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RABBI ALEXANDER M. SCHINDLER ¢ UNION OF AMERICAN HEBREW CONGREGATIONS

PRESIDENT 838 FIFTH AVENUE NEW YORK, N.Y. 10021 (212) 249-0100

August 26, 1992
27 Av 5752

David W. Belin, Esqg.

Belin Harris Lamson McCormick
2000 Financial Center

Des Moines, IA 50309

Dear David:

I have a copy
Merians. How
$5000 for the
for providing

of vour letter of August 18th to Mel
generous of you to give us an additional
second printing. Thank you even more

us with so effective a booklet to advance

our work. You are wonderful, what more can I say.

Rhea joins me
wishes.

in sending you and Barbara our warm good

Sincerely,

Alexander M. Schindler
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August 18, 1992

Mr. Melvin Merians, Chairman ©P y

Union of American Hebrew Congregations
838 Fifth Avenue
New York NY 10021-7064

Re:  "What Judaism Offers For You: A Reform Perspective" - Outreach Commission
Dear Mel:

What a marvelous persuader you are. When I write books, I receive royalties. Even when 1 write
for publications like The New York Times, I receive payment. This is the first situation in which
I have ever been involved where I not only have not been paid for writing, but now I am called
upon to pay for the publication. Please do not let my clients know. They might think that with the
passage of time, I am losing my skills at negotiation.

Be that as it may, it is obviously good news that my booklet, "What Judaism Offers for You: A
Reform Perspective," has been so well received that the initial 20,000 printing is now gone. The
bad news is that there are no funds in the current budget of the Outreach Commission for printing
an additional 20,000 copies, which would require approximately $5,000.

I told Dru Greenwood that I would call you and suggest that I would be happy to contribute $2,500,
if the UAHC in its contingency funds would match that with another $2,500. As you know, when I
called you about this, you said the $2,500 was not there and suggested that I just come forward with
the entire $5,000. The main problem I had with this is that there are endowment funds specifically
designed to cover publications of this kind, including the Rapoport fund as well as the Schusterman
fund. I feel we are not being fair to our endowment fund contributors if we merely use the income
from these funds to offset the basic operational costs, rather than enhancing the programs as the
donors of these funds intended.

When you asked that I commit the entire $5,000 for a second printing of 20,000 copies, I asked for
your assurance that if I agreed to do this and if the second printing, too, should be so favorably
received that additional printings in the future might be required, you would undertake every
effort to be supportive to have the Outreach budget include necessary funds for additional
printings that might be required, and that this process would continue for any future printings.
You gave me your assurance, and in reliance on this I am prepared to commit the $5,000.
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Accordingly, I will contact Dru Greenwood to advise me when the printing has been completed
and the bill has been received, and I will then promptly remit my check.

Best regards.

c.c. Rabbi Alexander Schindler
Dru Greenwood
Rabbi Daniel Syme
Harris Gilbert
Rabbi Leslie Gutterman

DWB:cs

d:\jewish\merians.doc



June 2, 1992
1 Sivan 5752

Paul S. Friedman, M.D.
Suite 715

1422 Chestnut Street
Philadelphia, PA 19102

Dear Dr. Friedman:

I have just returned from lengthy travels and have
finally had an opportunity to read yvour letter of May
12. You undoubtedly read my comments incorrectly, for
I have never stated that the Outreach program was not
succeeding. What I have said, following some comments
on intermarriage and statistics was the following:

"Does this mean that our Outreach program is
flawed in its conception? Obviously not! We are
not to be scapegoated for the high rate of
intermarriage. Outreach was not designed to
reverse the tide of intermarriage. It was
designed, rather, to retain the intermarried for
Judaism, to gather and keep them within the fold.
We should be credited, therefore, with doing our
share to staunch the bleeding and to infuse new
blood into the Jewish body. Note, if you will,
that we are the only stream of Judaism on the
American Jewish scene that is swelling in
numbers."

I trust this information will clarify vour
misunderstanding.

With kindest greetings, I am

Sincerely,

Alexander M. Schindler
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RABBI ALEXANDER M. SCHINDLER g UNION OF AMERICAN HEBREW CONGREGATIONS
PRESIDENT 838 FIFTH AVENUE ~ NEW YORK, NY 10021-7064  (212)249-0100

May 14, 1992
11 Ivar 5752

Paul S. Friedman, M.D.
Radiology Associates
Suite 715

1422 Chestnut Street
Philadelphia, PA 19102

Dear Dr. Friedman:

Your correspondence to Rabbi Schindler arrived after he
left the cityv for engagements that will keep him away
from his desk for an extended period of time.

I will, of course, hold vour letter for his return in
June, and I write to inform vou of the reason for the
delay in his response to you.

Thank vou for yvour patience and understanding.

Sincerely,

Marian Brewer
Rabbi Schindler's office



MEMORANDUM

May 19, 1992

FROM: Edith J. Miller
TO: Dru Greenwood
COPY: Melvin Merians, Rabbi Daniel Syme, Harris Gilbert

As you undoubtedly know, the William and Lottie Daniel Foundation
has made a magnificent pledge to the Endowment and Trust of the
UAHC which will establish an Endowment Fund to be named: The
William and Lottie Daniel Outreach Program, the proceeds of which
will maintain the William and Lottie Daniel Department of
Outreach within the UAHC.

The pledge was signed, sealed and delivered at the Board meeting
this weekend and was, of course, accepted by the Board of
Trustees. Dru, you will now have to change your letterhead to
include the Daniel's name, a la our Department of Synagogue
Manangement which bears the names of Ida and Howard Wilkoff. I
am not certain if your letterhead and all materials published by
Outreach should include the designation of the Outreach Program
or the Department of Outreach. That should be determined and

then proceed to make the necessary changes.

Alex also felt that we should create some kind of an artistic
citation to be placed in the Outreach Department. This could be
in the form of a metal plaque or a very artistic and elegant

certificate which can be properly framed and hung.

The Outreach division is exceedingly fortunate to have two such
beautiful people as William and Lottie Daniel underwrite your
critical work. You should try to keep them informed of the
Department's work and certainly see that they are invited to all

of your programs.



April 2, 1992
28 Adar II 5752

Mr. Richard England
Hechinger

1616 McCormick Drive
Landover, MD 20785-5372

Dear Dick:

Thank you so much for sharing your thoughts on the UAHC
moving into missionary work among non-affiliated non-Jews.
As you might surmise, I agree with you fully. After all, if
we have no mission, people will suspect that we have no
message.

I have no doubt that we will eventually move into such
activity. And you may be certain when we do it will be in a
"soft-sell"™ manner. We rarely, if ever, use high pressure
tactics!

With warm regards to you and Lois, from Rhea, too, I am

Sincerely,

Alexander M. Schindler
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Rabbi Alexander Schindler, President TNy W
Union of American Hebrew Congregations ‘ W\

838 Fifth Avenue
New York, NY 10021-7064

Dear Alex:

I heard you speak at the Biennial Convention in Baltimore. The
enclosed column has reminded me to write you.

Not only do I agree with your point of view, but I recommend
going further than you have suggested. If Reform Judaism is
such a good product, why don't we try to sell it? First to the
Jews of the world, and then to everyone else. Why is it a sin
to sell a good idea? The Mormons do it in a big way. Many
Christian sects are very active in their missionary work.
Muslims never stop trying to sell their beliefs worldwide. I
do not understand why we need to be so shy, reticent, and timid
about telling the world of the beauties of our faith.

My only caution would be that we refrain from high pressure
tactics in any respect. However, I can see nothing wrong with
a worldwide effort to "soft sell" our faith. My best wishes to
you.

Warmly,

| <
i }
Aeh



MEMORANDUM

January 28, 1992

FROM: Edith J. Miller

TO: Dru Greenwood
COPY: Melvin Merians, Rabbi Alexander Schindler,

Rabbi Daniel Syme, Harris Gilbert, Arthur Grant,

Ellyn Geller, Joseph Bernstein and Rabbi Allen Kaplan

I am glad that Allen took the time to give vou a report on what
transpired at the New York Federation Outreach Seminar last

Sunday. It really was a wonderful program.

Since I was at the table where the discussion of non-Jewish
membership arose, I want to-tell vou that while I was distressed
that a congregation permits membership for a non-Jdew - - and in
this instance it was not a case of a non-Jewish spouse - - I was
even more upset bv the attitude of others around the table. They
really seemed not to think anything wrong to have svnagogues be

open to anvone who wishes to join.

I also had two people speak to me about the "Union's mixed
message" on rabbinical officiation at interfaith marriages. My
response to the people who spoke with me was that this is a
rabbinical decision, that I certainly did not view the Union's
openness as sending a mixed message, but it was a matter for

determination by the individual rabbi according to his/her

conscience.

Be that as it may, I really write this memo onlv to underscore
the importance of the response to the matter of synagogue

membership.



MEMORANDUM |

From RABBI ALLEN S. KAPLAN ‘ Date JaN. 27, 1992

To DRU GREENWOOD

Copies Melvin Merians, Rabbi Alexander Schindler, Rabbi Daniel Syme,
Harris Gilbert, Arthur Grant, Ellyn Geller, Joseph Bernstein
and Edith Miller.

On Sunday, January 26th, the New York Federation of Reform
Synagogues, had a most successful Outreach Conference. In
spite of the snowfall there was a record attendance.

While everyone who attended was almost unanimous in their
appreciation of our work, there was a workshop on membership
that produced a discordant note. The problem is that of
membership in the synagogue. Temple Beth Am of upper
Manhattan, under the leadership of Rabbi Margaret Wenig, gives
membership to everyone who requests to join. One of their
members, a single young man who is not Jewish, nor does he
intend to become Jewish, made the statement that one does not
have to be Jewish to be a full member of a synagogue.

After a long discussion about membership for non-Jewish spouses
who intend to raise their children as Jewish and the question
of affiliate membership for potential Jews by choice, the Union
was accused of giving mixed signals and messages.

Several years ago Rabbi Schindler mandated the Commission on
Synagogue Management to study this issue. I believe that we
cannot wait much longer without responding to the particular
issue dealing with synagogue membership. I would hope that
you would make this an agenda item for the Commission on
Outreach.

Thank you.

Wl

RAK/hh

Union of American Hebrew Congregations
838 FIFTH AVENUE, NEW YORK, N.Y. 10021 (212) 249-0100
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RABBI ALEXANDER M. SCHINDLER g UNION OF AMERICAN HEBREW CONGREGATIONS
PRESIDENT 838 FIFTH AVENUE ~ NEW YORK, NY 10021-7064  (212)249-0100

VIA FAX/ 7 pages

October 14, 1991
8 Heshvan 5752

From: Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler

Po2 Allan B. Goldman, Esdg.

I’m enclosing David Belin’s response to your letter since
you hadn’t received it when we spoke. My copy arrived some
days ago and a reading will indicate to you, as it did to
me, it is obviously a lot of hog-wash.

Compare if you will, the money which is given to Social
Action as against that which is spent for our more
substantive programs of outreach, the unaffiliated,
education, youth , camps, etc. At our Biennials, too, Al
Vorspan may make a Social Action keynote but what about Dan
Syme’s speech which invariably focusses on non-Social Action
issues. Further, my president’s messages are devoted almost
exclusively to the non-Social Action areas of our work.
Perhaps one out of every ten recommendations is in that
realm.

It seems that David is so blinded by his disdain for social
action that he does not see the truth. He sees what he
wants to see. Thus, there is no sense in getting into a
lengthy and bitter exchange with him.
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Allan B. Goldman, Esq.

Katten Muchin Zavis & Weitzman
2029 Century Park East, 2nd Floor
Los Angeles CA 90067

Dear Allan:

Your September 17 letter arrived at the same time I received a letter from Dan Schechter,
which began with the sentence: "Your paper on survival issues should be ‘must reading’ for
all of the Executive Committee..." Other Trustees have also written me and said they
shared my fundamental concerns about the political actions priorities of the UAHC.
Obviously, different people have differing views.

Allan, I very much appreciate your taking the time to write to me in such detail
Accordingly, I will take some time to respond. However, instead of commenting on all of
the points you raised, I will highlight three areas where I believe political action issues are
given top priority. Within the next week or so, I hope to write a second letter pinpointing
the issue of rabbinic officiation because not only is your September 17 letter inaccurate in
its references to me, but I think it evidences a lack of understanding of my overall
perspective, which goes far beyond the issue of whether rabbis should or should not
officiate at intermarriages. I think that is the wrong question to ask, and I think that all
questions in this area have to be put in the context of what I call the demographic
revolution in the American Jewish community where half, or more, of our community is
unaffiliated and half of all born Jews who have married since 1985 have married people not
born Jewish, with the highest percentage being among people raised in the Reform
Movement (62%). I will save any further comments in this area for my next letter.

In looking at the overall issue of UAHC priorities, the starting point is to recognize that
one of our top three officers, our wonderful Al Vorspan, puts the great majority of his time
(at one time he has said approximately 90%) in the realm of social action. It seems to me
that if Jewish continuity and survival were a top priority, we would also have one of our top
UAHC officers putting the great majority of his time on issues relating to unaffiliated Jews
and reaching out to intermarried Jews and their families.

However, as you know, there is no other top officer of the Union who spends the great
majority of his time on such areas as outreach to intermarried families and outreach to



Allan B. Goldman, Esq.
September 30, 1991
Page 2

unaffiliated Jews. (I do not say "his or her time" because notwithstanding our "social
action" resolutions for equal rights for women, there are no outstanding women who are
full-time officers of the UAHC, but this is another area which I will reserve for future
discussion.)

