectual totallitarianism
which no democratic soclety can afford.

In Its statement on ""The State and the Non=Publlec Schools," the United States
0ffice of Education explains, "iIn providing for thelr government, the people of the
Unlted States have recognized by consltutional provision that there are certaln private
ventures that should be gencouraged. Nom=publlc schools have long been recognized as
one such venture, especlally when these schools are not gonducted for profit.”

The private school does, however, constlitute a serious challenge to the
Jewlshness of the child who attends. Suffering the inevitable sense of isolation flow=
ing from smal l=minority status, offered no opportunity to observe and enhance his Judaism,
the Jewish child at most private schools, unless there Is a counterbalancing by a strong
and positive home, will come to see his Jewishness a felt burden rellieded by no perceptible
benefits.

Add to this the assumption underlying the ley report of the New England head=
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masters to the rabbls who approached them requesting that Jewlsh students be provlded
with rellglous services and Instruction. The thuust of the reply was that the head-
masters regarded the presence of Jewlsh children In thelr schools as a providentlal
opportunity to fulflI11 thelr Christian misslon and that thelr catalogues ¢learly stated
that thelrs were Christlan schools. The Implication was obvlous.

One might Inquire, therafore, of those who velce no opposition to Jewlsh
attendance In sectarlan private schools but do so If they wre to be enrolled In Reform
Jewlsh Day Schools, whether mfl::;;il;;wi:h the welfare of the public
school?

Those of us who advocate the Reform Day School are avid proponents of a
flourishing publlc school and would permit nothing to diminish this preclous democra-
tizing Institution. The Amerlcan Jewlsh chlld, with some exceptions, will attend the
public school and we would not have It otherwise. Frenzled or repeated accusatlons
that we seek to "undermine the public school" simply do not make It so.

Not only the accusations but the fear Itself Is Invalid. If the vast Cathollc
parochlal school network and the sizeable, exclusive private school system have not under=
mined the American publlc school which however lementable Its shortcomings and over=
crowding Is Improving admlrably In quallity at all levels, how can one In truth harbor
§ears that a Reform Dag School system will have a signlflcant or megative effect?

Preclous though the publlic school Is and will always be thera have been changes
In attitudes toward It. ODuring the Immlgrant years the public schoo! was the vehicle
which proplled the young Jew from the Irrltating tralts of “der greener" Into the
ambient of the IndIstingulshable American. In additlon, the publlc school helped the
immigrant Jewlsh child appease his Intease craving for knowledge.

Today the third ganeration youngster needs no further Americanlzatlon. How=
ever, the drive toward maximum educatlon continues and many flnd thls Inadequately met
by the néighborhood public school. So there Is some movement on the part of the Jewish
population and the American middle=class In gemeral out of the public school Into high=
standard private schools. It wil) not decrease. Why not have Reform Day Schools among
those to which our people send thelr mum\;? _Schools which will roll back creeping



assimilation, produce a vauth_wcduelt-d In Torah, falthful to Judaism and true to the
Ideals of Amerlcan Dmcrur.r

Perhaps the fear generated within our Movement over the possibility of Reform
Day Schools Is stimulated by the posture of the Cathollc parochlal school which chal lenges
the !ut:'ll_rlght to control educatlion. mﬁ“ﬂh‘ﬁ“ st lpulates that education
belongs Church,; Jewish Bay Schools ) were not founded In opposition to
publlc education. They do not alter or modify the currlculum of the publlec school.

They marely augment the total course of study with additional hours and subjects.

While the concern over Infllcting harm upon the publlc schools Is Invalld, that
over "'ghattolzatlon" does seem to me to be legitimate. MNone of us wants to Isolate our
children. We do not want them reared In an arti€lcial hot-house environment which
lsaves them unprepared for the real world where Jews are not In the majority and not
universally esteemed. Does the Jewlish Day School "ghettolze?"

When we examine the applicable examples before us, not the Yiddish speaking
yeshivos or Bes-Yaakov schools for glrls, but the typlcal, modern Jewish Day Schools
which abound In our metropolltan centers, do we find thet thelr pupils are ghettolzed?

)} say they are not. Others may conclude they are. If there are those who will
contend after observation and mot Just assumptlon that the studemts In these Day Schools
demonstrate the effects of "ghettolzatlon" then we have a warranted difference of
opinlon.

My own extensive observation and that of careful students of the subject has
falled to disclose any difference In the Americanization or sophlstication of the
children who attend Jewlsh Day Schools and the chlldren In thelr own nelghborhoods who
attend the public schools the Day School children would be attending.

How can It be otherwise? Thelr parents are the same, both are mostly American
borb. A 1957 survey showed there was Just baraly over a V0% difference In propostion
of mative born parents between our own one-day-a-week schools and those of the Day
Schools and that proportion has diminished In the Intervening years. The children
play together after school and mm} watch the same televisien, go to the same
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movies, read the same comic books, belong to the same boy scout troops, attend the same
summer camps and are absorbed In the same fads and herowworship. The only difference |
have found Is that the Day School students have an Infinldtely profounder knowledge of
Judalsm, care much more and demonstrate 2 greater serlousness In thelr approach to their
studles both Jawlsh and genesral.

Recently an opponent of the Day Schoo! clted a study which allegedly degponstrated
that even with twenty hours a week of Jewish studles the commltment and adult follow=through
of the §raduate left much to be deslred. This was advanced as a reason for not having
Day Schools In the Reform Movement. If the study Is accurate It demonstrates only that
even so Intensive o Jewish educatlonal experfence as the Day School may be Impotent
agalnst the strong contrary tlide of America®s commerclallzed and prggmetic values - 2
concluslon | parsonally belleve to be Invalid.

But [f the Day School is net Fulfilling our goals how will our two to flve
hour per week Reform schoaling succeed? Of course the approach of Reform education to
conditionlng the chlld Is different and our goals allow for 2 unique pattern of education.
But we stil] know that lo om hasaretz chasige We do assume a relatlonship between
Jewlsh knowledge and Jewish commitment. We believe that one extends and feeds on the
other. Both are indispensible. How then can we meke a principle of minimal standards
and hours of Jewlsh educatlon? The Sth grade graduate of a Jewlsh Day School has a far
better working knobledge of Jewish héstory, customs, 1iturgy, lengauge and the classical
literature than the adults of any of our congregations. Is this a sltuation we wish to
perpetuate?

As a consequence, many of us fesl there Is a need to provide Reform Day Schools
as an additlonal flﬂ"llt’f within the Reform Movement which will snable the bright child
to gain ammore Intensifled Jewlsh education and to extend his mental capacities even If
It means he will be separated from his nelghborhood chums for forty of his one hundred
waking hours. Others may §eel that thls withdrewal [s undesirable, that It does
“ghettolze,”" and prefer that the child galn the best Jewlsh education possible In our
rellglous schools amd UANC camping program, both of which can and will be Improved. There



will, therefore, be different approaches to the preparation of the child for memaingful
Jewish adulthood.

Which of the two approaches wlll a parent select for his child? Will a congre=
gatlon or group of congregatlons together provide for both or find that thelr resources
or the wishes of thelr congregants |Imit them to the one approach? This Is the heart
of the Issue confronting us whe conern ourselwed with a strengbhened Reform Movement.
it would be well If we could focus on It and the legitimate differences which It offers
rather than seeking to have the Day School outlawed from Reform Judalsm, declaring It to
be lh:nitruul gcreatlon, un=-American, and those who ldrocltu It as lacking Integrity, with-
& :nﬂlﬁlﬁlll{jﬂlﬂiﬂ dlluﬁ“ﬂﬁ with the Intw ‘advance thelr view agalnst the
opposition of an alleged majority.

There are additlonal charges, emanating from both slides, which we do well to
discharge from the agenda:

I/ The Reform Day School [s not & substitute for Improving our present educa=

ional facilities

No one ever suggested It was. It Is a debator's technique to exaggerate an
opponent's position to the polnt of absurdity. We ought in honor to eschew such tactics
when matters as critival as the future educational pattern of our Movement B at stake.
| know of no one who would even consider having Day Schools replace our rellglous schools
and UAHC camps M&I# permit the staff and resources of the Reform Movement to be
placed at the disposal of a Day School program to the neglect or diminution of our other
educatlonal actlvities.

By way of reassusence, It should be recalled that the same fears were expressed
when the UAHC embarked on Its campling program. There was concern then that much that was
ongoling and essentlal would be abandoned In preference to the @ramatic and new. We were
warned thet funds and energies could mot be found to support both. Today the cepp§ng and
program has seven addlitlonal UAHC staff members and represents 2 two and a half mililon
dollar capital outlay and an annual expenditure of $600,000, not one pesny of which was
avallable or within slght when we commenced! Our rellglous school program has grown
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in Intensity during the Interim in spite of or because of the camping program. Those
who would reject a Day School program because they fear that the Reform Movement lacks
the growth capacity to Include both do not share the confldence many of us hold In our
Movemart 's unlimited potential.
2/ Reform Judaism s Incospstible with Day Schools.
It 1s difficult to imegine that anyone takes serlously the charge that an
effort on the part of Reform's ewn congregations and Instlitutions to create a more
Intense pattern of Reform Jewlsh education Is éncompatible with the philosophy of the
Reform Hovement. -
podrae o of-p oss ok~

ﬁ‘ﬁ- 1861 Biennial resolutlon desling-with Federal Aid to private religlous
schools I wes-stated, "Our opposition to such government grants, loans and other forms
of fiscal ald to parochlal schools does not Imply any lack of regard or respect for
rel Iglously-sponsored Institutions of educetion. We respect the right of any religlous
denomination to establish and administer Its own educatlonal institutions. We applaud
their contribution to the cultural and spliritual diversity of our nation....."

Does Reform deny to Itself what it applauds In other religious groups?

Whether It be Reform prep schools with dormitories for out-of=town students
which some of us advocate as a flrst step or Reform Day Schools on the elementary through
Junlor high level utllizing lovely modern synagogue classrooms which stand empty all day,
the children would be experiencing an educational process whose purpose s to make them
more devout Reform Jews. The goals of the school would be to gulde those with an inclie
nation Into the Reform rabbinate or rellglous scheol pedagogy or one of the other of the
Reform synagogue's profasslons, vocations in nhl:h,-r:; are depperately low. Or the
school would move the youngster avocationally to a knowledgeable Jewish leaderdhip in
@ll areas of the Reform comgregaddonal endeavor, a necessity which the Chicago Biennial
stressed with such polgnancy as indispensible to decislon making in the synagogue.

OQur schélars I_n rabbinics, able to reshape our rich thadition Into t_Iu Reform
!dlulllhl" all galned thelr skills outside of Reform Judaism. Our present preparatory
system and seminary have not, to my knowledge, been able to produce a single bokj b'shass



or expert In Responsa. The Reform Day School would make It possible. Shall we be
content forever to '"import" from other branchies of Judalsm all of our talmuday chachmmim?

Are the Day Schools Incompatible with Raform or Indispensible to an Increasingly
strengthened Reform Movement?

Another Justificatlon for Incompatibllity sugjésts that Reform Jews Invelved
In fund ralsing efforts In behalf of a Bay 8chool would forsake thelr advocacy of the
princlple of separation of church and state and would pursue govermment funds, The
vast majority of Jews presently Involved In Jewlsh Bay School flnancing have not swerved
from this principled position, only & tiny handful Inuj and ! do not belleve that Reform
Jews with their profound commlitment to separation would sacrifice thelr Integhity on the
altar of a Bay Scheol! mortgage.

$till another of the Incompatibility arguments Is that Day School children are
deprived of thelr equallty. This is a totally falleclous assumption, for thelr attendance
et oigher public séhool or dey school Is & matter pé parental cholce, can be reversed st
any time, and has no parallel to the de facto restrictions and segregation compulsorily

placed on children of color In this country.

If 1 had st seen It in print | would not belleve mature Jews In positions of

responsibllity eves capable of such statements.

4/ Ivi day Schools will remove the problem of minimalism In Reform Juds!sm.