I think it is very indicative of UAHC priorities that when it was announced that Al Vorspan
was to retire and a new officer would be elected, the first person with whom informal
discussions were undertaken was David Saperstein, who decided he did not want to move
to New York. David Saperstein, of course, spends almost all of his time in the social action
arena, and if he had taken Al Vorspan’s place, no doubt he would have continued to spend
the great majority of his time in this area.

The officer’s position was then offered to Eric Yoffie, who will have Social Action as a
princigal area of responsibility. Eric, of course, is a most talented individual, but I question
the whole concept of having one of the top three officers at the UAHC spend far greater
amounts of time on social action than on reaching out to the unaffiliated and reaching out
to interdating couples, intermarried couples, and their children.

Related to this is the priority of political action issues at Biennial conventions. Certainly, at
the 1991 Biennial, when Al Vorspan is going to be honored for his many years of
outstanding service to the UAHC, I do not want to raise the issues of political action
Eriority. But I think it is very indicative that at every Biennial in recent years, there has
een a "social action keynote"--not an education keynote, not a spirituality keynote, not an
outreach keynote, not a camping keynote--but a social action keynote. "And the time at
which the keynote occurs is not on the first day of the Biennial, when many delegates have
not yet arrived, nor the last day of Biennial, when many delegates have alrea ty left, but
rather the heart of the Biennial on Sunday morning. These are all examples of the great
priority of the work of the Social Action Commission and the Religious Action Center.

Another example of priority for political action issues relates to the time spent at plenary
sessions in debating resolutions. The great majority of that time--perhaps as much as two-
thirds or three-fourths--involves political action issues. You know, Allan, as I know, that
the practical effect of resolutions passed at UAHC Biennial conventions is minimal in the
real world of Washington. When I have questioned this priority of time in the past, I have
been told that the intensity of debate on these issues draws delegates to the Biennial. My
response is two-fold:

1. I would rather have 1,000 delegates substantively debating issues concerning
reaching out to unaffiliated Jews, officiation at interfaith marriages, making major financial
commitments to expand the number of our summer camtps, and having programs of
outreach to the millions of Americans of no religious preference, as opposed to 2,000
delegates debating whether or not we should have a Panama Canal treaty (as we did at one
Biennial), what the issues are in El Salvador (as we did at another Biennial), etc. Not only
are Jewish survival and continuity issues more relevant to the fundamental purposes of the
UAHC, but I believe that there 1s a lot of wisdom in the collective minds of our delegates
that could be of constructive help to our Movement.
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& In our American Jewish community, there is much overlap and duplication and, I
believe, much waste of energy and effort. There are many other avenues where American
Jews can debate political issues and urge the passage of resolutions. The American Jewish
Committee and the American Jewish Congress are but two. There are also secular
organizations ranging from our major political parties to Common Cause, People for the
American Way, the American Civil Liberties Union, and a number of conservative
organizations. Why should the UAHC expend its precious time in debating political issues
where there are so many other forums where these issues can be debated?

Similarly, at Trustees meetings where there are major issues of debate presented for
consideration by the Trustees, they do not address such areas as the relevancy of the prayer
book in a society where large numbers of constituency do not believe in God, or the
question of how do we bring unaffiliated Jews into the synagogue, or the question of
bringing intermarried couples into Judaism, but rather deal in a disproportionately large
percentage with political issues, such as the Clarence Thomas nomination discussion at the
September Executive Committee meeting or the Gulf War discussion at last December’s
meeting.

I have no objection to your sending 50 pages of written materials in connection with the
Clarence Thomas nomination. Indeed, you are to be applauded for wanting to educate our
Executive Committee with background material on this subject (albeit that I do not think
the material was particularly balanced). What I object to is that there was not included any
background material on any Jewish survival or Jewish continuity issues, and the reason that
there was no background material included was that there was no plan for any debate on
some of these fundamental issues.

This leads into another very critical area: The questions of how to get the most out of a
Board and have the Boardlgmction with the greatest effectiveness. From my experience in
the corporate world, as well as my experience in the non-grofit charitable organization
world, the boards that work the best, that give the most satisfaction to their members, and
that contribute the most to the growth and development of the organization, are the boards
where the members themselves have an opportunity to do much more than just listen.
They have an opportunity to enhance the growth and development of the organization
through participation in thoughtful discussion on fundamental issues.

If you break down the time spent at Trustee meetings and at Executive Committee
meetings between the time spent listening and time spent debating and discussing
fundamental issues, the great majority of time is listening time. I would also suggest that
where resolutions are debated, political action resolutions are far and away the area where
the greatest amount of time is spent. That is the way it has generally been from my
experience since the days of the 1970s. Perhaps that is the way that the majority of the
members of the Board feel, although I know that there are some that concur with my
observations because of oral comments as well as written letters that I have received.

In order to enhance the time available for major gmlicy debate and discussion, I would
consider that we do an overall analysis of how much time Board members spend listening
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to reports that could be submitted in written form and then use the extra time available to
address some of the fundamental Jewish continuity and Jewish survival issues that face our
Movement.

Now let me turn to the question of budget. You wrote about a $16 million budget, but I
believe that figure has to be examined in some detail to understand what our real budget is.
The actual 1990-1991 budget showed total expenditures of approximately $18,500,000, but
$7,200,000 of this involved in-and-out expenses for summer camps. In other words,
$7,200,000 comes in from camping fees, and $7,200,000 goes out in cam operating
expenses. What this means is that the real operating budget of the UAHC should be
viewed, excluding camps. The net figure, excluding camps, for the 1990-1991 year was
approximately $11,300,000.

The 1990-1991 budget for Social Action was approximately $211,000, and the 1990-1991
bud%et for the Religious Action Center was $464,000 (excluding approximately $393,000
for building operating expenses, which supposedly are paid by rent contributions from
tenants. I do not know if the tenants pay for all of the rent contributions, and I would be
interested in getting a detailed breakdown on this). The combined budget for 1990-1991
was approximately $675,000, and the 1991-1992 budget projects an increase.

The total budget of the Education Department, excluding Reform Judaism magazine, is
approximately $700,000. The total budget for Outreach for 1990-1991 is approximately
$438,000 plus $155,000 for regional Outreach Coordinators (almost all of whom are part-
time). The total budget figure for the Task Force on the Unaffiliated for 1990-1991 was
only $119,000. You are correct that Outreach has had the greatest percentage of increase
in the decade of the 1980s, but this is because the Outreach Commission was not
established until after the 1983 Biennial. You may also want to take a look at the proposed
gudget for 1991-92, and I think you will find that the budget for Outreach may have had a
ecrease.

As one examines our overall budget and views priorities, it is clear that we spend
approximately as much money on social action (which includes the Religious Action
Center) as we do on Jewish education, and we spend approximately as much money on
social action as we do on the combination of Outreach to the Intermarried and Outreach to
the Unaffiliated. And when it comes to time at Trustees meetings where we debate issues
and times at General Assemblies where we debate issues, we spend more time on political
action issues than we do on the combination of Outreach to the Intermarried, Outreach to
the Unaffiliated, and Jewish education.

I happen to believe that social action and the Religious Action Center are a very important

art of our Movement and certainly should be part of the programs of the UAHC. But my
If)undamental position is that it is Judaism, itself, that is the fountainhead of the passionate
concern for Jews such as yourself on issues of social justice, and that therefore our first and

rimary objectives must be to insure the survival and continuity of that Jewish tradition.
Rdoreover, since there are so many other forums in which to debate political action issues
and since Jewish continuity and survival is one of the fundamental purposes of the UAHC
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and an area where the UAHC is unique, we should primarily focus on Jewish survival and
continuity issues such as Jewish education, camping, outreach to the unaffiliated, outreach
to the intermarried, spirituality, etc.

Allan, I wholeheartedly agree with you that there is nothing that is more important than
Jewish camps, and the development of programs such as the summer Kallah at Brandeis
University, is most important. Dan Schechter, who was intimately involved in the
development of those programs, also feels the summer Kallah is very important, and that is
one of the reasons he wrote me a letter strongly supporting my September 16 statement.
The camping and Kallah programs fall within tge category of Jewish survival and
continuity--the very kinds of areas where I seek to have the UAI?C give top priority.

I believe, Allan, you really are unfair when you imply that I seek to "denigrate all the good
work that has been done" by the Union. I applaud our good work, including the work of
the Social Action Commission, although I often disagree with the resolutions they propose
and I also believe that the composition of the gocial Action Commission does not
necessarily represent the overall constituency of our Movement. You believe that Clarence
Thomas is "clearly unqualified to assume a position on the highest court in our land." All I
urge is that the issue be debated in one of any number of other forums, and that we should
not be giving political action issues such a high priority at the precious few minutes we have
for debate at our Executive Committee meetings or at meetings of the full Board of the
Trustees.

Allan, you are a person of great discernment and wisdom--a man of commitment--a man of
brilliance. I would look forward to hearing what you and other discerning Trustees of the
Union have to say about what we can do to bring unaffiliated Jews into the fold, to bring
intermarried families into the fold and to debate various issues relating to these problems.

And as we discuss the Jewish survival and Jewish continuity issues, let’s not be afraid to ask
questions, including how many converts to Reform Judaism have occurred? How can we
encourage more converts? How many children that would otherwise have been lost to us
are raised as Reform Jews? Why, in light of our many programs, does the recent
population study indicate a great loss of members to the Jewish community? Is the UAHC
getting their "money’s worth" in allocating $450,000 of funds to Outreach?” Should we have
a program of Outreach specifically directed toward the millions of people with no religious
preference, as Alex Schindler suggested in 19782 How can we reach out to bring
unaffiliated Jews into the synagogue? What can we do to make our synagogue services
more relevant to people, particularly younger people who are showing a tendency to drift
away from their Jewish heritage?

There is another ironic aspect of this whole issue, and that is when Eric Yoffie becomes an
officer of the UAHC, all three of our top officers will be rabbis. Yet, it is a lay person—
David Belin--whom you refer to as a "gadfly"--and not a rabbi who is making the plea for
greater priority to Jewish education, spirituality, and outreach to the unaffiliated and the
intermarried. It is a lay person--not a rabbi--that raises the question of why, at a meeting
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between Rosh Hashanah and Yom Kippur we get 50 pages of material on political issues
and no pages about anything to do with religious or spirituality issues.

Your "gadfly" reference was, to me, very revealing because I think there are others in top
positions of the UAHC who have that same perspective. According to my dictionary, a
gadfly is "a person who repeatedly and persistently annoys others with schemes, requests,
etc." If that is how 1Eeople choose to look upon my calfl for greater emphasis on Jewish
continuity and Jewish survival issues, so be it. However, I would respectfully suggest that
the priorities that I urge are not of recent origin. Rather, they go to the heart of our Torah
and to the essence of the call of our Jewish Prophets  who sought greater Jewish
commitment.

There are many other parts of your letter which I would like to discuss with you, not the
least of which involves the policies of the leadership of the State of Israel and its impact on
the American Jewish community, particularly our youth, but I will save this for when we
next get together--after the Biennial. However, I do have one reﬁuest in light of your
reference to me as a "gadfly." In the event you or any other official of the UAHC have
already distributed copies of your September 17 letter to other members of the Board, or
plan to do so in the future, I would also appreciate your sending a copy of this letter, as well
as a_copy of my original September 16 statement on the need for Jewish survival and
continuity priorities. You might also suggest that I will be following this up with another
letter which will specifically include a discussion of the issue of rabbinic officiation at
intermarriages and send a copy of that letter after you receive it.

I close with appreciation for all of the time and effort you have spent these past four years
as Chairman of the Board of Trustees of the Union of American Hebrew Congreﬁations,
and I extend to you and your loved ones my warm wishes for a very happy, healthy,
fulfilling and sweet New Year.

Best regards. 7 7/?
/- 7
Sincerely, ./ /
74 / i P
v //%/}/ [/

y ’["
¥
David/ . Belin

DWB:cs ;
y

c.c. Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler /
Albert Vorspan
Rabbi Daniel B. Syme
Melvin Merians

d:\jewish\allan.doc
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Hon. Solomon H. Friend

September 17, 1991

David W. Belin, Esq.
2000 Financial Center
Des Moines, Iowa 50309-3909

Dear David:

At yesterday’s Executive Committee meeting I
complied with your request and distributed your paper,
"Giving Jewish Survival Issues Top Priority" to the
members of the Committee prior to the presentation of the
Resolution on the Clarence Thomas nomination by the
Commission on Social Action of Reform Judaism.

I want you to know that it was at my insistence that
the 50 pages of material on the Thomas nomination were
mailed to the members of the Committee. I did not want
a discussion on this topic to occur in a vacuum. &
wanted material that presented both sides of the issue,
just as I have striven to do during the past four years
(one time that I really failed to achieve even-handedness
was last December, when we had Rep. Solarz present the
hawkish view of the Irag matter and we did not have any
contrary point of view presentation).

The distribution of some materials on the one
resolution that was scheduled to come before the meeting
of the Executive Committee obviously does not connote the
priorities of the UAHC. You know better than that!

The UAHC Budget exceeds $16 million. Only a small
portion of that budget is devoted to social action, and
only a small portion of that allocation is devoted to
what you would call "secular political action issues."
It is 1ludicrous to say, based on the allocation of
dollars, that top priority is being given to this area;
in fact, based upon monetary allocations the area of
social action, which arises from our deepest roots in
prophetic Judaism, diminishes year after year in
unfortunate consonance with the disgraceful and shameful
policies of the Executive branch of our government toward
the ©poor, the homeless, the disabled and the
disadvantaged.