They won't. This Is one of the hyperboles of the advocates of the Day School.
Thay l-rloul,;y err. Many thought the camps would. . They haven't. But the camps are
helping. -im Flrst and the camps subsequently Faught us that higher standards In one
part ﬂfﬁh Movement have a salutary effect on ever widening clircles. H- sense an
'WM In the climate which 1s attributable to the Influence of the camps on the

_Mnm and thelr cousellors, on our local youth groups and through o incressing
numbel ¢ of adult retreats (and the new netional camp at Warwick, Mew Yorik will add to this
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numbar enormously) pn parents end teachers as I_wﬂl.

The Day School¥ will help but cfflq‘ﬁo panacea. Our efforts to Influence the
home and school, the local youth group and the youngsters on the college campus, areas
suffering woefully In most “cases from the acceptance of low standards or deblilitating
Indifference will have to be greatly Intensifled, techniques Improved, persomnel vivifled,
even 1§ one day we have @ functloning network of Day Schools.

It Isa't towe. Some, of course, are but among the serlous opponents zre those
who guestlon our abllity to create schools which would mest the high standards of all
agree are their Justification. The cost of private educatlon Is high 2nd the parents
of Day Schoo! puplls are called upon to meke painfdl flnanclal sacri§lces which In many
cases still do not sufflce. OF course, If Jewlsh welfare funds now supporting Institutions
which serve many nonsJews would produce meaningful asslistance to the Day Schools In their
communities, the economic problem would be greatly mitigated. Some have begun to do so.

in additlion to the problem of finances, those who question the Day School's
feasibility inquire, leglitimately, as to whether adequately equipped facultles for both
the Jewish and genera! studies could be recrufted. Further, are there €nough parents
who would be willing to have thelr children part of the educatlonal ml-ﬁtlitlan which
would be Inevitable In the early yoars?

Sould the general studles program stress basic Jewlsh values, Its geography
and history programs highlight aspects of Jewish Interest as did the famed _:chnlpl of
Samson Raphael Hirsch or would the public school currlculum and texts be used unchenged
as |s the case with the Day Schools of the country today? Can we =rut-'s curriculum,

& class-room atmosphers, texts and advanced materfals, where none exist at prii".,g:i, for
sdvanced Reform Jewish studles on an elementary or high school level?

These are the questions that should be occupylng us. Can we establish Neform
Day Schools whose educational purpose Is not to teach how to earn one's bread but how te make
\  every mouthful mtu;[: We of the Reform Movement have furthered and enriched the Jew's
response to the American environmsnt.  Can we formulate an educat lonal process thnuii
which the young Jew will not htroubl.uox-mu expected to act on what others sisem
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to regard as Inportanst vhersin he will hinself discover the grounds for belleving shat
he Is asked to balleve.

Can we ereate schools wherein Hebrew will not be merely the vehlcle for pro-
nouncing correctly the words of the 1iturgy but a means for setering the heart of
Judaism so that the young Jeaw comes to know and adore its treasures.

 Recently Dr. Joseph J. Schwab, Professor of Education at the Unlversity of
Chicago, wrote of the religlously orlented school, "Bée If @ man is to defend his values
against the pursussdve alternatives he will encounter and make wise cholces when
conditions change, his values must be smmething more than authoratative flats. He must
understand why matters called bad are thought to be so, what reasons and experlences
Ile back of the al@firmation of good.....With such teaching, the young student begins to
understand the uncertainty, limitations and diversity which cheracterize knowledge, qnd
begins to be at ease with uncerteinties...(and to) cope with the changlng conditions to
which we will apply his knowledge. This means...that adequate learning and knowledge
consist, not of being able to repeat what Is learned but of the abillity to use It, apply
it, modify It...Thus the student is invited to be active In problem solving, to deviate
from set methods, devise variations, to wrestle with Instances of the practical dhimitations
of knowledge."

It Is my conviction that such a mindesaturating Jewlsh education Is more likely
In a Day School than In our one or two or even three day a week rellgious school. To
achleve such a goal for a number of Reform .I-n,-:r- not the risks end sacrifices all
worthwhile?

| belleve from the Reform Day School will come forth leaders who vocationally
or avocationally will gulde our Hovement not by Instinct and honest groping but from
knowledge and clearly etched aspiration.

These are the sxpectations of those of us who advocate Day Schools for our
Reform Movement. To succeed the effort will be enormous, the oppostion sl:-bi-- But
the rewards are those of life Itself. Do we really have a choice?

Rabbl Jay Reufman

¢ M R a T
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May 19, 196k

Ure. Howard L. Oreenberger

New York University School of Law
dashington Scuare

few York 31, dew Tork

Dear Ur. Greenberger:

I have read with care the memorandum which Ur. Cahn and
yourself prepsred regerding the proposal to establish a
Heform Farochial School. 1 sgree with you that we ss Jews and
as ‘mericans should support the publie sechool system in the
United States. 1 believe, as did John Uewey, that the publie
schocls serve as the laboratory for demceratic living. 1 alse
sgree that it is hard for those who have s heavy investment in
parogchisl scheols to overcome the economic pressure which
would lead them naturally to oppose the strengthening of tLhe
publie echools.

However, if we are to live in a scelety which is committed to
cultural pluralism and religious pluralism, then it seems to me
that there must be freedom for any group to sstablish 2 houme
of worship, or a school, or s college which they feel is parti-
cularly committed to the goals which they hold desr. It is this
balance bL:otween particulsriss and universalisa which has a2lways
been essential to the Jewish way of life. This problem is con-
fronted in a most recent article and discuseioen in Judaism
ﬁlm entitled "Conservative Trends in Aserican Jewish Life."

eve strongly thst we can maintein bmsic American institutions,
such as the public schools, and yet at the same time suppoert in-
dividual efforts such as a ‘sfcrm Jewish Jay School or “reparatory
fehecl. I sense in your ecommunication a defensiveness ss to our
position in Americs as Jews. I sense also s minimalist attitude
toward Jewish education. I firmly believe that the csuses which



pr. Howard L. Gpreenberger
New York University School of Law ¥ay 19, 1954

we both hold dear namely the public school system, Jewish sducation,
snd the relationship between Jews and non-jews in America will net
in any way be auncermined by the establishment of a pilot project

in felle-tims Jewish education.

I read carefully Ur. Sylvan Schwartzasn's article in the most
recent CCAR Journal. 1 agree with bim thet our wain effort should
be to strengthen the present progrem of religious education within
the Neform movement. ZIo this end I have devoted my life #s a
igbbi. Within sy own Congregation, om the Coamimsion on Jewish
iducation, snd in my studies for my doctoraste in education in
recent years. However, we need not limit our efforts to the
present scope of feform Jewish education, but in a new era with
new problems, we must, as the late President Kemnedy urged, look
to the new frontier.

1 would arge you, sir, and your associstes to allow those
within the “eform Jewish movement who wish to experiment and who
¥ish to try new ways to deepen the study of the Torah, to be glven
st least the opportunity to experiment. To stand still is to die,
but to move forwsrd is to live. Let those of us who care have the
opportunity, through trial and error, to evolve new methods and
new hopes for a stronger and more vitsl America and » more learned
and devout Jewry.

Yineerely,

Upe Dovid S, Hachen,
fabbl



May 28, 1964

Dr. Harry Orlinsky
HUC=-J IR

40 wWest 6Bth Street
MNew York, N.Y. 10023

Dear Harry:

Enclosed Is 2 copy of my article on the day
school Issue. | would be grateful for any
comments or suggestions you might wish to
make.

With warmest regards, | am

Sincerely yours,

Rabbi Jay Waufman

JK/ejm
emc!.

A



Memo

From the desk of
RABBI ALEXANDER M. SCHINDLER
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May 25, 1964,

Editor, CCAR Journal:

All too =ften the published word of the leaders and
teschers of our movement sounds as though Reform Judaism were
a revealed orthodoxy of minimalism opposing an ald orthodoxy
-¢f maximalism, I am sure that Rabbi Sylvan D, Sehwartzman does
ot subecribe to such an interpretation, yet he contributes to
it by his eloguent plea against the nthrusting” of all-day schools
upon a pratesting Reform constituency. Reform Judaism and the

all-day schaol are incompatitle; he tells us, citing a statemenc,

i

tsince remgved,” by the Commission on Jewish Education. Yet he
admits tha:, acocording to a subsequent resolution offered by the
Commission, it would be willing to cfferx its assistance to such
an "incompatible? school. Which revelation do we heed?
Schwartzman states that "the improvement of Reform Jéwisk
" educatisn does not require all-day schocls.” Granted, The im-
rovement sf a Polio patient does not reguire that he be abie to
walk. He centeénds that "eur movement is in a position to develep
a better program for Reform education.” The reference, I presume,
i< +o Sunday morning and perhaps, weekday afterncon instruction.
No one will deny that it 5hau1d“nn; could be teitter than it is.
But surely, Rabbi Schwartzmin will nct claim that two ox four hoo

or relisitus instiuction per week can provide better Jewish adit-



plicn than twelve hours or more,

In defense of hls position and in argument against the day
sthool propasel; Schwartzman adduces "some of olr »dvesent's @ost
Besic principles.~the inslstence on equality far Jews, absolute
separation of church and state, the missien of Israel %¢ all man-
sindy; snd support of “‘he public school asza vital force for deme-

Y It can be rightly assumed that the adhsrents of Reform
Judsiem contirue to subsgeribe tc these principles, Thay are not
at stake, What i{s at stake i35 whether they categorically denfj An
heretofurs ;nte:ﬁrvtrd, the legitimacy of sn intencive religious
education prograw through the establishment of all-Jesish schaols,
If Cathclics and Epliscepallans and other Protestants can conduct
their own scheals withou! prejudice to thelr civic stanaing, it
seens that Jews wisld net deny or Jjeopardize thelr claims to
egganlity hy establishing similar schools., The separatisn of church
and siate is corfletely irreleavant here Tecause we ale spesicing of
p;;'dﬁe schools, and neither Catholic or Grthodax lesders who would
arcept federal ald; not Nabum Goldsann, whe 1; not ore of ﬁq;.ﬁi?a:‘
spucesmen, CAN &t A precedant for us, As for Jesrsel's ni:nttﬁﬁ,
sne ~ould hardly. expect any success 1In 1t withgut 3 sdistantial
mwatar of Jews sha have more than a superficial scguaintance with
“Jewish generalities, And as for the public hf?;ﬂl:’-:.,- i+ i definitely
to the point that any Reform lll-dayiachaui efraxze will affect eonly
A zineTivy of sur children. Thus 1t will have né Debring on tyg

eftorts uf American Jews on behalt of improved pubiic education, .



To discuss every peint Rabbi Schwartzman makes would require
an arti_le, There are just two more I must deal with here, One
is his devastating argument: "How can anyone be s0 sure?" Progress
in any area, as Rabbi Schwartzman must know, comes only where
pecple are willing to try something new. For the Reform movement
the all-day schoel is something new, and the shnrécn:ingt of
Orthodox schools ergue no more against it than do the shortcomings
of Orthodox Sunday schools against our standard education system.
And finally, is the Jewish Agency, or for that matter, are the
Amgrican Associstiop for Jewish Education and the Jewish Education
Committes of New York such disreputable Institutlons ihatr their
agreement automatically dnvalidates an idea for Refcrm Jews? Oz,
on ‘the other hand, have we severed cur relaticns with K'lall
yiszael so thas urly iseas with an original Reform label are
acceptatle te us?

We cannot justify maximum Jewish education on the basis orf
Reform fundamentalism, it is true. Let us recognize that ours is
a fcrward-looking philosophy of Judaism whose concern should be
less with the pronouncements of yesterday than with the needs of
today, and less with maintaining the patterns of the past than
with the dyhamic creaticen of the Jewish future,

Rakbi M, Arthur Dles

Tenple Beth El
. Berkeley, California



May 26, 1964

Rabbi David 8. Hachen
Temple Shalom

163 East Street
NHorwalk, Comnecticut

Dear David:

I read youwr superb letter to Dr. Howard Greenberger and am
80 grateful to you for having shared it with me. It raised
my spirit. BSince the interview between Alex and myself
appeared in the New York Times, we have received a storm of
mail, much of it abusive and megative. Occasiomally a letter
with a positive note has come to our desk. Rarely has one
appeared as well considered and as poignant in its reasoning
as yours. Many thanks to you.