David W. Belin, Esq.
September 17, 1991
Page 2

I invite you to look at UAHC expenditures during the
past decade. The most significant increase has been in
the area nearest and dearest to your heart: Outreach to
the Intermarried and the Mixed Married. You were not
present during the afternoon session when two members of
the Committee, including the Immediate Past Chairman of
the Board, strongly and seriously questioned whether the
UAHC and its congregations had gotten their money’s worth
by allocating so substantial an amount of funds to
Outreach. Exactly how many converts to Reform Judaism
have occurred; how many children that would have
otherwise been lost to us are raised as Reform Jews; how
many born Jews have been retained that would otherwise
have left us; why, in light of our many programs, does
the recent population study indicate a great loss of
members?

In your paper you neglect to mention the work of the
Task Force on the Unaffiliated, currently a subgroup of
the Outreach Commission, which is building on the tools
and programs developed in Outreach to reach (hopefully)
those unaffiliated North American and immigrant Russian
Jews of whom you speak. In your paper, when mentioning
our camps (perhaps a more important program of the UAHC
than social action, Outreach or anything else, and the
priority is shown by the fact that almost one-half of our
budget 1is camp-oriented), you neglect to state that
virtually all of them were full this summer. In your
paper you neglect to mention that 235 adults attended our
Summer Kallah at Brandeis University and next year there
shall be two Kallot -- one on each coast; this is a
direct response to the yearning of our adults for
sustenance in prayer, spirituality and Jewish learning.
In your paper you also neglect to mention the pioneering
Rabbinic Aide Program, now on double session, from which
we have already had 65 graduates.

You are "dissenting" from your own straw man. I
think that there are very few leaders of our movement who
disagree with the proposition that our emphasis should be
on youth, camping, education, religion, and retention.
It so happens, as recent studies indicate, that our youth
and many of our adults are still imbued with the
prophetic fires of social action -- thank goodness -- and
that unfortunately the policies of the leadership of the
State of Israel have led to disenchantment in that



David W. Belin, Esqg.
September 17, 1991
Page 3

direction. I don’t think that we have buried our heads
in the sand on that issue.

During the years you have raised again and again the
subject of rabbinic officiation at mixed marriages. Six
years ago the Commission on Research polled the delegates
to the Los Angeles Biennial on that subject, and this
year the UAHC Committee on Research has submitted the
same poll to the Biennial delegates. The poll did not
come out as you or I would have liked it to six years
ago; let’s see what happens this time.

Look again at the Agenda of the Executive Committee
meeting. Three items dealt with UAHC finances (MUM,
Treasurer, FRJ), three items dealt with "political"
issues (Thomas, Loan Guarantees, WZO Election/ARZA), and
no less than sixteen items dealt with the very subjects
that you said we should be considering and discussing:
my remarks to the Board, Rabbinic Recruitment, Biennial
Program, CCAR, Congregational Heritage Preservation,
Summer Youth Programs, Camp Harlam Report, Task Force on
Professional Needs, HUC-JIR, Report on the World Union,
Commission on Reform Jewish Outreach, Religious Living
Kallah at Brandeis, Commission on Synagogue Music, NFTS,
NFTB, and ACC (an agenda matter added after you left).

David, you are as wise as you are brilliant. But
you have often called yourself a gadfly. I hope that you
are not permitting your gadflyness to cloud your sight
and blind you to what the UAHC is trying to accomplish
and to where the UAHC has set its priorities. That
certainly appears to me to be what you have done, because
of the red herring on which you have focused attention in
your paper. We are not going to be successful in
everything that we do. As I said in the Long Range
Planning Report four years ago, one of our greatest
challenges is to recognize where we have failed or where
we have finished our job, sunset those efforts, and move
forward elsewhere. But please don’t denigrate all the
good work that has been done and all of the
accomplishments that have occurred because of pique over
a Commission on Social Action proposal (which is in
itself an exercise in futility, but which at least
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addresses the qualifications of a person clearly
unqualified to assume a position on the highest court in
our land).

May you and your loved ones have a good year.
///Qm,,
///(c
Allan B. Goldman, Chairman
Union of American Hebrew Congregations

ABG:beh

cc: Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler
Mr. Albert Vorspan
Rabbi Daniel B. Syme

Mr. Melvin Merians
<:\1521\00000\00000-0\itr\dwb917



MEMORANDUM

DATE: July 17, 1990

FROM: Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler
TO: Mel Merians

COPY: Lydia Kukoff

When I was in England recently, I learned to my pleasant
surprise, that the widow of Pastor Niemoller converted to
Judaism. He is the pastor of anti-Nazi acclaim and a famous
saying is attributed to him, although no one knows whether he
actually said it or not ("When they came for the Jews, I kept
quiet because I was not a Jew; when they came for the
homosexuals, I kept quiet because I was not a homosexual; when
they came for the Communists, I Kept quiet because I was not a
Communist; etc. etc. Then they came for me and there was no one

left to stand by my side and help me.")

The converting Rabbi was Albert Friedlander. He has some
wonderful correspondence from her. I thought you might be
intrigued to hear this and it may give you heart to pursue

Article V of my orginal Outreach Proposal.

With warm good wishes.

P.S.: I am glad that you had a successful committee meeting.



g Rabbi Schindler X(@))}/ K
From: Edie Miller [Lﬂ/ﬂ

When I telephoned the outreach office for Stepping stones material,
they indicated that if Shelly could plan to be present, it would
be best for him to attend the Denver Stepping Stone orientation
program earlier next week. Thus, I telephoned Shelly and told him
about the Denver program. Unfortunately, he is unable to attend.

Therefore, I told him to talk to his Regional Director, Paul
Menitoff to discuss his plans for the Temple Society of Concord
Stepping Stone Program. Since I have to speak with Lydia today,
I will also tell Lydia of Shelly's letter and put her in touch with
him. Shelly was grateful for my call and ask me to send you hlS
warmest regards. T



helidon Epuing, D. lllin.

Senior Rabbi

TEMPLE SOCIETY OF CONCORD

910 Madison Street
February 20, 1290 SYRACUSE, NEW YORK 13210

B1G . $O5, T~

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler
President

Union of American Hebrew Congregations
838 5th Avenue

New York, N. Y. 10021

Dear Rabbi Schindler,

Along with a number of the members of my
congregation I returned to Syracuse both
excited and motivated by the New Orleans
Biennial. Now, a few months later, some of
that thrill has come to fruition with my
congregation’s accepting one of the programs
you suggested in your Biennial charge.
Beginning next year, for a trial period of
two years, my congregation will be offering
free membership to all previously
unaffiliated families in our community. We
hope that the program will be as successful
here as you suggested in your talk. As you
said, "it costs us nothing to try."

I would appreciate any programming material
you are able to send me on the "Denver
Stepping Stone" Program. Although we will
not be able to adopt it totally, a similar
opportunity will be offered to my Religious
School children’s parents.

My last evening in New Orleans I enjoyed the
opportunity to get to know Edie Miller.
Please give her my fondest regards.

May the Union continue to go from strength
to strength under your guidance.

Most cordially,
stdly
Rabbi Sheldon Ezring. D.Min.

cc: Rabbi Paul Menitoff



COMPARISONS OF SELECTED JEWISH PRACTICES: 1981 AND 1991

Percentage Answering "Yes" Hou1sge?11oldsm * Houis?eziolds_ Bt
(700,000) (638,000)
Bitua! Practice
Attends a Seder 89 % 91 %
Lights Hanukkah Candles 76 81
Fasts on Yom Kippur 67 66
Lights Shabbat Candies 37 43
Uses Two Sets of Dishes 30 25
Handles No Money on Shabbat 12 17
Organizationat Affiliation
Synagogue Membership 40 39
YMHA/JCC Membership 13 15
Contributed to Secular Charities 60 68
Contributed to Jewish Charities —— 65

Contributed to UJA—Federation 26 36



Comparisons of Jewish Denomination of Adult Jews

— by Year
New York
1981 1991
Orthodox | 183 . 142
Conservative 35 33.1
Reform 29 34.2
Other: 23 18.9

TOTAL | 100 % 100 %




UJA-FEDERATION ~ 1991 POPULATION STUDY

Religion of Spouse

Table 4.3

RELIGION OF FIRST SPOUSE:
BY YEAR OF FIRST MARRIAGE*

Year of First Marriage

Born Jewish

Convert to Judaism

Gentile

Gentile Spouse

Qverall

Excluding New York

Pre—1965 1965-1974 1975-1984 Since 1985
(406,000)  (156,000)  (138,000) (95,000)

New York Area

94.5 % 84.6 % 73.9 % 73.6 %
1.0 2.0 2.0 1.2
4.5 13.4 24.1 25.1

100 % 100 % 100 % 100 %

National
4.4 19.7 39.5 46.6
5.0 21.0 40.7 46.9

* Based on "perfect cases®, in which people consider their religion of birth, religion ¢
upbringing and current religion to be Jewish. The data are based on the response
of a reference person within each household, and these percentages are then app
to the total number of "perfect cases* estimated in the population.

ch4-3
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UJA—-FEDERATION 1681 POPULATION STUDY
Tabla 2.1

RELIGICUS PRACTICES BY AGE, GENERATION, LUIFECYCLE AND GENDER

AGE

Percentage Anawering “Yes® TOTAL 18-34  35-49 50+

' 3006)  {320,000) (332,000) (456,000)
Sdtends Passover Seder (1} % 84 % B3% 89 %

;iﬁhuﬂanunmh candles 86 86 81
;lwerhasa Christmaes tres 81 7 80
;usomilyfasls on Yom Kippur (3) 72 67 65
. Iﬂlems Synagogue on high holdiays {3) 63 58 61
3 Lights Shabbat candles {1) “ 48 50
}\ﬂnnded Purim celebration (2} 35 40 29
tbao separate dishes for milk and meat 29 24 27
; I!d.'lendtad Holocaust commemoration {2) 18 21 27
%dhsnomoneyon Shabbat (3) 24 18 16
Gelobrated lsrao Independence Day (2) 16 22 18
'MendssVnugomemem (%)) 18 15 15
r'umon Fast of Esther {3) 17 10 6
{1)"Sometimes, usually or always"
gifé'm'“fi"m&m All other practices were asked about housahold as a whole.

ch2-1
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UJA—-FEDERATION 1891 POPULATION STUDY
Table 2.2

JEWISH SOCIAL TIES AND ISRAEL TIES
BY AGE. GENERATION, LIFECYCLE AND GENDER

i CHILDREN o
AGE GENERATION IN GENDER
Thidf  HOUSEHOLD .
18—-34 35-49 50+ First  Second Fourth Yes No Male Female
Percentage Answering “Yes" {328,000) (332,000) (456,000) * syt s e o Si ke,
Jawish Social Ties

Most of My Close Friends are Jewish ST % 61 % % 5% 715 B4% 68% 61% 61% 66

Regularly Reads Any Jewish Perlodicals
Adult Jewish Education in Past Year 26 , 26 28 34 : 32 . 21 34 24 24 29
& Speaks Hebrew 36 28 - 17 : - 33 23 30 | 23
Speaks Yiddish 20 28 60 2 w0 a7 a7
(srael Ties |
" Has Close Friends or Family in Israel 47 42 44 51 42 45 'f:' e 44
Has Ever Been 1o srael 40 37 48 42 42 4! 2 43
Someone Pians to Visit israel in 3 Years 44 35 36 40 39 PR
Speaks Hebrew 36 28 17 3s 23
20 21 16 23 17

Has Seriously Considered Living in Israed

| ch2—2

P

JJ



UJA-FEDERATION 19291 POPULATION STUDY
Tabie 2.3

JEWISH ORGANIZATIONAL AND PHILANTHROPIC AFFILIATION
BY AGE, GENERATION, LIFECYCLE AND GENDER

CHILDREN
AGE N
i HOUSEHOLD
Percentage Answering “Yes® < TOTAL - 18-34  35-49 50+ Yes No
{1,116000)  (326,000) {332,000) {456,000}
Organizations: 4
* Household has synagogus member % 43 % 44 % 43 % 54 % 39 %
* Household has a dues—paying JC.C
of YMHA member 15 17 16 22 4
Household has a J.C.C. participant 27 31 28 36 26
* Befongs to at feast 1 other Jawish !
organlzation 20 25 34 20 25
* Volunteered for Jewish organiration
in past year 26 29 26 35 23
Total Organizational Affiliation (1) 50 57 62 68 56
Philanthroples:
Household contributed to Jewish 53 62 7 .14
Charlty In 1990
Household contributed %o UJA—~
Federation In 1990 21 30 48 20 36
Organizationat and Philanthropic :
Affiiation {2) 63 T2 64 ix B9 J0: 6o EL

1} Organizational afifation Is bassd on 1o eny of the stamed #em
52; WIN%M“M&WmmmMmMMgbmmmMﬂdﬁlnellduUJA-Fodmﬂondmg).

ch2-3
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UJA-FEDERATION 1981 POPULATION S8TUDY
Table 2.0

JEWISH BACKGROUND EXPERIENCES OF ADULTS
8Y AGE, GENERATION AND GENDER

AGE GENDER
OTA 18-34  35-49 50+ ‘First Fourth  Male  Female
.116,000) {320,000) (332,000) {456,000 :
Percentage Answerlng *Yes e
Recelved Formal Jewish Educatlon as a Child 5% 79 % 74 % 73 % B7%  64%
Hada Bas/Bat—Mitzvah or Confirmation 62 54 45 85 24
f’anlc'patad in Activilies Supporting israel or I
- 1 Soviet Jewry 48 47 51 5¢ a7
- Attended or Worked at a Jewish Summer Camp 45 al 17 at 3t
t
Belonged 1o a Jewish or Zionlet Youth Group 38 30 20 27 S0
1
Attended a College~level or Adult Jewish Studies
. Course : 31 28 23 24 3t
- Participated In Jewish College Activiios ke Hikel -~ 29 90 2 16 23 23
> | < ies
 Pasticipated inan Organized Educational Tipto =~
i Israel S T § 16 " 13 " 15