With warmest regards, I am

Sincerely yours,

Rabbi Jay Kaufman

JK/rh



May 20, 1964

Wr. Earl Morse

DCA Food Industrles, Inc.
k5 west 36th Street

New York, New York 10018

Dear Earl:

Thank you for sharing with me your excellent "off=
the=cuff'' letter to Professor Greenberger. | have
made a few very minor deletlons and correctlons
which are noted on the enclosed copy.

With warmest regards, | am

Sincerely yours,

Rabbl Jay Kaufman
Ji/e]m
-H:'l-



Hay 19, 1964

Miss Dolores Berziga
Secretary to Mr. Earl Morse
DCA Food Industries, Inc.
k5 West 36th Street

MNew York, New York 10018

Dear Miss Berzliga:

Thank you for your letter of May 15th In regard to
the draft letter from Mr. Morse to Professor Howard

Greenberger of N.Y.U.

Rabbl Kaufman has been out of town and upon his
return became Involved In the UAHC Board meeting.
Wr. Morse's letter Is on his desk and he will, of
course, comment on same at the sarllest possible
mOMmant «

With appreciation for your considerstion, | am
Sincerely yours,

Edith J. Miller
Sec'y. to Rabbl Kaufmen




DCA FOOD INDUSTRIES 1Nnc
45 WEST 367 STREET @A)  NEV YORK.N.Y.10018

OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE VICE FRESIDENT

May 15, 1964

Rabbi Jay Kaufman

Union of American Hebrew Congregations
638 Fifcth Avenue

New York, N.Y. 10021

Dear Rabbi Kaufman:

During Mr. Morse's absence from the office, I am
following up on certain correspondence and find that
on April 20th we sent you an "off the cuff®™ draft

of a letter to Professor Howard L. Greenberger of NYU,

Mr. Morse requested that you edit and comment on the
letter.

We would appreciate your reply - thank you,
Very truly yours,

—fbg e Q)erz«%c&

Dolores Berziga
Secretary to Mr. Earl Morse

DB
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QFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE VICE PRESIDENT

April 20, 1964

Rablii Jay Kaufman

Unfion of American Hebrew Congregations
838 Fifth Avenue

New York, N.,Y., 10021

Dear Rabbi Kaufman:

I am sending you an "off-the-cuff" draft which
I would appreciate your editing and commenting on.

Best regards,

Sin ly,

Earl Morse
EM: DB
Ene.
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OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE VICE PRESIDENT

April 20, 1964

Professor Howard L. Greenberger
New York University

School of Law

Washington Square

New York, N.Y. 10003

Dear Professor Greenberger:

I am writing in response to your letter of March llth
enclosing a "Memorandum Re Proposal of Rabbis Jay Kaufman
and Alexander Schindler Favoring Establishment of Reform
Jewish Day Schools" as well as a copy of a letter from
Rabbi Kaufman to Dr. Cahn dated December 17th.

I appreciate the opportunity to express my views on this
sub ject because of a long interest which I have had in
both public and private education.

As Vice President of the Jewish Education Committee, I

have been familiar, over the years, with the developments

of the All-Day School particularly within the Orthodox wing
of Judaism. In that connection I know you will be interested
in knowing that about 25% of all Jewish children receiving
Jewish education in New York receive it in one of the
Orthodox All Day 3Schools.

As a Vice President of the American Jewish Committee and
for some years past, Chairman of its Committee on Jewish
Communal Affairs, I have participated in studies and
discussions on this general question from essentially a
secular point of view in which many of the questions raised
in your memo were the subject of discussion. From the
point of view of Reform Judaism, I bring a long association
with the Commission of Jewish Education to the eval uation
of this problem.

From a personal point of view, too, I think it might be of
interest for you to know that [ have three sons, all of whom
graduated from private boarding schools. One of them

graduated from the Choate S5chool which has, as you may know,
an Episcopal priest as its Headmaster and has obligatory

chapel service.



DCA FOOD INDUSTRIES 1wc.

Lty -
[

“However, I|lhad == discussionSwith Rabbi Kaufman on the general
sub ject of private Reform Jewish education and the advisability
of concentrating all efforts in this area on the establishment
of a Boarding Scheool like Choate in its scheolastic and
religious orientation, substituting in its place the principles
of Reform Judaism, T difficulties of accomplishing such a
project are enormousfin itself and/I believe the possibility
of any widespread Reform Jewish l=Day &School so remote and
hypothetical that I naFnut accepft the seriousness of achieving
such a proposal, if mnde:)

On the other hand, I see no reason why a private boarding
school which would afford an intense Jewish education as well
as a general education of the higher type, should not be
made available to our Reform Jewish community, if it is
possible to establish such a school.s I believe there is a
place for the private school in our society and I assume
that you are not advocating the elimination of schools such
as Choate, Exeter and Andover. The diversity of education
and the different goals of education make desirable in a
pluralistic society, specialized types of schools to meet
the needs and interests of children and their families

that cannot be met in the public schools.

{iThe extraariizary cost of such education has made competition
with the publde education completely hypothetical._J

The great problem within the American Jewish community is
far less the question of integration than the question of
Jewish identification and the survival of the Jewish group.

The long histor the Jewish people from the first dispersion
in the year 586'yias been one in which huge segments of the
Jewish groups have assimilated and disappeared from Jewis
life, particularly when the general culture permitted it,
When one considers the fact that over 10% of the pépulation
of the Roman Empire in the First Century A.D. was Jewish
and that there was a huge Jewish community in Alexandria
which mysteriously disappeared, one sees that the central
problem of Jewish life is its survival and continuity.

Of course, one wante the Jewish community to become integrated
into the larger American community and that is a relatively
simple and successful ongoing process in which public educatighn
has ifits important role.

#iﬂlﬂé P, Cgagn}@@thdlzﬁjiﬁﬁt hﬁiﬁJ@d& E::ff
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The grave problem in Reform Judaism is to develop within

its own ranks enough young people to provide the Rabbinicall
with tleedw» scholarly Reform lay leadership which is so
necessary for continued leadership within Reform Judaism,

As you are aware, so many of the great Rabbinical leaders

in the Reform group in the past, i.e, Rabbis Freehof and
Silver, have come into BReform Judaism with an ideological
conviction but whose Jewish identification was made

secure through an earlier Orthodox Eastern European influence.
This kind of movement into Jewish leadership has lost its
source and Reform Judaism, within its own community,

must develop a quality of Jewish learning without which
Beform Judaism can no longer supply its leaders.

Unfortunately, it is not possible through the once-a-week
school or~“through the mid-aftérnoon program to start
spon _enough in developimg a knowledge of Hebrew, Jewish
history and Judaism generally, to provide a reservoir
for yJewishly-educated young men who are so desperately
na&led for future|leadership.

. %u}%pw
In the kind of project for a Jewish Secondary School
which would haﬂa Elaggthuﬁiastic support, L know you will
find that the arﬁﬁmenta raised by you re the Jewish
All-Day Schools, have little, if anmy, relevancer
I trust the material contained in this letter will be of
interest to you.

Sincerely,

Earl Morse
EM: DB



February 17, 1964

Rabbl Joseph Kiein

Temple Emanuel
280 May Street

Worcester, Massachusetts
Dear Joe:

I've Just recelved Sylvan Schwartzmen's article
and even before reading it wanted to drop you
this hasty note to tell you the a you
recommended are satisfac and | will be writing
mmlcluumumblnummm
It In your hands for publicatlon whenever your
publication schedule permits.

With warmest regards, | am
Sincerely yours,

Rabb | Kaufman
JK/ejm w
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Rebbi Jay faufman
Vice-I'rasident, UAHC
838 Fifth Ave.

New ‘ork 21, . Y.

Dear Jay:

i am delighted to have your letter of January 30 in
whieh you agree to write an article for the CCAR
Journal stating your views on Reform day schools,

I have an article on this subject f rom Sylvan
Schwartzman who takes & position that is quite
contrary to your own. Sylvan, however, requested
that hls article go in by itsell rather than be
mrt of a symposium with the understanding, of
course, that there would be rejoinder in a subse-
quent issue of the Journal

I am not sure that I can do this because I never know
how much space will be available in the Journal, but

the plan meets with your approvel, 4 will try to
zet Sylvan's article into the Aprill lssue with the
understending that your rejolnder will appear in the
June issue.

In his article, Sylvan makes mention of the state-
ment you and Alex Schindler made to the New York
Times at the tlme of the Bi-ennial Conventiones

Thanks very much for your willingness to contribute
to the Journal,

With warm and cordial greetings,
Sincerely,

™y

TKses Rabbi Joseph Klein



January 30, 1964

Rabbl Joseph Kleln
Temple Emanuel

May & Chandler Streets
Worcester, Mass. 01602

Dear Joe:

Thank you for your letter of January 16th and your
invitation to write an article on Reform day schools.
| will be delighted to submit my views on the toplc.

I'm also grateful for the choice you allow me and
since the February 15th dead)line Is out of the ques-
tion at this time, | shall prepare my artédle for
the June editlon of the CCAR Journal and submit it
before April Ist.

With warmest regards, | am

Sincerely yours,

Rabbl Jay Kaufman
Jk/ejm
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RABBI JOSEPH HKLEIN BBl LEIVY SMOLAR

Rabbi Jay Kaufman, Vice President
UAHC ,

838 Pifth Ave,

New York 21, N. ¥,

Dear Jay:

I am writing to invite you to contkibute an article
to the CCANl Journal on the subject of all-day schools
in the Reform Movement, At the time of Bi-ennlsl,
you and Alex Schindler were guoted in the New York
Times as being in favor of thls type of program. To
my knowledge, the subject has never been sired in the
Journal except in connsction with &n editorisl I
wrote some izsuvefback in whieh I peinted out that
although the general position of the Reform Movement
has been one of opposition to the all=day school, new
voices are being raised within Reform advocating such
schools within our Movement.

Sylvan Schwartzman has juat sent me an article in
which he takes a position of opposition to both the
statements you and Alex made and my Editorial Comments,

It would be & real pleasure to publish ancther ar=-
ticle by you especially on a subject that is becoming
of inecreasing interest within ocur Movement. Let me
sugrest that the article be about 2500 words in lesngth.
If we consider it for publication in the April issue,
the deedline for this would have to be no later than
February 15. This, of course, might put you under
great pressure in which case, perhaps, the best time
for publication would be the June issue. The dead=-
line for the June issue 1s April 1.

With every kind personal wish,

Sincerely,

":..,-r‘,___...-"'

Rabbil Joseph Klein

L |
=
e
e}
m
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The Union of American Hebrew Congregartions

838 FIFTH AVENUE, NEW YORK 21,"N. Y.

April 8, 1964

AIRMAIL

A ————

Dr. Edmond Cahn
School of Law

New York University
Washington Square
New York 3, N. Y.

Dear Dr. Cahn:

I have not responded soond
21, 1964, enclosing a mp.? '

in these daye of very )
give nme thies long.dgla

P2 p8es and, as is inevitably
:l.ts:l.m are debated in UAHC
and change my mind., I may not.
t to think net, but I have seen
Al by unfolded facts, s0 I will not
D e :.hilitr as beyond reason.

: naid that, I wish to indicate that I do
say_mdans accept all of the contentlons which you
advance, Alm. I find mysell wishing your memorandum had
been more temperate, for to my mind it would then have
been more in keeping with the realitiés of the situation.

loat of all, I am quite disturbed by your statement
that "our millennial history shows that, again and again,
the reasonable and uncommitted mass of the Jewish people
have been dragged into conflict and eventual disaster by
the passionate action of a few fanatics." . I do not know
to what episodes in Jewlsh history you refer, tmm 1
have searched my memory for instances.




Dr. Edmond Cahn «2- April 8, 1964

I do not know if you are inferring that Rabbls
Kaufman and Schindler are such fanatics or are potentially
capable of "relentlanl{ embroiling our whole people in
their acts of vioclence. I would suspect that you do not,
but it would seem so from your paper. Since you say you
have been sending your paper to others (and I do not know
exactly what is meant by "relatively few" copies) you may
be unwittingly and unwillingly doing these two fine rabbis
a grave injustice.

I inquired and learned that nelther Rabbi Kaufman nor
Rabbi Schindler received a copy of your memorandum, Perhaps
we should know to whom you and Professor Greenberger sent
it so that someone might have an opportunity to point out
that any charge of religious fanaticism against these
rabbis is unjust and unfortunate. UAHC debates often be-
come exceedingly passionate and sometimes we find it dirfi-
cult to keep them within the bounds of intense but con-
tained debate. But we do make every effort to do so and
I would hope that we can do 80 in this instance as well.

Since in your letter you sald you had recelived most
encouraging statements of unequivocal agreement from
rabbis such as Rabbl Solomon Freehof, I am taklng the
liberty of sending a copy of this letter to Rabbl Freehof
whom I know and love. I would cordially invite comments
to you and to me from Rabbl Freehof, not on the merits of
Reform Jewish Day Schools, about which I have already ex-
pressed my personal views, but on the serlous question
which I have raised in this letter regarding the charges
of fanaticlsm--charges to which I simply cannot belleve

Rabbi Freehof would subscribe.
“ ;
W

Irvin Fane

With kindest regards, I am

IF: mmh
ce: Rabbi Solomon B, Freehof
bee: Rabbi Maurice N, Eisendrath

Rabbl Jay Kaufman ———
Rabbl Alexander M. Schindler



April 13, 1964

Or. Bernard Lander
Yeshiva Unliversity
186gh St. & Amsterdam Ave.
New York, New York

Dear Bernle:

The article to which | referred Is In the Spring, 1961 .
In it, Josha Fishman conslders the effect of the day- s In
"Childhood Indoctrination for Minority Group Membership' and
finds that the dayeschool can mot point to any signs of "success~
ful bleulturistic retentionism." There are no significant dif-
ferences, he contends, between adults who have had and those who
have not had day school educations. He cltes the few studles
avallable to prove his point or, more accurately, deduces thls
point from the review of the studles.

You seem to feel the opposite Is true. If you view Is based
only on personal observation, then It Is high time some studles
be undertaken or, If already concluded, then uncovered, which
will substantlate your concluslon. | need such data and would
be grateful If you could gulde me to It.

With warmest regards, | am

Sincerely yours,

Rabbl Jay Kaufman
JK/ejm
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From__ Rabhl Joy Keufman

To — He. YevinFane

Copy for information of

Subject

MEMORANDUM

Date_

beec: Rabbis Eisendrath- Schindler - Herman

| find It difficuit to draft suggestions for -m tu:l:hli ltlt'—t h;nm-
w content tons. w

I-mtmllyhf-w-fm.l-lﬁb{mu. it moy well be that
as the discussion progresses and, as is Inevitab

tions are debated In UANC clircles, | learn more and change my mind. | may
nots | am inclined at the moment to think not, but | have seen my views changed
by the unfolded facts so | will not hold such a possibility as beyond reason.

But. having sald that, | wish to Indicate that | do not acecept the following
lons which you advance:

1/ | do not bal leve the privete school, be It rellglous or secular, pushes the
Ils who attend "into a rellglous and cultural to." There are Innumerable
contacts in the child's life and In adult 1ife. | do not see the children
who attend private schools or Cathollc parochlial schools so completely ghettolzed
as to make tham less American during thelr childhood or in their adult 1ife.
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Rabbl Jay Kaufwan

From

Nr. brvin Fane

To

Copy for information of

PAGE <2«

Suhject

m. m

rmm.

2 uvo

muamq uu

m&mmm

u_n.Mh"u__ i3 2

_n“m

m

Itl-..

uﬂ

mwm.

lmﬂ
{

uuuuuu



Hemorandus Re Proposal of Rabbis Daufman and
Alsxander Bochindler Favoring Estab t of
Reform Jewish "Day Schools” -

At the 1063 UDAEC National Comvention, Rabbis
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its desire for intimate "cooperation” between
and the federal government, Economic interest

A comparable shift has been under WAy amOng pro=

£ ;-';,;-.-mmmcmuun Jews. During recent years
1~ the change has assumed drastic ions, In some in-

ulmmm nn,a:l,'-__ _mnllﬂltl-h
the American Committees, the American
; and the national institutions of Reform

% -4- : action that created a contrary power-interest \
7 and dollar-interest would undermine these dsfenses, Obviocusly
Rabbis Daufman and Schindler are not advancing their proposal

- .with such a purpose,

Byt the proposal's effect is ummistakable,
& very few years, the Reform support for the wall of

| saparation would become as uncertain as that of other sects

who have already sacrificed principle to "practicality.”

XS 3R L1108 T the constitutional
of church and te that ought to enlist all Americans,

%m-ﬂmmﬁumnuu

Tications Ic 5 - separation
: it is
t that Jews meed it mest. In the first place, Jews are
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the tmuu who relentlessly embroiled
people in their acts of violence.
Nor is

m-m:utmo:lth-wtthtum
to forget. Not many years ago, just when the civilized

horrified by Hitler's burning Jewish books, a fana-
of Orthodox rabbis ceremoniously banned and burned
Ilplm'lmmm. Only a few weeks

_.J-f.lﬁ.r .
:ﬁ""‘m *'.u
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L. H. GRUNEBAUM
11 BRAYTON ROAD
SCARSDALE, M. Y.

December 28, 1963

Dear Hebbl Kaufmani
This 1s to let you know
that I recelved vour detailed letter of the

26th, I have sent a copy to Manheim Shapiro,
If our Board of Trustees desires any additional

information, I will zet in touch with you.

Wishing you a good 1964 I remeln,

sincerely yours,

Q%u, s,

T e pacti, T sote T b o
ks (A~ L



December 26, 1963

Scarsdolae, New York

i1 Brayton Road
Doar Wr.

Wr. L. K.

eleher within lts
Is, or within

'/ The YANC Is not contempleti

tretning

Rabbl Schindler's statement which was quoted scsurately In the Times

articla makes thet clear.
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or of the New York Times.
views that were his.

Sincerely yours,
Rabbl Jay Kewfmoan

background of Informat!
rilhhmumlﬂlt f'!l:“
Rzbbl Richard Sgernberger

With kindest greetings, ) om

cc: Rabbi Lawrence W. Schwariz

dK/ejm
ancl .

bec: Rabbis Eisendrath, Schindler,

Bricknor & MHerman
Mr. Vorspan




February 27, 1964

Wr. Samuel Keufman
Ol iver Bullding
Pltesburgh, Pennsylvania

Dear Wr. Kaufman:

| am grateful for your carefully conslidered
day schools for the Reform Movement. Your
will strike @ responsive chord among many.

and help in the exploration of the sub)
creased attention and must have a full

Comnission on Rellglous Education will

the next two year period and will probably repert its f
noxt Blennial. Therefore stetements such as yours are helpful to all
who are concerned with the Issue.

in one of the forthcaming editions of ﬂ-%m,_. This will be
of Interest to you for It will provide you with & more extensive ex-
ploration of the thinking of one who Is avid in his pursuit of a more
intensive education for the youth of our Reform Movement and who be=
ileves that the day schuol Is one such channel t should be explored.
| am cartain thet Rabbl Freshof will be happy to shara the article with
you when it Is published in the spring.

| want to share one thought of my own with you les mi sunderscand=
ing galn currency and cast a less tham clear light on the discussion.

| have heard stacements which intimste, though none such appears In
your letter, that the UANC might proceed or thet Rabbl Keufmen or Rebbi
Schindler might press forward In the direction of supporting Reform dey
schools. Such is not the case.

Ve are in a typlcal BANC exploration of a critical isswve. In
the give take of such an exploration, with the walfare of the Reform
Movaement as the basic considerstion, there are varying points of view.
On most Issues wo find ourselves, as Reform Jews, Iu7—t. On some
vital Issues we ilur-. and a :H-:tu-:: and highly 11luminating
natlonsl debate usually follows. In instances, comgregational
loaders as well as officers and Boord members and the staff of the UANC
of fer frequently divergent points of view and we welcome them.

£



Mr. Samuel Keufman
February 27, 1964
Page ~2-

While we chatish unity, wo know better In so broad and diverse a
Movement 28 ocurs than to expect unanimity.

Eventually the Issues come before the Blemnial and after intense
debate, @ dJecision Is reached by the vast assemblage of delegates.
Once a nolicy is thus establ ished, we of the UANC administration are
bound by that pollicy and adhere to It.

Over the years every one of us deeply Involved in the national affairs
ﬂ"”ﬂlﬂ:ﬂ“hﬂl“ﬂ“ﬂlll“'mm. The
phrase thet hes : current In reference to our varled advocacles is
I'H

i
:
2
f

Wr. and meny others are now writing and
thinking end stating your point view even as Rebbl Raufman and Rabbi
Schindler and many others will thelr point of view. Once the Issue Is

oined all of us will procesd In accordance with the Biennlal's decision.
t Is for this reason that the UANC BDiennial is so serious and respected
@ forum and attracts so large a number of our key and concerned congre-
gational leaders.

Perhaps this statement |s gratuitous but | am eager to set st ease the
fears of some mot aware of the UANC's traditional approach to and res-
olutlon of differences of opinion within our ranks on policles and
procedures deeply affecting the course of our UANC.

| am grateful to you for writing to me as you have. Please continve
to do so when you feel desply on an Issue for your counsel Is respected
ond much spprecliated.

With kindest greetings, | am
Sincerely yours,

Maurice M. Elsendrath

MNE/e]m

ce: Dr. Edmond Cahn
Wr. Howard
br. Solomon B.

bcc: Mr. Irvin Fane

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler
Rabbi Erwin L. Herman (with suggestion to share with Reg. & Sr. Staff)
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SAMUEL KATUTMAN
GERALD KaUurMax February 12, 1964
SHoLoM D. CoxMay

Dr, Masuriece N, Eisendrath
Union of American Hebrew Congregations
Cineinnati, Ohio

Dear Dr,., Elsendrath:

My former associate, Howard L, Greenberger, now of
the Law School Faculty of New York University, has sent me a copy
of a letter received by Dr. Edmond Cshn from Rabbl Jay Kaufman
amplifying his and Rabbi Alexander Schindlerts views in favor of
private Reform Jewish All Day Schools.

I note that Rabbis Kaufmsn and Schindler "do not
envisage & chain of parochial schools established by the UAHC,
or even its sponsorship of a single such school",. They rather
hope that private individusls would sponsor private schools, with
a Jewlsh religious program which is Reform rather than Orthodox
in its approach.

I also note your own remarks on Excellence Through
Learning, and Dr. Glueck'!s call for an Educated Elite as reported
in American Judaism, as well as the report that Rabbl Schindler,
as Director of the Commission on Jewish Education, analyzed the
educational needs of the post-confirmand at the NATE conference
in December.

While the views of Rabbls Kaufman and Schindler
may not necessarily reflect any sapproved policy of UAHC, thelir
respective positions of leadership may well involve UAHC in sup-
port of their movement favoring "private schools which will offer
a fully intaﬁratad program of general and Reform Jewlsh religlous
instruction.

Rebbl Kaufman writes that he and Rabbl Schindler
"envisage a (privately sponsored) Jewish Preparatory School not
for the many but for the few, for those who desire an intenslve
Jewish education and on whose leadership the Jewlsh community of
the future will have to rely." He also writes that they "feel that
the knowledgeable leadership reguired by the American Jewlsh com-
munity can only be prepared if sufficlent time is allocated to
secondary Jewish education". Are the Rabbis thus also implying
that sufficlent time can only be sllocated to secondary Jewish



Dr. Meurice N. Eisendrath Februaryl2, 1964

education in private prep schools with a religious program? If
they are, I respectfully disesgree. Although it may be more diffi-
cult and involve greater discipline on the part of the parents as
well as tbe children, in my opinion attendance st a non-religious
public or private all day school does not necessarily preclude
sufficient time for a strong program of religiocus instruction at

a8 part time religious school, for "the few".