&



Table 2.9
BACKGROUND EXPERIENCES AND CURRENT RELIGIOUS PRACTICES

Background Experionces

Organized
Jowlsh Caollege Educational
BarfBat Summer Jewish Tilp to
Current Practices TJOTAL Mitzveh Camp Studles lsrael
(54%) $B31%) (27%) {13%)
Peccentage Answering “Yes®
f-4
Attends Passover Seder (1) 92 % 3 5 7 8
Lights Hannukkaeh candies B4 2 7 10 8
Haver has a Chrisimas tree 83 1 4 1] "
Pereonally fasts on Yom Kippur {3} g8 8 14 17 20
Attonds Synagogua on high holidays () 61 s 11 22 20
Lights Shabbet Candies (1) 47 1 1 23 2t
- Attended Purlm cefabration (2) 34 2 15 24 17
lﬂ Uses ssparate dishes for mik and meat 27 1 1 18 18
. Attended Holocaust commemoration (2) 22 1 7 18 20
]
, Handles No Money on Shabbai (3} 16 1 1 t7 t4
" Calobmated lszaeli Independance Day (2) 19 2 8 1 20
. Atlends Synagogue weekly (3) 18 3 10 18 1”7
© Fasts on Feat of Esther (%) 1o 2 1 t4 ; : 9
" Average Added Value 2 1o T 15

-
L

(1) “Somethnes, usuaky or always"
é During the pasi year
! Asked of respondent only. All other practices were asked about housshold as a whole.
1
HOW TO READ THIS CHART:
ihi,mwnmwldompmmwhocdaofmqw\cytomnmllohmmnpuclbod(oolumnonﬂiod'l‘aul'j.
'!h-lMhhmkgmmdmkmmhﬁdmhbpdmm.mwlﬂ\hpmnm.‘dhdtlpopulnbn
thed has had each background experience. The figurea In the body of the table represent the number percentage polints
. thal each partcular background experience adds to sach behavbor. For instance, Table 8 shows that 82% of the adult
s popuhﬂunmtomhmncfddsuﬂchMu?ﬂnm&dﬁr.wﬂmhmmmnm:mhm
"J, Mﬂudﬁﬂmhmmmutmhwwompohhbﬂ%.
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UJA—-FEDERATION 1991 POPULATION S1UDY
Table 2.10

BACKGROUND EXPERIENCES AND CURRENT SOCIAL AND ISRAEL TIES

Background Expesiences

_ Organized
= Educational
Tripto
: Current Ties TOTAL to Israel
* Percentage Answering “Yes® RSN
G
1 Jewish Soclal Ties
Most of My Ciose Friends are Jewish 63 18
Regularly Reads Any Jewish
Periodicals 39 26
Adult Jewish Education in Past Year 27 25
Speaka Hebrew 26 : % 26
B 5 L)
Speaks Yiddish 37 i §§ 0
t53 EitEC Y
tssael Ties ’{ i
I
Has Close Friends or Family in (srael 45 ' 18 2
Has Ever Been to Israel 42 i NA
Someone Plans to Visit Israslin 3
Years as 27
Hes Serlously Considered Living in e
: Israel 19 e 6
Average Added Value i 19
HOW TO READ THIS CHART _
| The current Jewlsh social and lsrael ties are listed in order of frequency from most to least often practiced {column entitied "Total).
The Jewish background experiences are listed across the top of each table, along with the percentages of the adult population that
has had each background experience. The figures in the body of the tabie represent the number of percentage points thet each

Himmasin

eyl
-

D it P R

particular background experiance adds to each behavior. For instance, Table © shows that 63% of the aduit population
indicates thet currently “most of my close friends are Jawish”, and that for people who recelved a formel Jewish education
as children, the percentage of people wha say that most of their close friends are Jewish incraeses by eight percentage points (o 71%.

- ch2—-10
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Table 2.11
BACKGROUND EXPERIENCES AND CURRENT AFFILIATIONS

Background Experiences

Organized
Jewish Educational
Summer Trip to
Current Affiliations Camp Israel
Percentage Answering *Yes® {31%) {13%)
_ Osganizations:
{‘ * Household has synagogue member 12 24
i [ * Househoid has a dues—paying J.C.C.
) f member 5 7
" Household has & J.C.C. participant 8 12
* Belongs to at least { Jewish
organization [’} 2
. * Volnteered for Jewish arganization
@ in past year 12 16
| ':'ohl Orgenizational Affiliation (1) 12 20
Philanthropies:
i, 41 Household contributed to Jewish
i Charity in 1890 o 18
%} Household contributed o UJA—
i Federation in 1990 4 20
: Organizational and Philanthropic
" K Affiliation {2) 7 14

'y

L )] Organizational affiliation Is based on a "yes® to any of the starred item
(2} Organizational and Philenthropic affiliation is based on organizational affiliation plus giving %o Jewish charities (which includes UJA—Federation giving).
HOW TO READ THIS CHART
P ﬂnmmdﬁhﬂommlbladhomaﬁaquencyﬂommoﬂmmtommpmﬂced(cohnmmtillod"Toian.
mmmmmmmmmmpumnmmmmoWamm
population thet has had each background experience. The figures in the body of the table represent the number of
L percentage peints thet each particular background experience adds to each behavior. For instance, Table 10 shows
¥ Md&%dlﬂoadﬂpowlaﬂmeomeaﬁomhwseho&whichommnmnm:emember.amdmatforpaophm
moelvednbMMMnud\HmmmmWMMbmwmmthb%

i eha—11

1

K-
!

9/



UJA-FEDERATION 1991 POPULATION STUDY
RITUAL OBSERVANCE BY BACKGROUND EXPERIENCES

NUMBER OF

BACEKGROUND EXPERIENCES (4)

Percentage Answering "Yes" None 1 el 3=5

(181,000) (379,000) (285,000) (271,000)

Attends Passover Seder (1) 9 % 90 % 96 % 98 %

Lights Hannukah candles 70 81 88 94
Never has a Christmas tree 73 80 84 92
Personally fasts on Yom Kippur (3) 47 61 74 86
Attends Synagogue on high holdiays (3) 45 51 66 84
Lights Shabbat candles (1) 35 38 47 67
Attended Purim celebration (2) 22 26 34 3
Uses separate dishes for milk and meat 16 20 26 45
Attended Holocaust commemoration (2) 12 17 20 39
Handles no money on Shabbat (3) 11 14 18 33
Celebrated Israeli Independence Day (2) 10 14 16 36
Attends Synagogue weekly (3) 7 9 16 32
Fasts on Fast of Esther (3) 3 5 10 23

(1) "Sometimes, usually or always"

(2) During the past year. :

(3) Asked of respondent only. All other practices were asked about household as a group.

(4) Experiences include: (1) received formal Jewish education as a child; (2) attended or worked at Jewish
summer camp; (3) belonged to Jewish or Zionist youth group; (4) participated in Jewish college
activities like Hillel; (5) participated in an organized educational trip to Israel.

ritual




UJA-FEDERATION 1991 POPULATION STUDY

JEWISH SOCIAL TIES AND ISRAEL TIES
BY BACKGROUND EXPERIENCES

NUMBER OF
dim=r  BACKGROUND EXPERIENCES (1)
; “Nome 1 2 3<5

000) (181,000) (379,000) (285,000) (271,000)

Percentage Answering "Yes"

Jewish Social Ties

Most of My Close Friends are Jewish % 53 % 58 % 67 % 74 %

Regularly Reads Any Jewish Pericdicals 25 32 40 59
Adult Jewish Education in Past Year 15 18 26 47
Speaks Hebrew 8 16 26 53
Speaks Yiddish 31 40 39 34
Israel Ties
Has Close Friends or Family in Israel 35 36 46 61
Has Ever Been to Israel 22 32 44 67
Someone Plans to Visit Israel in 3 Years 31 33 a4 64
Speaks Hebrew 8 16 26 53
Has Seriously Considered Living in Israel 12 12 16 37

(1) Experiences include (1) received formal Jewish education as a child; (2) attended or worked at Jewish
summer camp; (3) belonged to Jewish or Zionist youth group; (4) participated in Jewish college
activities like Hillel; (5) participated in an organized educational trip to Israel.

tie—back



UJA-FEDERATION 1991 POPULATION STUDY
AFFILIATION BY BACKGROUND EXPERIENCES

NUMBER OF JEWISH
BACKGROUND EXPERIENCES (3)
None 1 2 3-5

(181,000) (379,000) (285,000) (271,000)
Organizations:

* Household has synagogue member 23 % 35% 48 % 63 %

* Household has a dues—paying J.C.C. or

a YMIA member 11 12 18 24
Household has a J.C.C. participant 21 23 30 42
* Belongs to at least 1 other Jewish organization 16 19 27 42
* Volunteered for Jewish organization in
past year 15 19 28 43
Total Organization Affiliation (1) 33 31 45 51
Philanthropies:
Household contributed to Jewish Charity in
1990 49 62 68 81
Household contributed to UJA—Federation
in 1990 28 38 39 51
Organizational and Philanthropic Affiliation (2) 64 72 80 89

(1) Or@ngzatfonal affiliation is based on a "yes" to any of the starred item.

(2) Orggmz:auonal and Philanthropic affiliation is based on organizational affiliation plus giving to Jewish chatities
(whxct} includes UJA —Federation giving).

(3) Experiences include (1) ref:cived formal Jewish education as a child; (2) attended or worked at Jewish summer
camp; (3) bclonged to Jewish or Zionist youth group; (4) participated in Jewish college activities like Hillel;
(5) participated in an organized tirp to Israel.

afiliate

TOTAL P.14




MEMORANDUM

June 11, 1993

FROM: Edith J. Miller
TO: Dru Greenwood
COPY: Richard Cohen

You will recall an article which quoted Rabbi Irving
Greenberg as saying that "Reform Judaism is more
radically pro-intermarriage and the Orthodox is more
actively anti-intermarriage." Alex wrote to Greenberqg in
April and again followed up in May when there was no
response forthcoming. The enclosed letter from Greenbérg
was received just a few days ago and I share his response

with you.

W, | |
V7~ Union of American Hebrew Congregations

-~~~ SERVING REFORM JUDAISM IN NORTH AMERICA
~:: 838 FIFTH AVENUE, NEW YORK, NY 10021-7064 (212) 249-0100
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RABBI ALEXANDER M. SCHINDLER g UNION OF AMERICAN HEBREW CONGREGATIONS
PRESIDENT 838 FIFTH AVENUE ~ NEW YORK, NY 10021-7064  (212)249-0100

June 8, 1993
19 Sivan 5753

Rabbi Irving Greenberg
President

CLAL

99 Park Avenue, Suite C-300
New York, NY 10016

Dear Rabbi Greenberg:

Your letter of Mayv 24th addressed to Rabbi Schindler
arrived at his office at a time when he is travelling
extensively in behalf of the Union of American Hebrew
Congregations. I do not expect him to return to his
desk until Julyv.

Your correspondence will, of course, be held for his
return. I write to explain why there will be a delay
in his response to vou and to thank vou for vour
patience with that delav.

Sincerelv,

Marian Brewer
Rabbi Schindler's office
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Rabbi Steven J. Shaw

99 Park Avenue

4 Sivan 5753
May 24, 1993

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler

Union of American Hebrew Congregations
838 Fifth Avenue

New York, NY 10021-7064

Dear Alex,

As Boaz said to Ruth: 'Your latest deed of
kindness is greater than the first'. You not only
gave me the benefit of the doubt by checking the
San Francisco Press citation with me in the first
place but gave me a second opportunity to respond
and clarify, i.e. you truly practiced the principle
of 'judging every person on the side of merit'.

As you might have guessed, despite the quotation
marks, the quotation if far from accurate or
correct -- a sober thought about the reliability of
a free press. Since I spoke from notes, I cannot
quote back the exact words but I can give you the
thrust of what I said. I reviewed the fact that
both sides, i.e. Reform and Orthodox, have some
broad policy guidelines on intermarriage. I
specifically mentioned your principle of 'rejecting
intermarriage but accepting the intermarried’.
But, I pointed out, as the polarization has grown,
wings in each of the movements have taken steadily
more radical positions on this question. For
example, I cited the humanist Judaism position
which comes perilously close to celebrating
intermarriage as well as the growth in people
within the mainstream Reform movement who insist
that any rejection of intermarriage constitutes a
violation of the principle of acceptance of the
intermarried. The corresponding polarization on
the other side is the ultra Orthodox suggestion of
cutting off all contact with Jews who are
intermarried or even subject to intermarriage.
Unfortunately, nuances, distinctions within groups,
etc. seem to get lost when the report -- in fifteen
words or less -- summarizes the argument of a
paragraph or a page.

« Suite C-300 + New York, New York 10016-1599 - 212-867-8888 - FAX: 212-867-8853






Best wishes to you. I am particularly appreciative
of your being 'dan 1l'chaf zchut'. I have gotten
considerably shoddier treatment from people who
purport to be closer to me spiritually or in
friendship.

Sincerely yours,
Irving Greenberg

President

IG/cr
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RABBI ALEXANDER M. SCHINDLER ¢ UNION OF AMERICAN HEBREW CONGREGATIONS
PRESIDENT 838 FIFTH AVENUE ~ NEW YORK, NY 10021-7064  (212)249-0100

May 6, 1993
15 Ivar 5753

Rabbi Irving Greenberg

CLAL

47 West 34th Street

New York, NY 10001

Dear Yitz:

Since -I have not heard from vou in regard to the
enclosed, I am sharing a copy in the event my letter of
April 13th went astray.