Are we to assume by their passing reference to
Christian sponsored private schools which produced "not a few of
America's leaders", in juxtaposition with their assertion that
the vast majority of private schools "offer a strong program of
religious instruction", that Rabbis Schindler and Kaufman believe
that graduates of prep schools with a religious program--whether
Catholic or Jewish and whether Reform or Orthodox--have leadership
quallties superior to graduates of prep schools without religious
programs? If so, I consider their view at least debatable.

Rabbis Kaufman and Schindler slso feel that parents
who desire their children to possess a fuller Jewish education
than offered in a part time schoecl should have an opportunity to
do so, noting that "even now a surprising number of Reform Jews
send their children.to Orthodox day schools™,

While I recognize that there is a great need for
knowledgeable leadership in the American Jewish community and I
believe that all of us share the responsibility for developing
this leadership, I also believe it would be shortsighted for UAHC
to encourage the establishment of Jewlsh all day schools.

Reform Judasism had best survive and thrive without
parochial schools,for self-evident reasons best understood by Re-
form Jews. In my opinion, other ways must be found to develop
leadership, both lay and professional.

For example, if instead of favoring the estaplish-
ment of Jewlsh all day schocls, Rabbls Keufmen and Schindler were
to encourage the Heform Congregations to offer "the few" a more
intensive Jewlsh education on a part time basis slx or seven days
a week, the needs of "the few" and their parents might well be
met. I say this without any knowledge of what efforts have been
made along these lines in the past. Regardless, it would seem worth
trying. There would probably continue to be a residual number who
prefer the Orthodox day schools for their chlldren, but my own im-
pression is that they should not be the concern of the Reform Con-
gregations. Many of them can be expected to graduate to Reform, as
in the past.
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Dr. Maurice N. Eisendrath February 12, 1964

At the same time, the part time program could reason-
ably be expected, in my opinion, to have a wider appeal, attract-
ing interested children of given aptitude whose parents would be
opposed to an all day school

Will you please hand the enclosed copy of this letter

to Rabbl Kaufmen., I am also sending & copy to Dr. Freehof whom
I em asking for guidance in this matter.

With best wishes,
Sincerely,

- ol \

Enc.

I\,.."




DOCUMENTATION 4833 RUGBY AVENUE

BETHESDA 14, MARYLAND
INCORPORATETD 301 » £56-9500

Mortimer Taube

Chairman of ithe Board December 3ﬂ, 1953

Rabbi Jay Kaufman

Union of American Hebrew Congregations
838 Fifth Avenue

New York 21, New York

Dear Rabbi Kaufman:

I regret that your letter of December 18 reinforces rather than
allays the fears which prompted my telegram of November 17.

I am sure that I did not misunderstand the statement in the Times.
As a matter of fact, I thought it expressed the same position you outlined in
your letter. If you had read my telegram carefully, you would have noted that
I, too, made a distinction between parochial schools sponsored by the Union,
and secular day schools supported directly by individual Jews. Although I am
not in favor of parochial schools supported by the Union, I would regard such
schools as wholly within the American tradition and similar to other private
schools sponsored by American religious groups. On the other hand, I would
regard secular day schools as thoroughly un-American and part of the movement
towards self -ghettoization. It is just because rabbis like yourself seem to have
so little faith in the power of the religion you are supposed to preach that you
feel it must be shored up with separatism in education and other activities.

Let us face the hard fact of our disagreement with mutual respect
for opposing positions. Iurge you not to attempt again the mollification which
is so apparent in your first paragraph.

Faithfully yours,
V) T

MT:pt VL L Lo
CC: Rabbi Maurice N. Eisendrath

Rabbi Eugene J. Lipman

INFORMATION SYSTEMS ENGINEERING



Nr. Mortimer Taube
6820 Meadow Lane
Chevy Chase 15, Maryland

Dear Mr. Taube:

Rabbl Elsendrath was kind enough to share with me and with Rabbl
Schindler your telegram of Movember 17th, In which you take strong
objection to our statement én Day Schools as reported In the New
York Times. MNeed)ess to say, we are unhappy that we have Incurred
your displeasure. But we attribute Iou: reaction at least In part
to a casual reading of the Times article, to an emphasis and con-
centration on the journal lst's Int latlon rather than to our
own statements; and we are hopeful t & knowledge of our real
views, far from Incurring your displeasure, may actually gain your
approbatlon.

m-mumthntudumtmllmlﬂnlnofpimhm
schools established by the UAHC, or even its sponsorship of a

single such school. We faver the establ ishment of private schools
sponsored by individuals and not an organization which will offer

a fully Integrated program of general and Reform Jewlsh rel iglous
instruction. Rabbl Schindler's statement, quoted fully In the New
York Times, is quite specific on that point: "Rabbl Schindler stated
that the movement was not contempldting the sponsorship ofaDay Schools
System, adding that 'no budgetary request will be made.' However, he
expressed the hope that a number of private Indlviduals would sponsor
such an All Day School and glve It 2 Jewish rel iglous progeam'which
Is Reform rather than Orthodox In Its approach.

We favor the establ ishment of such a school because we fes! that
parents who desire their children to possess a fuller Jesish educa-
tion than that offered in a partetime school should have an opportun=
ity to do so (even now & surprising number of Reform Jews send thelr
children to Orthodox Day Schools), and bacause we fesl that the
knowledgeable leaderdghip required by the American Jewish community
can only ba prepared If sufficient time Is allocated to secondary
Jowish education.



Nre« Mortimer Taube
Decamber 18, 1963
Page -

v

So many of our finest private schools such as Groton, Exeter, St. Marks, Deer-
fleid, and that entire group of private schools sponsored by the Soclety of
Friends, schools which marginally noted produced not a few of America's leaders

In sclence, Industry, and art, and even some of our Presidents, are sponsored by
vital American rellgions. The vast majority of American private schools are
denomination sponsored and offer a strong program of religious Instruction supple-
menting the eegular curriculum. At a recent mest ing of Headmasters of New England
private schools, a delegation of Reform rabbls was told “our catalog notes that we
are & Christien-sponsored sgchool. Surely the parents of Jewlish chlldren are awere
of this and they have no right to expect us to meet their specific mel Igious needs.
As a matter of fact, we recognize their presence In our midst as a unique opportunity
to bring the message of Christianity to our Jewish brothers."

Granted the desirabil ity that in some part of bis school ing the Jewish ghild cught

to be brought Into contact with children of different races or rel igions. That Is
why we view our Day Schools as encompassing the college preparatory years, only
hopeful that In the primary years and In college such broader exposition would be
offorded. With all that, we are not entirely certain that =he Amerlican publlc

school system does actually afford such unity for Int fon, especially

in the pri and secondary schools. llc schools are nelighborhood affairs and
u!ﬂbﬂnﬁnu not 11y heterogenious In makeeup. Last year, Just as an
Instance, Rabbl Schindler's daughter attended a public school In Newton, Massachusetts
and all of the children in her class, barring not even one, were Jewlsh,

In, lot me say that our falth In the American publlc school system remalns une
diminished. We envi @ Jewibh Preparatory School not for the many but for the
few, for those who re an intensive Jewish edusation and fon whose leadership
the Jowish community of the future will have to rely.
| hope these 1inss glve you a fuller understanding of our position.

With kindest grestings, | am

Sincerely yours,

. Rabbl Jay Kaufman
Ji/ejm
ccl Robbl Maurice N. Elsendrath



December 17, 1963

Mr. Mortimer Taube
6820 Meadow Lane
Chevy Chase 15, Maryland

Dear Mr. Taube: \

| am replying to your telegram sent during the UANC
Biennial Assembly expressing your strong sense of
disagreement with the statement that appeared in the
New York Times concerning Jewish day schools. | hope
you will excuse the delay in this response but we have
been working steadi the great sea of mail that :
plled up during the Biennlal, mall that concerned so
many facets of the Blennial program and the news storles
that emanated from it.

| thought it wisest that Rabbi Ksufmean and Rabbi
Schindler, whose names are mentioned in the story,
write to you, giving the fuller background to thelr
expressions. As they will explain, thelr remarks came
as a reply to questions posed by the Mew York Times
reporter in an Interview and were not made on the
Blennial floor. The subject of day schools did come to
the floor but with the concurrence of all the delegates
was sent to the Commission on Jewish Education for de-

talled study and a subsequent report.

You will be hearing from one of the two abovementioned
rabbis In a day or two.

With kindest greetings, | am
Cordially yours,

Maurice N. Eisendrath

MNE/ejm
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RABEI MAURICE EISENDRATH

CONVENTION OF UAHC HILTON HOTEL CHGO
THE STATEMENTS BY RABBIS KAUFMAN AND SCHINILER ON JEWISH DAY
SCHOOLS AS REPORTED IN THE NEW YORK TIMES TODAY REPRESENTS
THE NADIR OF REFORM JUDAISK AS A VITAL RELIGION IN AMERICA,.
PAROCHIAL RELIGIOUS SCHOOLS MAY HAVE SOME JUSTIF ICATION HOWEVER
SLIGHT BUT FOR RABBIS TO AIVOCATE SECULAR DAY SCHOOLS [EMONSTRATES
THEIR BANKRUPTCY AS RELIGIOUS LEADERS WILL IT BE NECESSARY
TO CREATE A NEW CORPORATE VOICE OUTSIDE OF THE UAHC TO FIGHT
SECULARIST TENDENCIES IN REFORM JUDAISM AND TO PROVIDE A RALLYING

GROUND FOR RELIGIOUS JEWS WHO FIND BOTH SECULARISM AND RITUALISTIC Jonr
ORTHODOXY SPIRITUALLY OTIOSE? I BEG YOU TO TAKE A STAND ON -~ odo#
THIS QUESTION

MORTIMER TAUBE CHEVY CHASE MD./® Mﬂ“ o L—:‘f}u g
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December 17, 1963

Hr. Mortimer Taube
6820 Meadow Lane
Chevy Chese 15, Maryland

Dear Mr. Taube:

| am replying to your telegram sent during the UAHC
Biennial Assembly expressing your strong sense of
disagreement with the statement that appeared In the
New York Times concerning Jewish day schools. | hope
you will excuse the delay in this response but we have
been working steadily on the great sea of mall that
piled up during the Biennlal, mail that concerned so
many facets of the Biennial program and the news storles
that emanated from it.

i ht It wisest that Rabbi Kaufman and Rabbl
Schindler, whose names are mentloned in the story,
write to you, giving the fuller background to thelr
expressions. As they will explain, their remarks came
8s a reply to questions posed by the New York Times
reporter In an Interview and were not made on the
Blennial floor. The subject of day schools did come to
the floor but with the concurrence of all the delegates
was sent to the Commission on Jewish Education for dee-
talled study and a subsequent report.

You will be hearing from one of the two abovementioned
rabbis In a day or two.

With kindest greetings, | am
Cordlally yours,

Maurice N. Elsendrath
MNE/gjm



Mr. Mortimer Taube
6820 Meadow Lane
Chevy Chase 15, Maryland

Dear Hr. Toaube:

| am replying to your telegram sent during the UAHC
Biennlal Assembly expressing your strong sense of
disagreement with the statement that appeared In the
New York Times concerning Jewish day schools. | hope
you will excuse the delay in this response but we have
been working steadily the great sea of mall that
plled up during the Biennlal, mall that concerned so
many facets of the Blennial program and the news storles
that emanated from It.

| thought It wisest that Rabbl Ksufman and Rabbl
Schindler, whose names are mentioned in the story,
write to you, giving the fuller background to thelr
expressions. As they will explain, thelr remarks came
83 a reply to questions posed by the New York Times
reporter in an Iinterview and were not made on the
Biennlal floor. The subject of day schools did come to
the floor but with the concurrence of all the delegates
was sent to the Commission on Jewish Education for de-
tailed study and a subsequent report.