With warm regards, I am

Sincerelyv,

Alexander M. Schindler



April 13, 1993
22 Nisan 5753

Rabbi Irving Greenberg

CLAL
47 West 34th Street
New York, NY 10001

Dear Yitz:

Since the comment attributed to you is in quotes, I write to
ask how could it be that you made such a statement? Please
tell me it isn't so!

Warm regards.

Sincerely,

Alexander M. Schindler

Encl.



April 9, 1993
From: Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler
To: Dru Greenwood

CC: Dick Cohen

Please note the enclosed and my response to Yitz Greenberg.
Dick is right, however, there should be a response to the
newspaper(s) and it should come from you.

You might wish to discuss with Dick so pleasgdo so.
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Rabbi predicts Jewish split
but still seeks ‘perfection’

GARTH prKOFF
Bulletin Staff

A prominent American rabbi who predict-
ed the country’s Jewish community would be
hopelessly fractured by the year 2000 now
forewarns that such a schism is happening
even faster than he originally thought.

Noted author, philosopher and modern
G'rthodox Rabbi Irving “Yitz” Greenberg
prophesied eight years ago that American
Jews. are polarizing themselves into denomi-
nations and that “within decades, the Jewish
people will split apart into two mutually
divided, hostile groups who are unable or
«nwilling to marry each other”

While Greenberg later expressed optimism
that the organized Jewish community had at
least become aware of a growing rift between
the Reform, Conservative and Orthodox
communities, he now feels that “liberal” Jews
are vilifying the Orthodox and that philo-
sophical differences are pushing the move-
ments further apart. That is hastening a divi-
sion, he said, between Jews who observe
halachah (Jewish law) and those who don’t.

“No one wants to hear about it [the split].
I feel disturbed by that}’ said Greenberg, who
was the scholar-in-residence last weekend at
Tiburon’s Conservative Congregation Kol
Shofar, where he spoke optimistically about
“fulfilling the Jewish dream” of perfecting
the world.

During an interview Sunday morning,
however, Greenberg was disheartened about
what he sees as a “continuing disintegration,
which is a reaction to assimilation.” ’

American Jews may love each other but

iritually,” he
ne example is the way “Reform
udaism is more radically pro-intermarriage,
and the Orthodox is more actively anti-
intezmarriage.[ Taking diametrically oppo=
site positions in the intermarriage debate has
pushed Jews not just into different camps,
but has rendered them two fundamentally
different groups of people, said Greenberg,

Another representation of that division, he
said, is the slow and apathetic response of
the organized American Jewish community
to the anti-Semitic riots in Crown Heights
during the summer of 1991.

The riots pitted the Chassidic Lubavitch
Orthodox community against crowds of
Brooklyn African and Caribbean Americans
who screamed anti-Semitic obscenities and
threatened the Chassidim and others with
physical harm.

Mainstream Jewish groups condemned
the riots — some even called them pogroms
— but many of those same groups also said
the Lubavitchers had contributed to the week
of violence and harassment by sequestering
themselves from the black community there.

According to Greenberg, mainstream Jews
felt it important to “show a distance from the
Orthodox” and worse, a “spiritual con-
tempt” for them during the riots that saw the
murder of a Chassidic man after a Lubav-
itcher-driven car killed a black child.

Not showing full and uncompromising
support at the time of the Chassidim is an
example of how different groups of Jews call
each other “sects” when philosophical differ-
ences arise, relegating them to the status of
extremists and pushing them to the margins
of the community.

“Instead of protecting the Chassidim,” the
mainstream community “looked away;” he
said. “Liberal Jews who claim not to be big-
oted and claim to be pluralists sizowed an
emotional hostility to Orthodox jews,” he
said, especially by “not protecting them
when they are in trouble.”

That seems especially troubling to Green-
berg in light of his wish for Jews to lead the way
toward the elimination of pain and suffering
and the perfection of the world — something
he calls “The Covenant of the Triumph of
Life]” the theme of his weekend lectures.

If Jews are divided among themselves, how
will they lead the way into the Messianic age?

According to Greenberg, Judaism brings
about “the perfection of the world, which

e e A

Photo — Faith Barbakoff

Rabbl Irving “Yitz" Greenberg speaks about the Messlanic covenant between
God and the Jeyls at Tiburon’s Congregatlon Kol Shofar.

really means overcoming poverty and war
and sickness” in small steps rather than in
giant revolutionary leaps that cause humani-
ty great pain and misery, as in Mao Tse-
tung’s China or Joseph Stalin’s Russia.

He said that Judaism, in trying to fulfill its
ultimate “dream” of tikkun olam, is in its
third age, the first two being the biblical age
and the rabbinical age.

While the first Jewish epoch was brought

about by the Exodus and the second by the
destruction of the Temple, the current age
has been ushered in by the Holocaust. And
in this period — a period of “power and
affluence and freedom,” according to Green-
berg — humanity is once again a small step
closer to the perfection of the world.

That is the subject of Greenberg’s forth-
coming book, which, he says, like the new
Jewish age “is still unnamed””
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Dr. Eugene Mihaly ////////////////
HUC-JIR

3101 Clifton Avenue
Cincinnati, OH 45220

Dear Gene:

I always know I can count on you! Many thanks for the
Maimonides responsum to Obadyah. It is just what I was
lookingffor and I am grateful to you.

If I didn't thank you for your helpful comments for my
use in preparing my address to the CCAR Centennfal Con-
ference, please forgive me! I appreciate your taking
the time and trouble to put together your thoughts and
sharing them with me. As always, you provide splendid
insights.

With fondest regards from house to house, I am

Sincerely,

Alexander M. Schindler




HEBREW UNION COLLEGE —JEWISH INSTITUTE OF RELIGION

Cincinnati » New York ¢ Los Angeles * Jerusalem

OFFICE OF DR. EUGENE MIHALY
VICE-PRESIDENT FOR ACADEMIC AFFAIRS 3101 CLIFTON AVE. ¢ CINCINNATI, OHIO 45220-2488

PROFESSOR OF RABBINIC LITERATURE AND HOMILETICS (518) 221-1875

February 28, 1989

Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler

Union of American Hebrew Congregations
838 Fifth Avenue

New York, New York 10021

Dear Alex:

The responsum of Maimonides to Obadyah, the "righteous proselyte,"
has been published in the volume Teshuvot Harambam, edited by Alfred
Freimann, Jerusalem, Mekize Nirdamim, 1934, pp. 40-42, Siman 42. I
am enclosing a copy of the responsum.

As you will note, Obadyah, the "righteous proselyte, etc., etc.",
asked Maimonides regarding the private and public recitation of
blessings and prayers, whether he is permitted to say "our God and

God of our fathers" "Who has sanctified us by His commandments and
commanded us;" and "Who has separated us;" and "Who has chosen us;"
and "Who has caused our forefathers to inherit;" and "Who has

brought us forth from the land of Egypt;" and "Who has performed
miracles for our fathers;" and matters similar to’ these,

Maimonides replies, "You are obliged to say everything as it was
ordained without changing anything, but just as every homeborn among
the Israelites pray, so is it fitting for you to bless and to pray,
whether you pray privately or whether you are the messenger of the
congregation. The essential matter is that Abraham our father
taught all the people...therefore whoever converts until the end of
all generations and whoever unifies the name of God as it is written
in the Torah is the disciple of Abraham our father, may he rest in
peace, and that all are members of his family...with the result that
Abraham our father, may he rest in peace, is the father of all his
kosher descendants who follow in his path, a father to his disciples

and of every proselyte who converts. Therefore you are obliged to
say "Our God and God of our fathers," for Abraham is your father,
etc., etc." He gquotes a number of biblical verses to justify his

position. He also deals with the Mishnah in Bikkurim I.4 (see
footnotes 2 and 5 on page 42).



Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler
Page 2
February: 28, 1989

I have just returned from the meeting of our Board of Governors in
Los Angeles. We very much missed your presence. Allan Goldman,
however, did extremely well in representing you and the Union. His
report was excellent.

Did you ever receive my letter re your Conference sermon?

With warmest greetings and best wishes, I am

oy

As ever,
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Commission on Reform Jewish Outreach

R
UNION OF AMERICAN HEBREW CONGREGATIONS — CENTRAL CONFERENCE OF AMERICAN RABBIS

6300 WILSHIRE BOULEVARD, SUITE 1475, LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90048 (213) 653-9962
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Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler
UAHC

838 Fifth Ave.

New York, NY 10021

Dear Alex,

Thank you for your memo of December 2nd and the article

on children of interfaith marriage. I have indeed seen

the article and agree that we need to address ourselves

to this issue. In fact, the Commission has determined

that children of interfaith marriage are our next target
population. We have determined to conduct some exploratory.,
fact-finding programming later this year. We all agree

that this is a very important area for Outreach.

Egon Mayer spoke with me this summer about Robin Margolis
and the group which she intended to begin. Ms. Margolis
had been in touch with him, seeking his endorsement for
her endeavor. He told me all about the group and he also
expressed his grave reservations about her personally

and about her own "agenda". She impressed him as being
very angry and unwilling to work with anyone. Altnough
he is very concerned with reaching out to offspring of
interfaith marriage, Egon did not want to be seen as endorsing
Ms. Margolis' endeavor, since he is quite uncomfortable
with her personally and with her feelings of antagonism
toward the organized Jewish community. I will be happy
to contact her. I will be careful to do it in such a

way that she will not construe it as expressing support
for Parevah.

I received calls from several Rabbis who had been contacted
by Ms. Margolis. They were extremely concerned about

what she was trying to do and very reluctant to support
her. They were relieved to learn that the Commission

would next be embarking on programming for offspring of
interfaith marriage.

Bovid W, Bekin I will keep you posted as to any developments. Ben and
Co-Chairman I both send you, Rhea and the children our love and best

Rabbi Steven Foster
Director wishes for happy and healthy 1986.
YLos Angeles

Fondly,

i
an "

\/
Lydia Kukoff
Director

!
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October 3, 1984
7 Tishrei 5745

TO: RABBI PAUL MENIZOFF, RABBI SANFORD SELTZER
FROM: LYDIA KUKOFF
CC: RABBI ALEXANDER SCHINDLER, RABBI LEONARD SCHOOLMAN

I received the memo concerning your projected group for Jewish parents
whose children are married to non-Jews or to partners who have converted.
F,/‘ While I agree that there is a great need for such groups, nevertheless
J\S I must express my deep concern on several counts.

As you know we have been piloting a program in Los Angeles under the
\} 1 auspices of the Commission on Reform Jewish Outreach, for Jewish parents
whose children have married a non-Jew. This program was very carefully
planned Tast year and ran extremely successfully in the spring. We are
aJ currently in the process of evaluating it and continuing the pilot,
prior to replicating it next year, as was mentioned both at the Executive
.Committee and the Commission meetings, We see this as a model for the

movement.

From our evaluation process, we have learned a number of things. Among
them are:

1. This is the most difficult population with which we
have ever dealt. This finding has also been corroborated
by Judy Landau who led such a group in Larchmont.

nN

Extensive training of the facilitator is absolutely essential,
no matter how much experience and awareness one has. The
facilitator must be a trained therapist.

3. The program must be carefully planned in advance, with specific
goals for each session and specific means for reaching those
goals.

4. Rabbis should not be present at the sessions.

Chairman

vi Belin 5
e 5. Parents of those who have married non-Jews and parents of those
o o g e who have married converts should never be in the same group.
Lydia Kukoff
Los Angeles . . . 3
CoDirsctor While you are certainly free to conduct any king of programming you choose
Brookline under regional auspices, I hope that you will reconsider and conduct this one

later in the year when we have the pilot model ready to be replicated.
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OUTREACH IN ACTION

A wedding! With excitement and joyous anticipation, the couple
attends to every detail of the ceremony - an age-old scenerio. But
when love crosses bounds and that couple consists of a Jew and non-
Jew, the anticipation becomes trepidation, and excitement turns to
disappointment when the details of the wedding are discussed.

Inevitably the planning of a mixed marriage ceremony initiates the
question of religious identity. Can one individual convert? If not,
which religious direction will the family pursue? Who will marry
them? What about the children? How shall they deal with holidays,
life events, parents and family?

These and similar issues are being addressed by the Jewish Family
Connection, the Reform Jewish Outreach Committee of Temple Israel in
Boston through support/discussion groups, educational programs, lectures
and its network, a system of contacts to welcome and assist those who
call the Temple for information regarding interfaith marriage.

As an extension of the UAHC's Reform Jewish Outreach Program begun
in 1978 by Rabbi Alexander Schindler, The Jewish Family Connection was
established as a means of reaching out to those who had chosen Judaism,
to the non-Jewish partner in a mixed marriage, and to the parents and
children of the mixed married. Although none of the rabbis at Temple
Israel can officiate at a mixed marriage, they, with the committee,
desire the congregation to be a warm, supportive place such couples
can turn to for understanding, information and participation in Temple
life.

To illustrate Outreach-In-Action, the following story explains what
happens to a couple who calls the Temple for assistance:

Sarah had just passed the Bar exam and seized this cele-
brated event to announce her engagement to Michael. An

only child of Conservative parents, she was pulled between

her love of this Irish intern and the guilt she had fearing
she would be breaking the link with her Jewish heritage.
Although she had the support of her family and agreement of
her -fiance that their children would be reared as Jews, Sarah
was tormented by the thoughts of betrayal and anxieties about
the wedding ceremony, having Jewish offspring bearing the name,
O'Brien, and how she would fit into his large, Catholic family.