You will be hearing from one of the two abovementloned
rabblis In 2 day or two.

With kindest greetings, | am
Cordlally yours,

Maurice N. Elsendrath
MNE/e)m



Dr. Edmond Cahn

New York University

School of Law

Washington Square

New York, N. Y. B 3

Dear Dr. Cahn, /W

Dr. Eisendrath was kind enough to share with me and with Rabbi Schindler your
letter of November 18, in which you take strong objection to our statement on
Day Schools as reported in the New York Times. Needless to say, we are exceed-
ingly unhappy to have incurred the displeasure of someone wé hold in high esteem,
But we attribute your reaction at least in part to a casual reading of the Times
article, to an emphasis and concentration on the Journal' interpclation rather
than to our own statements; and we are hopeful that a knowledge of our real
views, far from incurring your displeasure may actually gain your approbation.

Let me say at once that we do not envisage a chain of parochial schools estab-
lished by the Union, or even its sponsorship of a single such school. We faver
the establishment of a"private schoolj sponsored by individuals and not an
organization which will offer a fully integrated program of general and Reform
Jewish religious instruction. Rabbi Schindler's statement, quoted fully in the
New York Times, is quite specific on this point: "Rabbi Schindler stated that
the movement was not contemplating the sponsorBhip of a Day School System, adding
that 'no budgetary request will be made.! However, he expressed the hope that a
number of private individuals would sponsor such an All Day School and give it a
Jewish religious program which is Reform rather than Orthodox in its approach.®

We favor the establishment of such a school because we feel that parents who
desire their children to possess a fuller Jewish education than that offered in
a part-time school should have an oppottunity to do so (even now a surprising
number of Reform Jew& send their children to Orthodox Day Schools), and because
we feel that the knowledgeable leadership required by the American Jewish com-
minity can only be prepared if sufficient time is allocated to secondary Jewish
education.

Is the desire to establish such & school really un-American and the "despair
of the basic fmerican promise"? We think not! Surely the American ideal does
not insist on the governmentt!s monopoly of the right to educate the child. So
long as the child!s education includes whatever instruction is necessary to
inspire a commitment to American ideals and institutions it may be given under
private as well as public auspices, whether religious or secular.

Were private schools really to be un-Ammrican, we would have to close the Grotons,
the Exeters, the St. Markses, the Deerfields, and that entire group of
private schools spggsored by the Society of Friends, schools which Jargelpnoted
produced sfﬁlpa% of America's leaders in science, industry, and art, and
even some of our Presidents., The vast majority of American private schools are
denmination#ﬁ sponsored and offer a strong program of religious instruction
supplementing the regular curriculum. At a recent meeting of Headmasters of

New England private schools, a delegation of Reform rabbis was told "our catalog
notes that we are a Christian-sponsered school. Surely the parents of Jewish
children are aware of this and they have no right to expect us to meet their
spacific religions needs. As a matter of fact, we recognize their presance!in
our midst as a unique opportunity to bring the messags of Chrisifanity to our
Jewish brothers."

J@'.-“
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Granted the desirability that in some part of his schooling the Jewish
be brought into contact with children of different races or reli-
gions." That is why we view our Day School as encompassing the collsge
preparatory years, only hopeful that in the primary years and in collsge
such broader axposition wéuld be afforded. With all that, we are not
entirely certain that the American public school system doaa actually
afford such opportunity for integration, especially in the primary and
secondary schools. Public schools ars neighborhood affairs and neighbor-
hoods are not generally heterogenious in make up. Last year, just as an
instance, Rabbi Schindler's daughter attended a public school in Newton,
M.dg and all of the children in her class, barring not even one, were Jewish.

& I hope these lines give you a fuller understanding of our:rpesition, Cer-
tainly we would welcome your reaction and your counsel.

Cordially,
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* MEMORANDUM

Date__ December 17, 1963

F Rabb: e

To Rabbi Jay Kaufman

Copy for information of

Subject

The enclosed draft is in response to Edmond Cahn's letter,

I think that Mortimer Taube can be sent substantially the same
letter excapt}\%lr the opening and closing paragraphs. Judging
by his telegram alone I would not off-hand consider myself as
"holding him in high esteem” nor would I care to enter into A
further dialog with him.

Circular filed

Date Rerurned

Please return to signer of Memorandum when above has been awended to.



January 24, 1964

Mr. Msurlce Bernsteln
Director of Community Planning
CJFWF

729 Seventh Avenue

New York, New York 10015

Dear Mr. Bernstein:

The statemest In The New York Times was the result of an interview
and there Is no statement or text beyond that which appeared. We
may have sald other things which did not find their way Into print,
but | do mot recall them at this time.

The day school Issue &s of many parts. We are undertaking a study
and will report back to the Blennial. One of the Issues Is that of
community support, such as Is accorded the Talmud Torash. Welfare
Funds making allocations to the latter, as you so well know, will
usually refuse to help day schools.

Another issue is whether the UANC should sponsor day schools, or
short of that encourage and assist our congregations to do so under
their own auspices. The definition of the day school will play a
role in the ocutcome of any determination. If they are prep schools
for high school children, such as those attended by a host of our
own youngsters, even though they may be church oriented and sup-
ported, would they draw less opposition than the elementary school
such as characterizes the Orthodox effort. | belleve our people
will oppose any kind of day school at this time but some of us who
belleve In theidbsolute necessity of Reform Jewish '‘prep schools
will seek convince them otherwise over the years., Will we
guccead? never thought soclal action would have its present
receptivity. The day school Issue will be more difflcult and the
outcome Is not easy to predict.

With kindest greetings, | am
Sincerely yours,

M Rabbl Jay Kaufman
m

bee: Rabbl Alexander M. Schindler
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Rabbi Jay Kaufmen B
Union of American Hebrew Congregatioms

838 Fifth Avenue

New York, New York

Dear Rabbi Kaufman:

The New York Times on November 17, 1963 carried a story
to the effect that you had zpoken in favor of the All-Dey School
as a Jewish educational program.

I wonder if it would be poseible for us to have a copy
of the statement which produced that news item or any reports
describing the position of the Union of American Hebrew Congregations
on such programs?

We will be very grateful.

Cordially,
L

b P maation

MAURICE EERNSTEIN
Director of Community Planning



" Hebrew Union CDHEEE*']EMS}I Institute of Religion

UNDER THE PATRONAGE THE UNION OF AMERICAN HEBREW CONGREGATIONS

CINCINNATI
NEW YORK
LOS ANCELES

CLIFTON AVENUE - CINCINNATI 20, OHIO
Department of Jewish Religious Education

Ranm1 Syrvas D. Scawantzaax, Prl., Professor

December 19, 1963

Rabbi Jay Kaufman

U.A.H.C.

838 Fifth Avenue

New York 21, New York

uear Jay:

Thank you so very much for your prompt helpfulmness. I
certainly appreciate your securing the information for
me, and I am very grateful.

Hope everything is going well with you and the family.
All of us here send our warm regards.

Yours,
b
Rabbi Sylvan D. Schwartzman
SuUS: jl1s

(dictated by Rabbi Schwartzman but not signed by him)



Rabbl Sylvan D. Schwartzman
HUC=J IR

Clifton Avenue

Cincinnat! 20, Ohlo

Dear Sylvan:

| have your letter of December 10th noting that you are currently
working on an article for the CCAR Journal dealing with the matter
of Reform day schools. Be assured | will be delighted to provide
any assistance | can In this connectlon.

Per your request, | enclose a copy of Rabbl Eisendrath's ''State

of Our Union" address. | have also enclosed a copy of the Day

School Resolution submitted by Congregatibn B'nal Israel of Bridge-
port ( #XXV) and the Resolution which was passed by the Blennlal In
Chécago (MO a) as It came out of the Blennial Resolutions Committee.

As regards the resolution of the New England Reform Rabbinate on
this subject, | don't have a copy but | understand it was passed
unanimously by the New England Reglon of the CCAR. Ken Stein is the
secretary of that group and | am sure you will be able to obtain
detalled Information by writing directly to him.

So far as my memory serves me, there was never any article on day
schools In ﬁl_%_ﬂd_clg. | did, however, check with the editor
and was adv that my recollection In this Instance Is correct.

| hope the material | am able to provide will be of assistance.

With warmest regards, | am

Sincerely yours,

Rabbl Jay Kaufman
JK/ejm
encl.



Hebrew Union College-Jewish Institute of Religion

UNDER THE FATRONAGE OF THE UNION OF AMERICAN MHEBREW CONCREGATIONS
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NEW YORK ; s :
Department of Jewish Religious Education
Ramn1 Syrvas D, Scuwantzsan, Pal., Professor

LOS ANGELES

December 10, 1963
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Rabbi Jay Kaufman
U.A.H.C.

838 Fifth Avenue

New York 21, New York

bear Jay:

I am presently working on an article for the CCAR Journal
dealing with the subject of the Reform all-day school,
and I am in need of certain information. I would appre=-
ciate it very much if you would kindly have your office
obtain for me the following:

(1) The statement by Dr. Eisendrath to his Board regard-
ing the proposal to make a study of day schools as they
might effect Reform Jewish education:

*(2) A copy of the resolution in favor of day schools adopt=-
ed by the New England Reform rabbinate, together with a
list of the names of those who voted in favor, and any who
Tay have abstained or voted in the negative;

‘(3) A copy of the resolution on Reform day schools that
was introduced at the recent Chicago Biennial and the de-
cision that was rendered;

(4) A copy of Dr. Eisendrath's "State of the Union" address
at the recent Chicago Biennial.

Also, if any material on the Reform day school appeared in
American Judaism (I don't happen to recall it), I would
also be very grateful to you for a copy.

I will warmly appreciate your helpfulness. With all good
wishes and best regards, I remain

Yours,

Artun,

P,
Rabbi Sylvan D. Schwartzman

SbS: jls
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MEMORANDUM

Date

From Rabbl Jay Kaufman

To Rabbl Alexander M. Schindler

Copy for information of

Subject

Your letter to Cahn was excellent.

| am meeting with a chap who wants to establish a Reform-
) Conservative Day School én Philadelphla - Herzl Flshman,
! I'11 report to you.



December 6, 1963

Mr. Jullus Schatz
American Jewlsh Congress
15 East 84th Street

Mew York 28, New York

Dear Julle:

The statement in The Times was the result of an Interview and there
Is no statement or text beyond that which sppeared. We may have
sald other things which did not find thelr way Into print, but 1| do
not recall them at this time.

The day-school Issue Is of many parts. We are undnrnl:l-? a study
and will report back to the Blennlal. One of the Issues Is that of
community support, such as Is accorded the Talmud Torsh. Welfare
Funds making allocations to the latter will usually refuse to help
day«schools. Another Issue is whether the UANC should sponsor day-
schools, or short of that encourage and essist our congregations to
do so under thelr own ausplces. The definition of the dayeschool will
play a role In the outcome of any determination. If they are prep
schools for high school children, such as those attended by hosts of
our own youngsters, even though they may be church oriented and sup=
ported, would they draw less opposition than the elementary school
such as charatterizes the Orthodox effort. | belleve our people will
oppose any kind of dayeschoo! at this time but some of us who bel leve
In thelr absolute necessity will seek to convince them otherwise over
the years. WIll we succeed? We never thought soclal action would
have Its present receptivity. The daysschool Issue will be more
difficult and the outcome Is not easy to predict.

Vith warmest regards, | am
$incerely yours,

Rabbl Jay Kaufman
JK/ejm
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November 20, 1963

Dr. Jay Kaufman, Vice President

Union of American Hebrew Congregations
838 Fifth Avenue

New York, New York

Dear Jay:

Of course I was surprised and interested to read the New York Times report
about the changing position of UAHC on the Day School. I am anxious to
receive a copy of the full text of your statement and any resource and
related material that may be available.

As a matter of fact, I am facing the same dilemma within the American Jewish
Congress where there are pressures on both sides.