Shortly after her announcement, Sarah's parents attended a lec-
about interfaith marriage where Temple Israel's program was men-=
tioned. They urged her to call the Temple where, to her great
relief, she was warmly welcomed by the rabbi, and given the

name of a Committee member who had been in a mixed marriage for
ten years. After a long phone conversation and a subsequent
meeting which turned into a three hour exchange of resources,
suggestions and encouragment, Sarah obtained not only the
information she sought, but a supportive friend as well!

Equipped with these resources, Sarah returned home to share
and communicate with her fiance and families about their
future plans and arranged another meeting for her parents to
chat with the Committee contact about their concerns and
questions. What resulted was an exercise in greater under-

tanding and acceptance by both families who came together
gefore %he wedding in an attempt to bridge ‘their differences.
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Strengthened by this experience, the couple's marriage
has begun on a positive note and the assurance that after
the honeymoon they will return to a continued acceptance
and helping hand from the Temple Israel Community.

This story is but one of many examples The Jewish Family Connect-
ion has been called upon to deal with since its inception last fall.
Its first event, a taped interview of Phil Donahue with Rabbi
Schindler concerning interfaith marriage drew a crowd of over one
hundred interested participants reflecting the wide interest in such
topics. Following this event, a series of support groups began; one
composed of recent Jews by Choice and the other composed of mixed
marrieds and couples considering mixed marriage. By spring, programs
developed for both couples concerned with the effects of interfaith
marriage on children and parents of mixed marrieds. The success of
these efforts speaks of the need for the Jewish community to provide
on-going assistance to those involved in these unions.

Without such programs, many intermarried couples feel isolation
and rejection that can alienate them from religious roots which
might otherwise flourish in more supportive enviornments. One
couple, for example, who lacked such acceptance, strayed from
religious” ties and:discussions until five years into their marriage
when their desire for children blossomed. Then, the issues they
had avoided concerning children surfaced and it was discovered they had
strong disagreement regarding the religious upbringing of their
children-to-be. Parental pressures added to their dilemma leading
them to seek rabbinic counsel. Again, with the resource of a
support group offered by the Jewish Outreach Committee, this couple
was able to meet with others who were discussing the direction they
were exploring for their children's religious education, and found
strength and encouragement to work through their differences. The
enthusiasm of these groups was such that over the summer several
couples met for an informal dinner to continue their network and
developing friendships.

It is the hope of Temple Israel and The Jewish Family Connection
that by reaching out to interfaith couples and welcoming their children
and families many such individuals will be brought into the main-
stream of Jewish life based on the understanding and support they
experience through such vehicles. Indeed when this occurs, Judaism
is enriched and strengthened.

Nancy J. Kleiman, Chairperson of the Mixed Married Committee of The
Jewish Family Connection of Temple Israel, Boston, MA

September 27, 1984



My husband, Ed, and I have been in a mixed marriage for ten
years into which I've brought my Christian upbringing and several
years' training as a Roman Catholic nun, and he, a lifetime of
religious training in Reform Judaism including being both presi-
dent of his youth group and a teacher in the religious school.
Prior to our marriage, Ed had contemplated becoming a rabbi.

We have two sons, Danny, age five, and Samrr, age three, who
were taken to the Mikvah at birth and converted to traditional
Judaism making them the fourth generation of our family to be
members of our Reform congregation.

We chose Judaism as our family's religious expression before
we were married and five years before having children because it
was important for us to have a common source of spiritual nourish-
ment and, to do so, I was able to reach into my Judeo-Christian
roots to find this commonali ty.

After Danny was born, I searched for a way to explain in the
journal I keep for him how we arrived at the choices we made
regarding religion and what effect these decisions might have on
our daily lives. An anology came to me while reflecting on this
meditation from Gates of Prayer, the prayerbook used during

Shabbat services.

I can no more be religious without belonging to a
particular religion anymore than I can talk without
using a particular language.

I explain to Danny that, for me, religion is like a language.
Each of us was born of parents who spoke a particular language and
passed this on to us as an accident of birth. So, too, many of
us learned a religious language used to communicate about God and
matters of the spirit.

I like this analogy because there is no judgment in the concept
of language as a tool for communication. Those who have acquired
several languages can, without diminishing the richness of their
Mother #tongue,redd the same book in different languages with
comprehension and, likewise, converse with those who do not share

their native speech.



Also, there is a development in language just as in one's
religious beliefs. For example, a preschooler has more language
limitations than a college student, yet, they speak and under-
stand the same language. So, too, do we grow in religious devel-
opment through education and experience.

It is in this framework that I explain to our sons that I
retain my Catholic identity in the sense that I am fluent in the
religious language of Catholicism because that is the vehicle my
parents had to teach me about God and matters of the gplrit. To
relinquish this identity would be to deny an integral part of who
I am. As I have grown, I've been exposed to many dialects of both
Christianity and non-Christian beliefs all of which challenge me
to remain open and accepting of differences without losing the
uniqueness of my own identity.

Our children also have unique identities:® they have a Jewish
father, grandparents and family with their history, as well as a
Christian mother, grandparents and family with their history.
They will become fluent in the religious language of Judaism and
the heritage of its People because that is the vehicle we chose
to communicate with them about God and matters of the spirit. As
they grow, they will be exposed to many other religious dialects,
and it is our hope that they will accept the challenge to remain
open and tolerant of differences without losing the uniqueness of
their identities.

Finding a way to talk to our children about religious identity
was an outgrowth of our initial attempt to communicate with each
other and our parents about entering into a mixed marriage and
the effect it might have on our future.- We were aware that although
a marriage union is between two individuals, it has consequences
for both extended and nuclear families; therefore, it was essential
to consider the feelings of others and examine the possible
scenerios that might surface. Afterall, we felt it would be
hypocritical to have religion become a devisive force instead of

the positive attraction that it was for us.



Very early on in our relationship, Ed impressed upon me thé
possible difficulties we might face beginning with parental dis-
approval, non-participation of clergy in a wedding ceremony, and
rejection by a religious community, not to mention the further
complications if we chose to have children.

After many painful and tear-filled sessions of confronting
such issues, we concluded that although we had no idea what
specific problems we may or may not encounter, we did have the
skills for good communication anchored by our love for one another
to face each difficulty one by one.

The first and major issue was that of religious expression and
from a purely practical and mental health point of view, we felt
it would be better for us to choose one primary vehicle of
communication to give strength and unity to our marriage rather
than to go our separate ways. Because it was impossible for Ed to
even consider Christianity as an option, and since I had studied
Biblical theology in my monastic training, I was more comfortable
in choosing Judaism as our common source of spiritual nourishment.

Often I am asked why, if I can commit myself to Judaism so
fully, haven't I converted - an underlying assumption being that
it is just a matter of time that I do. 1In response, I point out
that while conversion may appear to be a simple resolution to the
problem of intermarriage, it does not address the integrity of one
whese very identity reflects one's religious ties and upbringing.
Part of the conversion ceremony requires that a Jew by Choice
acknowledge that all prior religious ties and commitments have
been relinquished - for me, an impossibility. However, in re-
sponse to the reality of my unique situation (having fallen in
love with and married a Jew) I can fully and positively make a
commitment to Judaism within the context of my marriage.

Another major decision that followed from our choice of
religious identity was formal affiliation with the Jewish com-
munity. Would we and could we become part of a Jewish institution?
At the time of our marriage, Ed knew he could not compromise his
rabbis' position not to officiate at our wedding by seeking out



one who would, nor did we choose a ceremony to accomodate everyone.
(From our vantage point now we know that it has taken years of
communication to reach the kind of mutual understanding and accept-
ance that would allow an "ideal" mixed marriage ceremony.) What
we chose was to write our own ceremony and be married privately

by a Justice of the Peace followed by celebrations with each
family in their respective homes. Although we were determined to
create a Jewish home regardless of affiliation, we knew how
difficult that would be isolated from the support of a temple
family. Fortunately, the door on which we knocked was wide open
and we were not only welcomed, but encouraged to participate fully
in temple 1life. Because this Reform congregation was the one in
which Ed was educated, it added the security of family tradition
which cemented our sense of belonging.

Having established religious identity and affiliation, we were
left with the task of translating these choices into our daily
lives. For me this meant beginning my Jewish education both
formally with the study of Hebrew, reading of Jewish texts, and
participating in temple life,and at home, by learning how to bake
hallah, how not to blow out Shabbat candles, and how to prepare
for holiday celebrations. One in particular turned out to have
a profound effect on the way We chose to educate our children
Jewishly.

While unfortunately, we live miles away from my family and
seldom have the opportunity to share in their Christian holidays,
we do live only minutes away from Ed's parents and relatives with
whom we gather for most Jewish celebrations - thus, I'll never
forget my first Jewish Christmas! From our decision to choose
Judaism, Ed and I agreed that the celebration of Christian holidays
had no justification in our home; hence, no wreaths, trees or
tinsel. I am content with this decision since my religious train-
ing allows me to focus on the true meaning of Christian celebra-
tions and beliefs, all of which I enjoy and express privately and
feel respected and supported in doing so. Imagine, then, my shock
and confusion at being invited to Ed's cousin's home on Christmas



to see his uncle dressed as Santa Claus trudging up the drive-
way weighted down by his sack of presents! At first I wondered
if this was staged in my honor only to find out later that many
Jewish homes consider Christmas to be a purely secular holiday or
one of which they do not want their children to feel deprived.

Needless to say, this incident acted as a catalyst for Ed and
me to communicate about how we planned to deal with holidays and
their celebrations with our families. Over the years we have
tried to live Jewishly 365 days a year with weekly Shabbat being
the queen of all holidays so that other celebrations find their
rightful place in the Jewish calendar. This, for example, prevents
the minor holiday of Hanukah from competing with Christmas and
allows us to help our Christian friends and family celebrate their
holidays without denigrating both religions by trying to merge
them or lessen their importance. Naturally this approach presents
a challenge to us as parents to work at develoring strong identi-
ties for our children in a world where being Jewish is a minority
position and being children of a mixed marriage even more so. How-
ever, we feel the effort to help them be comfortable with who they
are will provide them with positive feelings of pride and belong-
ing that will eventually free them to be accepting of others who
are different. By acknowledging these differences instead of
blurring them or rationalizing them away, we hope to further the
cause of respect and appreciation of the plurality among which we
live.

One way we've been greatly helped in forming our children's
Jewish identity has been by books and programs aimed at very
young children before they begin their formal education through
religious school. One program in particular supplies holiday
packets throughout the year addressed to the child and filled
with background material, songs, art and food projects and stories
all of which involve the entire family in preparation for each
celebration. As parents in the secular world, we are constantly
reminded of the importance in child development of those early
years and how children learn from what is going on around them.



Therefore, we feel the same responsibility to initiate religious
training in the home early on in their lives. An indication of
our success came recently when we were reading a book about
people all over the world. One page contained illustrations of
various holiday celebrations. After easily identifying Hanukah,
Christmas, Easter, and Halloween, the boys were asked to identi-
fy the picture of a mother carrying in a platter of turkey to a
festive table surrounded by a well-dressed family to which they
both immediately shrieked, "Shabbat'?

Along with weights and growth charts, our sons' baby books are
filled with memories of their Bris, first Hanukah gelt and Purim
costume, recitation of the four questions and pictures of their
first day of Sunday school. At the same time are accounts of
sharing Christmas with their Grandma and Granddad, helping neigh-
bors trim their trees and find Easter eggs, and preparing for our
annual Christmas day "open house" where all our friends and neigh-
bors gather.

Because our sons are still young, we cannot predict what the
effects of our decision to chose a primary religious language
will be, however, we do know the effect it has had on our family
for the past several years. We know it in the excitement with
which they spread the linen for Shabbat, place the china, cover
the hallah, recite the blessings and sing the songs. We know
when the letter arrives from religious school relating how thrilled
a son is to hear a song he's always sung, a family tradition shared
or to bake a holiday treat he already prepared at home. We see
the pride in their faces when the rabbis call them to the Bimeh to
open the Ark. By the way these moments have enhanced and enriched
our family life already, they alone justify our choice.

It has been said that there are only two things we as parents
can give our children, roots and wings. In developing this
religious dimension, we hope it will form the basis of a strong
identity and foundation for the kind of inner strength that will
prepare our sons to make their own choices in life. And indeed,
if this occurs, we hope to afford them the same respect we ourselves

asked for and received.



A final note must be made concerning this respect which we re-
ceived from our parents, for without it, we would have had an
uphill battle. My mother-in-law often tells me it was luck and
circumstance that allowed our story to be successful, and in many
ways the odds were in our favor. From some observers we hear,
"That's very nice, BUT my son..." Few success stories become so
without hard work and pain. I'm convinced that because our
parents could tell us their concerns and voice their fears without
rejecting us as people we have grown and continue to grow together.

This love has manifested itself on both sides. When my parents
understood how important it was for us that they be present when
our second son was born, they came an entire month before his due
date only to have to leave the day before he finally did arrive -
two weeks behind schedule. After travelling to Pennsylvania for
a previously-planned event, and before leaving for their home in
Florida, they drove back ten hours through the night to stand be-
side my in-laws at the Bris in our home. Likewise, my Jewish
parents demonstrated their loyalty when they went to the local
Jewish cemetery to buy burial plots for us all, and were told I
could not be buried with them. After a family meeting, they re-
turned to purchase all the plots in the non-sectarian section so
that even in death I would not be alone. This kind of love-in-
action is the essence of both religions. It is our hope to pass
on to our children, through the vehicle we have chosen, the

heritage of love we have both received.



v oA
MINUTES OF MEETING OF EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE
COMMISSION ON REFORM JEWISH OUTREACH
April 30, 198£ﬂﬂij,

The meeting of the Executive Committee of the Commission on
Reform Jewish Outreach was held April 30, 1984, at 838 Fifth
Avenue, New York, New York. The following members of the
Commission attended: :

David Belin, Rabbi Steven Foster, Dr. Robert Hess,
Lydia Kukoff, Mel Merians, Rabbi Alexander Schindler,
Rabbi Sanford Seltzer, Rabbi Jack Stern, Jr., Rabbi
Daniel Syme
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FUNDRAISING AND BUDGET

Chairman David Belin reported on a meeting held earlier that
morning with Steve Foster, Lydia Kukoff and Danny Syme in which
overall fund raising and budget matters were discussed for
presentation to the Executive Commitee of the Commission. The
UAHC has increased its overall budget for Outreach by
approximately $200,000. This is in recognition of the fact that
the Outreach Commission is now a full department and also that
Outreach has received enthusiastic support from the Reform Jewish
community.

The total level of funding of Outreach under the UAHC budget
is approximately $300, 000. Most of the additional funds are
projected to be used to. engage regional coordinators on a
quarter-time or half-time basis to have direct delivery of
programs in the regions.

( HEt .

The salary fof a full-time regional coordinator runs in the
vicinity of $25,000, plus health insurance and other fringe
benefits totaling approximately $5,000, plus travel, share of
office expenses, telephone, etc., plus the need of a full-time
secretary to help in the coordination and implementation of

programs.

One of the major problems is that in order to obtain first-
rate people, it is necessary to find individuals willing to make
a career commitment to this work. This, in turn, requires the
assurance of an on-going stream of funds. Various possible means
of raising funds were discussed, including the possibility of
endowment funds for a regional coordinator or a regional
institute and also endowment funds for Introduction to Judaism
programs in particular cities or regions.

There will be a further report on this whole area when the
full Commission meets in the fall. :



MEETING DATES

The next Executive Committee meeting of the Commission will
be on Tuesday, July 31, 1984, from 10 a.m. - 3:30 p.m., at the
House of Living Judaism in New York City.

The full Commission will meet on September 9 from 1 p.m. -
9 p.m. and September 10 from 9 a.m. - 3:30, at the House of
Living Judaism in New York City.

In order to minimize expense for the rabbinic members of the
Commission, it was suggested that the next meeting take place in
the spring of 1985 immediately following the CCAR convention and
in the same place as that convention and that there be another
meeting of the Commission in Los Angeles in the fall of 1985 at
around the time of the 1985 UAHC Biennial."

There was a strong preference for having at least two
Commission meetings each year. However, because of stringent
budgetary limits, the CCAR has said that it can only provide
transportation expenses for its representatives for one meeting
a year, and accordingly efforts will be made to coordinate
Outreach Commission meetings with other meetings where CCAR
members will generally be present. This will be reviewed with the
full Commission in September.

RABBINIC INVOLVEMENT IN OUTREACH

It was agreed that Outreach is one of the top priorities for
the Reform movement, and in order to achieve our mutual goals, it
is necessary to have the enthusiastic involvement and
participation of the membership of the CCAR.

It was urgeﬁ-that the CCAR members of the Commission be
strong advocates for Outreach and meet With other colleagues on a
"one-to-one" basis or in small groups to inform them of new
developments in Outreach and to encourage them to be more active
in the Outreach effort.

In addition, CCAR members of the Commission should do
everything possible to see that Outreach gets on the program at
CCAR regional Kallot.

Ideally, regional CCAR Kallot should feature Outreach. In
those regions where there are UAHC regional Outreach
coordinators, the coordinators should work closely with rabbis in
the region. Steve Foster will follow up on these
recommendations, working with the other rabbinic members of the
Commission. Lydia Kukoff will see if there can be any UAHC
budgetary funds to provide travel expenses for Commission members
to be presenters at CCAR regional Kallot.




There was also discussion concerning the need for having
students at HUC/JIR become more familiar with Outreach, its
crucial importance for the survival of the American Jewish
community, and the particular need for sensitivity to various
aspects of Reform Jewish Outreach. Steve Foster will seek to
begin to pursue a more formal commitment for Outreach with all
three branches of the College. The Committee recognized that the
final determination on matters of curriculum rests with the
College, but the Committee feels it would be appropriate to
communicate to the College on behalf of the Commission the great
need for understanding, training and sensitivity of rabbinic
students to the Outreach program.

Sandy Seltzer will also discuss this with the leadership of
the New York School. The more time and .training that can be
spent with rabbinic students, the greater acceleration there will
be in the overall implementation of the Outreach program.

This in essence forms a part of the "delivery system" of
Outreach--the means of delivery to rabbinic students, primarily
through the College; the delivery system through members of the
CCAR--primarily with individual and small group meetings and with
working on Kallot-retreats; and the delivery system with
congregations, primarily working through the regional Outreach
coordinators.

We will try to help tie things together during each
Biennial.

It was suggested that David Belin immediately contact the
Biennial Planning Committee to make certain that there will be a
major place for Outreach at the Los Angeles Biennial.

| Eloie X .

REPORT ON CURRENT PROGRAMMING

Lydia Kukoff reported on the development of specific
programs related to interfaith marriage. In particular, she
talked about programs for unaffiliated interfaith couples and
programs for affiliated interfaith couples. A grant from the
Wolfson Foundation is making possible the replication of a
program for unaffiliated interfaith couples (The Times and The
Seasons: A Jewish Perspective).

Rabbi Joel Oseran, Judy Aronson and Lydia Kukoff are
designing the format of a two and one-half day training session
in July for facilitators and those who will supervise them on-
site. Selected members of the Commission will be invited to
participate in the training program as observers.



Lydia Kukoff will be making the final decision on possible
sites. Presently, these possible sites include Los Angeles, San
Francisco, New York City, northern New Jersey, Denver, and Boca
Raton.

Lydia will also work to develop a program for affiliated
interfaith couples based on "The Times and The Seasons. . ."
model, including the development of a handbook based on the July
facilitators' training session. Hopefully, the handbook will
encourage and enable congregations to undertake the development
of their own programs for interfaith couples.

It was suggested that there might be a simulated "training
session" for Commission members. X

There was also discussion on the need to create a videotape
on interfaith marriage which will have the same impact as the
videotape, "Choosing Judaism". Among other things, it could be
used as a starting point to lead to synagogue involvement in
issues relating to interfaith marriage and to conversion.

PROGRAMS FOR PARENTS WHO HAVE CHILDREN WHO HAVE MARRIED NON-JEWS

There is a great need to develop and implement programs for
Jewish parents who may have a child who has married a non-Jew.
Currently, a pilot program is being tested in Los Angeles. We
should be working to develop a manual to enable congregations to
offer their own programs for these parents. Ideally, we would
like to have this done by the first part of 1985.

The question was raised whether or not we should create a
videotape for issues relating to these parents. This will be
brought before t#hg Commission.® Obviously, a videotape would
require the necessary extra funding. ¢

REGIONAL OUTREACH COORDINTORS

A sizable portion of our budget will go toward engaging
regional Outreach coordinators on a half- or quarter-time basis.
The task of the coordinators will be to take national programs
which have been successful and establish a direct delivery system
to local congregations. This is the crucial step which will
transform Outreach into a programmatic reality throughout the

UAHC.

Lydia Kukof is now in the process of interviewing candidates
for the position of regional coordinator. Candidates must live
in the city in which the regional office is located. There must
be a UAHC-sponsored Introduction to Judaism program established
in that city, the proceeds of which will go toward the salary of
the regional coordinator and out-of pocket costs, such as books.



The regional coordinator will report directly to Lydia and
be supervised by the UAHC regional director. As soon as the
regional coordinators have been formally engaged, Lydia will
bring them together for a national training session. Once
trained, they will become extensions of the Commission on Reform
Jewish Outreach.

Whether a region is assigned a coordinator and whether the
coordinator is engaged on a half-time or quarter-time basis will
be determined by a number of factors including the quality of the
candidate, the extent of the Outreach program in the region to
date, the number of Jews living in the region, the extent of the
UAHC regional director's commitment to further the Outreach
program, and budgetary considerations (including the possibility
of having funds such as endowment funds c¢ome specifically from
the region which can be committed toward the funding of an
Outreach coordinator).

The duties of regional coordinators will including:
1. Administration of the Introduction to Judaism program.

2 Serving as resource person to all the congregations of
the region and encouraging congregations to have Outreach
Committees.

3. Communicating to the congregations what is occurring in
Outreach on a national level and communicating to the Director of
Outreach and the regional director what is happening on a
congregational level in Outreach programming.

4. Producing a regional Newsletter for Outreach.

5. Initiatiho new programming in the region.
L]

We are 1looking for areas of the greatest chances of
success--where the Jews are and where the support is.

One practical problem relates to the physical limitations on
Lydia as Director of the Commission. The problem of
administration of regional coordinators can be analegized to
business where you would have separate sales managers in each
region. You have to make these people effective. Supervision is
a must. This is an overall problem which will be discussed in
future meetings of the Executive Committee and in future meetings
of the Commission. v



PRIORITIZATION OF OUTREACH IMPLEMENTATION

The Executive Committee next discussed the areas of
priority. It was agreed that thus far, the major work of
implementation of the Outreach resolutions passed by the Biennial
were in the areas of overall improvement and development of
Introduction to Judaism courses and in follow-through programs
for people who have recently chosen Judaism.

Looking forward during the next two years, it was agreed
that the order of priority would be as follows:

I. Programming for Interfaith Couples.
A. Affiliated. f
B. Unaffiliated.
II. Programming for Children of Interfaith Couples.

A. Affiliated--preschool through confirmation and
high school age.

B. Children of "blended" families (where there are
several parents involved, including stepparents).

C. Young adults of college and post-college age.

It was also suggested that there is need for special
programming for parents who have a child romantically involved
with a non-Jew or who have a child who has married a non-Jew.
This is also an area, of high priority, either I-C or before II-C.

s .

In addition,.ﬁhere was discussion of the overall problem of
what you do in sitdations where, by and large, congregations get
membership through the religious school in the congregation. L.E
we urge the congregations to consider enrolling any religious
school children from unaffilited interfaith couples, will that
lead to concerns about whether or not the congregations will be
losing members because they do not have to belong to have their
children attend the religious school?

With specific reference to Outreach on the college level,
there are already seven full-time people on campuses. The
National Federation of Temple Brotherhoods also has programming
related to college' campuses. As a matter of fact, there are
rabbis on 130 college campuses today. There was discussion of
the need to better utilize the Jewish Chautauqua program. This
will be discussed at future meetings of the Executive Committee
and at the full Commidsion meeting when the whole area of
prioritization will also be brought before the Commission.



There was discussion of the poésibility of having synagogue
affiliation increased through bringing in the children of
unaffiliated interfaith married couples.

STRUCTURE AND WORK OF THE FULL COMMISSION

There was discussion of various alternatives involving the
full membership of the Commission. These included activities
ranging from lay involvement in helping encourage the
enthusiastic support of members of the CCAR to lay involvement in
development and expansion of programs on the college campuses.
Geographic problems were discussed. Other areas included having
members of the Commission participate in "lay reader" roles in
the development of pamphlets and books and participate 1in
particular areas of expertise which could be of help to the work
in the development of the program of the Commission. In
addition, there has to be lay involvement in ideas and
development of fundraising for Outreach programming. Ideally, we
want to continue the tradition of the path that was set by the
Task Force of having both laypeople and the CCAR members work
together. The possibility of geographical proximity and working
together "as a team" with some specific functions, such as
publications, education, fundraising, and other special projects,
was discussed.

In the September meeting of the Commission, one of the
agenda items will be to talk about the overall structure and work
of the Commission.

Of course, the Commission will participate directly in the
development and discussion. of major issues, such as priorities
and goals and the means to implement those priorities and goals.

It was suggaested that at the next meeting of the Executive
Committee and at the September meeting, of the Commission, Lydia
and Sandy would have a list of possible particular subjects for
activities for members of the Commission.

In addition, at the September Commission meeting, we should
discuss possible resolutions that the Commission may want to have
considered at the Los Angeles Biennial.

In addition, there was some discussion about the possibility
of having a series of workshops at the Los Angeles Biennial. The
preliminary thought was of a series of workshops on interfaith
marriage. This will be discussed at the September Commission

meeting.



July 23, 1985

Mr. Melvin Merians
10 Bonnie Briar Lane
Larchmont, NY 10583

Dearmlz
During my few days between trips I had a Cabinet Meeting and we
discussed the "listening posts" problem.

Our recommendation is that a separate pamphlet be prepared by the
Union which sets forth both sides of the issue. We have in mind a
program brochure of a kind which we have been publishing for adult

education purposes and congregational use on the whole variety of
subjects. It will have not only the basic articles but also questions
for discussion and appropriate bibliography.

Since the "Committee of 100" does not allow us to distribute their
brochure, this seems the best avenue that we can pursue.

We have also resolved to have such a "listening post" based on this
brochure in at least two regions of the Union during the coming year.

This entire program will be under the supervigion of Lenny Schoolman

and I am confident that he will carry it forward with his customary
elan,

I hope that you find these ideas acceptable.

We look forward to seeing you and Elaine on your return. Warmest good
wishes.

Sincerely,

Alexander M. Schindler

cc: Rabbi ILeonard A. Schoolman
Rabbi Daniel B. Syme



udly 5, 1985

Mr. Melvin Merians
10 Bonnie Briar Lane
Larchmont, NY 10583

Dear Mel:

Just a2 quick note before | leave town, | tried to &o this by phone but
you were out.

| just wanted to be sure to let you know that we have hit a snag concern-
ing the distribution of the packet on officating at interfaith marriages

as we had discussed. Rabbi Maslin is adament in his refusal to allow the
mass distribution of his pamphlet.