Thank you, With appreciation and with warmest regards, I am

Cordially yours,

A ALy

iug Schatz, Director
ommunity Services

J5/mj

NATIONAL OFFICERS
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August 9, 1963

Rabbi S8anford M. Shapero
Congregation B'nal Israel
2710 Park Avemue
Bridgeport, Comn.

Dear Sandy,

1 just received the report of the UAHC Interim Advisory
Resclutions Committee and first on my pile is the resolution
offered by Bridgeport expressing its unalterable opposition to
the institution of Day Schools in the Reform Movement. I can't
help but react to it and to express my disappointment im it, for
several reasons: Imprimis, I believe that had your Congregation
been given an opportunity to hear a propoment of the Day School
program before passing on this resolution, I doubt very much
whether it would have passed - certainly not in the form in
which it is offered and secondly, I am opposed, on general
principle, to negative resolutions when no positive resclution
has been offered or is in the process of being offered. You
are using up your ammmition before you see your enemy's form
and you serve his cause in the process. (As a veteran of the
srmy, I expect such militsary inefficiency from an ex-sailor).

Lat me react to the various paragraphs of your resolution one
by one:

¢#l. - The second verse implies that Reform Judaism
stands alone in striving to develop a Jewish commitment which
will enable "the American Jew to fulfill his God-given mission
emong all his fellow citizens." WNeedless to say, we are not
alone in such a quest and to say so is a gratuitous slur on the
aspirations and achievements of our Orthodox and Conservative
brethren.

Par 2., - The implication that the Day School aims to

"divorce the Jew from invelvement of the wider commnity" is un-
warranted. Quite the contrary is true. There is not a shred of

evidence to show that graduates of private schools are less will-
ing servants of the general commmity than are graduates of
public schools, Private schools emphasizing a religious program
seek to achieve integration in a pluralistic society without
sacrifieing the particularistic strain. Presumably, the American
system demands no such sacrifice.



COPY

Rabbli Sanford M. Shapero August 9, 1963 -2 -

Paragraph#3. - I am all for utilizing the "free time" which your
Congregation says is available for the purposes of Jewish education,
but now - honestly, Sandy, what free time? Haven't you ever heard
of ballet classes and plemo lessons and football practice?! And are
our congregants willing to give the little time that is available?
Have you ever tried switching the one day religious school program
to & three day religious school program and met the enthusiastic
consent of the majority of your congregants? 1 agree, of course,
that our summer time, all available time, in fact, should be used
ever-increasingly to serve the purposes of more intensive Jewish ed-
ucation.

Paragraph #:. - This is one whopper of a sentence; it is so all-
encompassing, in fact, that it is practically meaningless. The
adult Jew living in an integrated commmity faces many problems -
some of them are going to be solved by his attendance in public
schools, others, by attendance in a day school; many of his problems
will be solved by neither, having their roots, and hence their
solutions, in realms other than the formal academic program preparing
him for life. Let me throw a few other thoughts in the hopper here:
does the public school really prepare for an integrated community in
all its aspects! In most larger cities public schools are neighbor-
hood affairs and neighborhoods are gemerally not heterogemeous in
make-up; my own daughter, as an instance, attends a public school two
streets down from our home and not one of the children in her class
is non-Jewish. Another thought still: an unusually great proportion
of Jewish children attend private schools even now. (40% of the
students of last year's confirmation class of Temple Israel here in
Boston, went to private and not public school), and many of these
private schools are denomination sponsored preparatory schools,
Christian Day Schools in effect. Were some of these private school
students to attend an institution offering a Jewish program, would
the public school system really be endangered? would not the cause of
religlous education be advanced?

Paragraph #5. - No one at this time suggests that the Reform Movement
officially sponsor a day school, No budgetary allocations are con-
templated, It is my own hope that a number of private individuals
will sponsor such a school and give it a Jewish religious program
content Reform in its approach. I might note, marginally, that every
evidence Al Goldstein and I have been able to gather, points to an
econdmically self-sufficient if not profit-making venture in this realm.
Preparatory aschools here in New England are bulging at the seams and
are not lacking in finances, Not a penny of the Union's budget would
have to go to such a project even if a day school's establishment
under official Union auspices were contemplated, which it is not.
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Rabbi Sanford Shapero August 9, 1963 -3 -

Paragraph #6. - Amen to the first sentemce: the environment which the
adult Jew provides for his children is indeed crucial and adult
education is an indispensible aspect of our overall effort im the
realm of Jewish rearing. But don't you think we serve to improve
this environment when we rear young people who 1eally know something
about Judaism? Talk of "juvenilizing our religious outlook!" Our
adult Jewish education program is on a juvenile basis precisely
because by and large in our congregations we are dealing with adults
whose Jewish knowledge is on an elementary school level.

Paragraph #7. - There is a danger that such pressure will be forth-
coming but this danger is mitigated by two balancing forces. To

begin with, I do not envisage financial difficulty and, secondly,
Reform Judasism's Social Action progrem is so well established, that

it will always be able to exercise a restraining influence om tendencies
of this sert.

That's about the size of it, Sandy, and having said what I did, I feel
better, 1 guess my writing these lines was a kind of self-therapy. I
take comfort in the knowledge that my views are shared by our colleagues
here in New England who, as you will remember, voted umanimously to urge
the establishment of such schools under Reform guidance.

I still love you.

As ever,

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler

Lc



THE NEW YORK TIMES, SUNDAY, NOVEMBER 17, 1963,

'man and Schindler said they ments expressed by Orthodox!

lates of the Jewish day schools
[“are moving into ranking posi-
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LaadaraShrftPnsmut;?Saﬂ u;@“mﬂ o m::-' t:“ sy
Enrichment of Religion |enter the Reform rabbinate,

e Long Sllent on Schools
By IRVING SPIEGEL While Reform Judaism has
Special to The New York Times never been on record as ap-

CHICAGO, Nov. 18— Two posing the Jewish day school
leaders of American Reformmovement, itz silence om

of positlon, expressed 't.i:-:lis?"l:n[:q:scnusu1.n:m1 or, at best, grudg-
their strong support of the al -|ing: acquiescence.
day Jewish schools, the greater| At the present time, Reform
majority of which are under Judaism  conducts religlous
Orthodox sponsorship. tschools for only one, two or
This view was expressed by|thres days & week. These class-
Rabbl Jay Kaufman, vice presi- ez are conducted in the after-
dent of the Union of American noon and on weekends.
| Hebrew Congregations, the in-| Raform Judafsm differs radi-

 fluential representative body of cally from Orthodoxy in its ap-
proach to Jewish observances.

651 Reform synagogues in the
and R“h“i"ﬂrthodm Jows l‘!‘ﬂl“d the

i w"“"'}‘,f?:ﬁ"’ﬂm' :

| Alexan indler, director of

 the union's Division of Religious pocke ot nio. 15 ahe first five

' Education. |

: g tion, Nterally the word of God.
The union, with international:

:,hnﬂqwm:rs in Mwur “rkﬂ{m the other hand, Reform Jews

| opened its 47th biennial general|

“God-inspired authors.”
assembly at the Conrad Hilton| nsp ;
 Hatel today. Four thousand del.| Fabbis Kaufman and Schin-

|egates from North and Central dler voiced the conviction that
| America have gathered here for the program of Jewish religious
' the six-day meeting. {education, including the a.'lil-d,a,}r
| Meeting concurrently is the|Jewish schools, was the “con-
| National Federatlon of Temple/cern of the total Jewish com-
| Sisterhoods, the women's munity, meriting its material
| branch of Reform Judaism, now support.”

| observing itz 50th anniversary.| In this =ense,

regard the Torah as written by

the Reform

(had observed that the gradu-!'

the|
Judatsm, In an unusual change subject has been interpreted as

In interviews, Rabbis Kauf-Jewish leaders eochoed senti-

Jewish leaders at a convention|
of the Religious Zionists of|
America this week at Long|
Beach, L. 1. [

Rabbi Schindler said that the
Reform movement was not con-
templating the sponsorship of a
day school system, adding that
;;?:d budgetary requests will be

o

However, he expressed the
hope that a “"number of private
individuals would sponsor such
an all-day school and give it a
Jewish religious program which
is Reform rather than Orthodax|
in itz approach.”™ |

Rabbi Schindler said he did
not view the all-day Jewish
achools as a threat to the public
school system or a violation of
the principle of separation of
church and state,

“There iz not a shred of evi-
dence,” HRabbi Schindler said,|
“to show that the graduates of |
the all-day Jewish schools, or
Christian schools for that mat-
ter, are less willing servants of
the general community than are
graduates of the public schools."”

Recently, the New England
{Reform rabbinate endorsed the
|concepts of the all-day Jewish|
schools, The union's convention|
resolutions committee is consid. |
ering it for submission to the|
delegates. |

A pecent report showed that
more than 54,000 children were
attending 275 Jewish day
schools, the majority of them
under Orthodox auspices, and
that 179 schools with 40,000
'pupils were in New York.

|
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NEW YORK UNIVERSITY
SCHOOL OF LAW
WASHINGTON SQUARE

26th December 1963

Rabbi Jay Kaufman

Union of American Hebrew Congregations
838 Fifth Avenue
New York 21, N, Y.

Dear Rabbi Kaufman:

Your letter of December 17th on behalf of
yourself and Rabbi Schindler saddens me., What wvou
propose would not only discard the democratic aspira-
tions at the heart of Reform Judaism but would also
imperil the civil rights and liberties of American
Jews., Perhaps others will perceive the danger.

Sincerely wyours,

Cdos Gl

Edmond Cazhn
EC:mds

ce: Dr. Maurice N. Eisendrath

be 2y @,777)57



December 17, 1963

Dr. Edmond Cahn
New York University
School of Law
Washington Square
New ?ﬂ-rk- New York

Dear Dr. Cahn:

Rabbl Eisendrath was kind enough to share with me and with Rabbl
Schindler your letter of November 18th, in which you take strong
objection to our statement on Day Schools as reported In the New
York Times. Meedless to say, we are exceedingly unhappy to have
Incurred the displeasure of someone we hold In high esteem. But
we attribute your reaction at least In part to a casual reading of
the Times article, to an emphasis and concentration on the journal-
1s6's Interpolation rather than to our own statements; and we are
hopeful that a knowledge of our real views, far from Incurring your
displeasure, may actually gain your approbation.

Let me say at once that we do not envisage a chain of parochial
schools established by the UANC, or even Its sponsorship of a single
such school. We favor the establ lshment of private schools

by Individuals and not an organization which will offer a fully inte-
grated program of general and Reform Jewlsh religlous Instruction.
Rabbi Schindler's statement, quoted fully In the New York Times, Is
quite specific on that point: "Rabbl Schindler stated that the move-
ment was not contemplating the sponsorship of a Day School System,
adding that 'no budgetary request will be made.' However, he expresse
ed the hope that a number of private Individuals would sponsor such
an All Day School and give it a Jewish relliglous program which is
Reform rather than Orthodox in Its approach.”

We favor the establishment of such a school because we feel that
parents who desire their children to possess a fuller Jewish educa-
tion than that offdred In a part-time school should have an opportunity
to do so (even now a surprising number of Reform Jews send thelr
children to Orthodox Day Schools), and because we feesl that the
knowledgeable leadership required by the American Wewish community can
only be prepared if sufficlent time Is allocated to secondary Jewish
aducat ion.

Is the desire to establish such a school really un-American and the
""despair of the basic American promise''? We think not! Surely the
Americen ldeal does not Insist on the gobernment's monopoly of the



* Dr. Edmond Cahn
December 17, 1963
Page =2-

right to educate the child. So long as the child's education
includes whatever instruction Is necessary to indpire a commite
ment to American [deals and Institutions It may be glven under p
private as well as public auspices, whether religious or secular.

Were private schools really to be un-American, we would have to
close the Grotons, the Exeters, the St. Markses, the Deerfields,
and that entire group of private schools sponsored by the Society
of Friends, schools which marginally noted produced not a few of
America's leaders in science, Industry, and art, and even some

of our Presidents. The vast majority of American private schools
are denominatlon sponsored and offer a strong program of religious
Instruction supplementing the regular curriculum. At a recent

meet ing of Headmasters of New England private schools, a delegation
of Reform rabbis was told "our catalog notes that we are a Christlan-
sponsored school. Surely the parents of Jewish children are aware
of this and they have no right to expect us to meet their specific
religious needs. As a matter of fact, we recognize their presence
In our midst as a unique opportunity to bring the message of
Chrisitianity to our Jewish brothers."

Granted the dedirability that In some part of his schooling the
Jewish child ought to be brought into contact with children of
different races or religlons. That Is why we view our Day Schools
as encompassing the college preparatory years, only hopeful that in
the primary years and In college such broader exposition would be
afforded. With all that, we are not entirely certain that the
American public school system does actually afford such opportunity
for Integration, especially in the primary and secondary schools.
Public schools are nelghborhood affairs and nelghborhoods are not
general ly heterogenious in make-up. Last year, Just as an instance,
Rabbl Schindler's daughter attended a publ ic school In Newton,
Massachusetts and all of the children in her class, barring not
even one, were Jewlish.

Again, let me say that our faith In the American public school system
remains undiminished. We envisage a Jewish Preparatory School not
for the many but for the few, for those who desire an intensive

Jewish education and fon whose leadership the Jewish community of
the future will have to rely.

| hope these |ines give you a fuller understanding of our position.
Certainly we would welcome your reaction and your counsel.

With kindest greetings, | am
Cordially yours,

Rabbl Jay Kaufman
JK/ejm

Co YHRW-



December I?u 1963

br. Edmond Cahn
New York Unliversity
School of Law
Washington Square
New York, New York

Dear Dr. Cahn:

| am replying to your letter sent during the URBHC Biennlal
Assembly expressing your strong sense of disagreement with
the statement that appeared In the New York Times concern-
ing Jewish day schools. | hope you will excuse the delay
in this response but we have been working steadily on the
great sea of mall that concerned so many facets of the Bi-
ennlal program and the news storles that emanated from It.

| thought It wisest that Rabbl Kaufman and Rabbl Schindler,
whose names are mentioned In the ssory, write to you, giving
the fuller backfround to thelr expressions. As they will
explain, thelr remarks came as a reply to questions posed by
the New York Times reporter in an interview and were not made
on the Biennlal floor. The subject of day schools did come
to the floor but with the concurrence of all the delegates
was sent to the Commission on Jewlsh Education for detalled
study and a subsequent report.

You will be hesaring from one of the two abovement loned
rabbls In a day or two.

With kindest greetings, | am
Cordially,

Maurice N. Elsendrath
MNE/ejm



December 17, 1963

Dr. Edmond Cahn
New York University
Sehool of Law
Washington Square
New York, Mew York

Dear Dr. Cahn:

| am replying to your letter sent during the UBHC Biennial
Assembly expressing your strong sense of disagreement with
the statement that appeared In the New York Times concern-
ing Jewlish day schools. | hope you will excuse the delay
in this response but we have been working steadily on the
great sea of mall that concerned so many facets of the Bi-
ennlal program and the news storles that emanated from It.

| thought It wisest that Rabbl Kaufman and Rabbl Schindler,
whose names are mentioned in the ssory, write to you, giving
the fuller back§round to thelr expressions. As they will
explain, thelr remarks came as a reply to questions posed by
the New York Times reporter In an interview and were not made
on thea Biennlal floar. The sub)ject of day schools did come
to the floor but with the concurrence of all the delegates
was sent to the Commission on Jewish Education for detalled
study and a subsequent report.

You will be hearing from one of the two abovement ioned
rabbis in a day or two.

With kindest greetings, | am
Cordlally,

Maurice M. Eisendrath
MME/e]m



December 17, l*’

Dr. Edmond Cahn
New York University
School of Loaw
Washington Square
New York, New York

pear Dr. Cahn:

| am replylng to your letter sent during the UBHC Biennial
Assembly expressing your strong sense of disagreement with
the statement that appeared in the New York Times concern-
ing Jewish day schools. | hope you will excuse the delay
in this response but we have been working steadily on the
great sea of mall that concerned so many facets of the Bi=
ennlal program and the news stories that emanated from It.

| thought It wisest that Rabbl Kaufmen and Rabbl Schindler,
whose names are mentloned in the ssory, write to you, giving
the fuller backfround to thelr expressions. As they will
explain, thelr remarks came as a reply to questions posed by
the New York Times reporter in an Interview and were not made
on the Biennlal floor. The subject of day schools did come
to the floor but with the concurrence of all the delegates
was sent to the Commission on Jewish Educatlon for detailed
study and a subsequent report.

You will be hearing from one of the two abovement loned
rabbis in a day or two.

With kindest greetings, | am
Cordlally,

Maurice M. Eisendrath
MME/e]m
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SCHOOL OF LAW

v\l(r\w?r \J/F WASHINGTON SGQUARE
/ NEW YorKk 3, MY
\ij 18th November 1963

Nr, Maurice N. Eisendrath

Union of American Hebrew Congregations
838 Fifth Avenue

New York, New York

Dear Dr. Eisendrath:

With profound distress we read in the New York
Times of yesterday that Rabbis Jay Kaufman and Alexander
Schindler have recommended a course that means abandoning
the ideals of Reform Judaism and retreating to an educa-
tional and cultural ghetto. If these two rabbis have
come to despair of the basic American promise, surely
the Union must repudiate their leadership and reaffirm
its own faith in democracy. Heretofore, we have left
medieval methods to Orthodoxy. They are totally irrecon-
cilable with Reform Judaism and would soon destroy it.

The Union owes its members an uncompromising

answer,
ainceraly yjizs,

Edmond Cahn
RBC:mds



November 20th, 1963

Professor Edmond Cahn

New York University School of Law
Washington Square

New York 3, New York

Dear Professor Cahn:

This will acknowledge your letter of Nov-
ember 18th to Dr. Eisendrath which arrived while
he is presently out of the city.

Be assured your commnication will be
brought to his attention immediately upon his re-

turn to the office.

Very truly yours,

Ann Johansen, Secretary



New York University
8chool of Law
Washington Square
New York, M. Y.

Dear Dr, Cahn,

Dr. Eisendrath was kind enough to share with me and with Rabbi Schindler your
letter of November 18, in which you take strong objection to our statement on
Day Schools as reported in the New York Times, Needless to say, we are exceed-
ingly unhappy to have incurred the displeaswre of someone we hold in high esteem.
But we attribute your reaction at least in part to a casual reading of the Times
article, to an emphasis and concentration on the jowrnal's interpolation rather
than to our own statementsy and we are hopeful that a knowledge of our real
views, far from incurring your displeasure may actually gain youwr approbation,

Let me say at once that we do not envisage a chain of parochial schools estabe
lished by the Union, or even its sponsorship of a single such school. We favor
the establishment of a private school, sponsored by individuals and not an
organization which will offer a fully integrated program of general and Reform
Jowish religious instruction, Rabbi Schindler's statement, quoted fully in the
New York Times, is quite specific on this point: "Rabbi Schindler stated that
the movement was not contemplating the sponsorbhip of a Day School System, adding
that 'no budgetary request will be made.' However, he expressed the hope that =
mmber of private individwals would sponsor such an All Day School and give it a
Jewish religious program which is Reform rather than Orthodox in its approach.”

We favor the establishment of such a school because we feel that parents who
degire thelr children to possess a fuller Jewish education than that offered in
a part-time school should have an oppobtunity to do @0 (even now a surprising
number of Reform Jews send their children to Orthodox Day Schools), and because
we feel that the knowledgeable leadsrship required by the American Jewish come

munity can only be prepared if sufficient time is allocated to secondary Jewish
education,

Is the desire to establish such a school really un-American and the "despair
of the basic Mmerican promise"? We think notl Surely the American ideal does
not inslst on the government's monopoly of the right to educate the child, So
long as the child's education includes whatever instruction is necessary to
inspire a commitment to American ideals and institutiona it may be given under
private as well as public auspices, whether religious or secular.

Were private schools really to be uneAmmrican, we would have to close the (rotons,
the Exeters, the St, Markses, the Deerfields, and that entire group of
private schools sponsored by the Society of Friends, schools which largely noted
produced a preponderance of America's leaders in science, industry, and art, and
even some of our Presidents., The vast majority of American private schools are
denominationally sponsored and offer a strong program of religious instruction
supplementing the regular curriculum, At a recent meeting of Headmasters of
New England private schools, a delagation of Reform rabbis was told “our catalog
notes that we are a Christian-gponsored school., Surely the parents of Jewish
children are aware of this and they have no right to expect us to meet their
specific religious needs. As a matter of fact, we recognize their presencein
our midst as a unique opportunity to bring the message of Chrisifanity to our
Jewish brothers."”



secondary schools., Public schools are neighborhood affairs and neighbore
hoods are not generally heterogenious in make up. Last ye=ar
instance, Rabbi Schindler's daughter attended a public school in Newton,
and all of the children in her class, barring not even one, were Jewish.

I hope these 1ines give you a fuller understanding of our‘position, Cere
tainly we would welcome your reaction and your counsel.

Cordially,

g
i
&



Dr. Ednond Cshn
New York University
School of Law

Washington
New York, N. Y.
M m. ﬂ.h’

Dr, Eisendrath was kind enough to share with me and with Rabbi Schindler youwr
latter of November 18, in which you take strong objection to our statement on

« Needless to say, we are exceed-
ingly e of someone we hold in high esteem,
But we attribute your reaction at least in part to a casuel reading of the Times
erticls, to an emphasis and concentration on the journal's interpolation rather
than to our own statements; and we are hopeful that a knowledge of our real
views, far from incwrring your displeasure may actually gain your spprobation,

Let me say at once that we do not envisage a chain of parochial schools estab-
lished by the Union, or even its sponsorship of a single such school., W faver
the establishment of a private school, sponsored by individuals and not an
organization which will offer a fully integrated program of general and Reform
Jewish religious instruction, Rabbi Schindler's statement, quoted fully in the
New York Times, is quite specific on this pointsr "Rabbi Schindler stated that
the movement was not contemplating the sponsorkhip of a Day School System, adding
that 'no budgetary request will be made.' However, he expressed the hope that a
nmber of private individuals would sponsor such an All Day School and give it a

We favor the establishment of such a school because we feel that parents who
desire their children to possess a fuller Jewish education than that offersd in

Is the desire to establish such & school reslly uneAmerican and the "despair

of the baslc Mmerican promise"? We think not! BSurely the American ideal does
not insist on the government's monopoly of the right to educate the child., BSo
long as the child's education includes whatever instruction is necessary to

inspire & commitment to American ideals and institutions it may be given under
private as well as public suspices, whether religious or secular.

Were private schools really to be un-Ammrican, we would have to close the Grotoms,
the Exeters, the 3t, Markses, the Deerfields, and that entire  growp of
private schools sponsored by the Society of Friends, schools which largely noted
produced a preponderance of America's leaders in science, industry, and art, and
evean some of our Presidents. The vast majority of American private schools ars
denominationally sponsored and offer a strong program of religious instruetion
supplementing the regular curriculum, At a recent meeting of Headmasters of
New England private schools, a delegation of Reform rabbis was told "our catalog
notes that we are a Christian-gponsored school. Surely the parents of Jewish
children are aware of this and they have no right to expect us to meet their
specific religious needs. As a matter of fact, we recognise their presencein
our midst as a unique opportunity to bring the message of Christianity to our
Jewish trothers.®



Granted the desirability that in some part of his schooling the Jewish
child be brought into contact wi

afford such opportunity for integration, especially in the primary and

secondary schools, Public schools are neighborhood affairs and neighbor-
hoods are not generally heterogeniocus in make wp. Last year, just as an
mnm,hhbiumﬂu'-maum.munmmm
and all of the children in her class, barring not even one, were Jewish,

I hope these lines give you a fuller understanding of owr position., Cer-
tainly we would we hmmnmﬂmnﬂmml

Cordislly,
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