1'11 rediscuss all this with my staff cabinet next week and will simply
have to find another way of pursuing the listéning post idea.

Warm regards.

Sincerely,

Alexander M, Schindler



E

wuul

\\V//, Union of American Heb i
\\V/J. Ion of American Hebrew Congregations
\%\ :1\ /' /{" PATRON OF HEBREW UNION COLLEGE —JEWISH INSTITUTE OF RELIGION
y 838 FIFTH AVENUE, NEW YORK, N.Y. 10021 (212) 249-0100 CABLES: UNIONUAHC
TR
MIrH
rn:%ﬁntx July 3, 1985
P2 IONR3

Rabbi Simeon J. Maslin
Congregation Keneseth Israel
York Road and Township Line
Elkins Park, Pa. 19117

Dear Shim,
Thank you for your letter of July lst.

Needless to say, the request I conveyed was not a unilateral
action. The UAHC was mandated by the Commission on Outreach to es-
tablish "listening posts', structured congregational discussions on
the subject of rabbinic officiation at mixed marriages.

This decision, endorsed umanimously by the Commission, including
its CCAR representatives, affirmed that it was important to discuss the
subject, it being clearly understood that no such sharing would compro-
mise rabbinic conscience.

It was felt that a package containing the '"Committee of 100" state-
ment, the Mihaly responsum and the task force report might be one way
in which to honor the decision without creating entirely new materials.
Your letter, however, renders that possibility moot. We will simply
have to find another mechanism.

I hope that your trip to Israel was an enjoyable one. Many thanks
again for your prompt response.

Sincerely,

Rabbi Daniel B. Syme
Vice-President.

DBS/e

cc: Rabbis Alexander M. Schindler, Joseph B. Glaser, Walter Jacob,
Jack Stern, Sanford Seltzer
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SENIOR RABBI

Reform Congregation

KENESETH ISRAEL

York Road and Township Line
ELKINS PARK, PENNSYLVANIA 19117

July 1, 1985

Rabbi Daniel B. Syme
U.A.H.C.

838 Fifth Avenue

New York, New York 10021

Dear Dan:

I received your letter of June 27 just two hours before leaving
for Israel and am taking the time to answer it because of its shock-
ing request. :

Are you serious about circulating Mihaly's responsum to all
UAHC congregations?? Have you read it? Three HUC-JIR professors,
Wacholder, Spicehandler and Hoffman, spoke to me about it at the
convention. Check with them about its contents. Each considers
it to be utter nonsense. The College is embarrassed by the latest
absurdity from Mihaly's pen as it was by his responsum a couple of
years ago "proving" that not only are Shabbat weddings permitted but
they are desirable. :

The Mihaly pamphlet is a beautifully printed intellectual fraud.
Unfortunately, because of his institutional position, this fraud is
now an embarrassment to our movement as a whole. :

Have you discussed this idea of circulating it with Alex Schindler?
Please do.

I do not want the statement of "The Committee of 100" circulated
to the congregations, and I am sure that, after a careful reading of
Mihaly's "Responsa," you will not want it circulated either. You
mentioned circulating the statement of the Commission on Outreach
affirming the principle of rabbinic conscience. Fine idea. I suggest
that, if you want to circulate something in addition to the Commission's
statement, you might include Walter Jacob's responsum (this is an
officially endorsed CCAR responsum) in American Reform Responsa,
pp. 467-470. -

I will not be back at my desk until August 1. In the meantime,
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Rabbi Daniel B. Syme Page 2

I suggest that you discuss which documents deserve to be circulated
to our congregations as responsible statements of Reform Judaism
with: Gunther Plaut, Jack Stern, Walter Jacob, Leonard Kravitz,

Joe Glaser, and, of course, Alex.

My best wishes for a pleasant summer.
Singere]y,

Simeon J. Maslin

SJdM:ack

cc: Rabbi Joseph Glaser
Rabbi Walter Jacob
Rabbi Jack Stern ;
Rabbi Sandy Seltzer
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From Rabbi Leonard A. Schoolman Date July 2, 1985
To Rabbi Alexander M. Schindler

Copies Rabbi Daniel B. Syme
Subject  Mihaly Responsa

I have finally gotten to read the Mihaly Responsa volume. Since several
people had told me of its "brilliance," I was eager to read it. I was
profoundly disappointed. While the first half is scholarly (at least it
has extensive footnotes), the second half is so insubstantial and
rhetorical as to be an embarrassment.

If the purpose of this booklet was to respond cogently to the "Committee
of 100," it fails miserably. That response still needs to be written,
using the theme "Why Some Rabbis Officiate at Mixed Marriages."

In addition, there are sections that are snide and tasteless ( c.f. p.57).

* % *

I am bothered at the necessity to respond to the Committee of 100." If
anything, the entire booklet laid an egg. In my vast travels over the
last six months not once have I been asked a single question, although
I've been prepared to respond. These travels included Los Angeles and
San Francisco, Dallas, Corpus Christi, Atlanta, Tulsa, Calary and
Edmonton. These involved two regional biennials and one regional board
meeting.

* % %

One thing surprised me about the signatories to the "Committee of 100."
document and that was the number of rabbis of large congregations who
signed.

* % %

For all these reasons and more, I think it i11 behooves us to send out the
packet that Mel Merians so generously is willing to underwrite. You - we -
have steered the middle course in this difficult debate. What is to be
gained by distributing a packet such as Mel proposes?

Union of American Hebrew Congregations
L 838 FIFTH AVENUE, NEW YORK, N.Y. 10021 (212) 249-0100



January 28, 1980

Ms. Ethel C. Fenig
6214 N, Washtenau
Chicago, I11, 60659

Dear Ms, Fenig:

I think you are guilty of arguing from the particular

to the general. One swallow does not make a summer.

One superficial conversion does not negate the thousands
which are sincere.

Your approach flies in the face of everything that Judaism
teaches us, even in its Orthodox interpretation, concerning
the attitude toward those who choose to be Jewish, It might
be ingstructive for youtto reread Maimonides famous "Letter
to a Convert.”

With kindest greetings, I am

Sincerely,

Alexander M, Schindler
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January 23, 1980

Ms. Virginia M. Paulsen
5319 24th N. E. #203
Seattle

Washington 98105

Dear Ms. Paulson:
Your letter of the 30th of December touches on a number of points.

I will try to answer in the Rabbinic tradition in the order of your complaints,
observations and some of your conclusions.

To begin with, let me assure you that your observations about conversion via

a vis Israel are correct. The Israeli rabbinate does not accept a conversion
without the specified requirements. Namely, for females study and immersion
(Mikvah) for males study, circumcison and immersion. This does not mean that

if any person subscribes to the above and the ceremony is conducted by a Reform
rabbi that they will not accept it. Only the requirements must be fulfilled and
if so the conversion is valid, even in Israel. While they do not accept Reform
conversions in general, if it is concluded in the framework of the (Halacha)
traditional law it is valid.

Regarding submitting a document, that complaint is clouded. The conversion
certificate is not a passport into the Jewish Community. Tradition does not
require such a certificate. A document is issued by the Mohel after circumcision,
and at the Mikvah after immersion. This is only a current practice by tradition-
alists to assure compliance with law, and possibly to forestall Reform conversions.

The Code of Jewish law does not demand a written document. I feel that a person

who would demand such proof is ignorant of the Law. I would also subscribe to the

thought that you would not want to befriend such people. 1In olden times a

Registry was used by the Jewish Court (Beth Din) to inscribe all matters they

concluded and that was all that was done. There are no obstacles to conversion

if one cares to become a Jew. The history of the past in such matters cannot be

translated into the society of today. We don't have inquisitions and ecclesiastical courts
to impose death penalties today. One is free to choose their religion out of conviction.
Judaism stands ready to instruct and accept all who seek admittance into the Jewish

fold.

On the item of your so called "Jewish Connection! let me respond as follows.

There is a Rabbinic dictum that states "All Israelities are responsible one for
the othex." If that be a "Jewish Connection" then we have one. On this score

we are no different than any of the other faith communities. Sociologically people
tend to gravitate toward their own. If there are vestiges today of our past fears

PO e o, W e | . - - -



Ms. Virginia M. Paulsen January 23, 1980

I would rather not respond to your statement on the future of the so-called
ecumenical spirit and the civil rights issues. I don't believe they are
rertinent to the basic body of your letter.

In closing, let me assure you that I welcome you to the "club" -- you are a
true Jew, for the final ingredient "quandry" is very much a part of Jewish
life. You and I and millions of our co-religionists have this symptom of
Judaism "guandry."”

With every good wish, I am

Sincerely yours,

Alexander M. Schindler



December 30, 1979

Rabbi Alexander Schindler

Union of American Hebrew Congregations
838 Fifth Avenue

New York, N.Y. 10021

Dear Rabbi Schindler:

I have received your kind and thoughtful response to my previous
letter to you concercing conversion to Judaism, and would speak
to you of another issue, - This concerns the "proof" of one's Jud-
aism,

As you probably know, there are only specific ways in which one
can convert to Judaism., If Orthodox, after a period of scholarly
preparation into the history, ethics and religion of Judaism, one
must, according to Orthodox ritual, take an oral examination., In
addition, if one is a woman, immersion in the mikva is required,
witnessed by three concealed rabbiis. If one is male, circumcision
is necessary. If Reform, immersion is not required, although I
believe a male's circumcism is., A document is prepared attesting
to one's status as a Jew, signed by the officiating rabbii(s) and
witnessed by reputable members, preferably male, who also affirm
within the Jewish community that one is now a Jew.

Thereafter, on request, one must submit this document that affirms
that one is a Jew, and that the conversion was affirmed by Jews
in good standing within the community. Reform conversions are not
accepted by Orthodox rabbiis, in the event one wishes to settle

in Israel, or marry a Jew while in Israel. Only Orthodox conver-
sion, again witnessed, permits that.

Recently, it became clear that this submission of a document is
required if one wishes to meet Jewish males, especially if there

is a possibility as well as an intent to marry someone who is Jew-
ish, Refusal to conform or comply with the request to provide
proof results in a refusal to be accepted as a bona fide Jew., Whaen
I refused to comply, stating that I was a member in good standing
at a Reform Temple, I was echedk on, and the Rabbi at this Temple
complied with the request to furnish information about my conversion.
In addition, he agreed to provide them with copies of my conversion
certificate, if I would approve. I have not, nor do I intend to

do so.

I regard the demand for "proof" of my conversion to Judaism as eyi-
dence of the second and even third class status of converts within



the Jewish community. Further, the requirement that one must have
written documentation to show on request is of the order of a visa
or passport that is stampled by the government, "Jew". There is
no difference. I would argue that as those whose mothers and fa-
thers are Jewish do not have to "prove" their Judaism, neither
should converts have to "prove" theirs by such written documen-
tationo

I think, perhaps, such a written document comes to us out of a time
and place where membership in the Jewish community might have been
jeopardized by converts who came as spies, I believe history re-
cords this to be the case during the Midieval periods, when con-
version by Jews was prohibited by the Roman Catholic Church. Such
persons would then expose the community to further destruction.

In the effort to preserve the community, documentation was re-
quired,

This was no doubt of importance at those times because of the ad-
wantages that belonging to the Jewish community bestowed upon a
member., That is, ties between members were very strong within
and between Jewish communities, guaranteeing safe passage, and a
responsibility towards persons and property belonging to fellow
Jews. I do not feel that such is the case today, except in one
respect.

As a member of the community, I have learned that yes, indeed, des-
pite protes6ations to the contrary, there is a Jewish Connection.,
If one is a bona fide member of the Jewish commgnity, there are
social and economic advantages., One is in contact with Jews who
pass along information, assist one in getting financial support of
various kinds, introduce one to the "right" persons. Indeed, I
would submit that the purpose of conversion of someone to Judaism
has less to do with the spiritual needs of the individual than
with strengthing the people Israel, I suspect, now, that it is
for this reason, that conversion is blocked., One does not want

any person to become a Jew because it is the Jewish community that
is to be benefitted rather than the individuwal. Or perhaps, more
to the point: the benefits must be at least potentially reciprocal,
so that any aid extended to the convert must be assured of some
committment to the Jewish community. For this reason, only the
best, the brightest, the most beautiful are really suitable, The
weak, the woeful, the witless are most certainly not fit to become
Jews, from my observation of how non-Jews are treated at my Temple/

Such seems to me a perversion of what the purpose of Judaism is
about., It is not an attitude shared by those of our Fathers whom
today we revereand whose writings and wisdom is recorded in the Pirke
Arbot., If ever an attitude could be summed, it was done so by
Hillel, as well as by Joshua ben Chaniniah, Far better to make
Judaism acceptable and accessible to all, in order that the world

be set right and the individuals within it clear about the way to
walk. Their views are a relevant today as 2000 years ago.

The obstacles to conversion within Judaism, the submission of
proof that one is truly a Jew, the preservation of biological sta-
tus, all seem terribly contrary to the commands inherent within



Judaism: "Assemble ye the people, the men, the women, the chil-
dren, and the strangers in your midst, to teach them the words of
the Lord Our God".

At a time when the ecumenical spirit is crumbling, it is a tragedy
that Jews are becoming more particularistic, Not that the ecumen-
ical spirit was soundly based., Its narrow concentration on the
black civil rights movement perhaps made its dissolution predict-
able, More unfortunate, however, is that it encouraged accomoda-
tion rather than insight., It is only with enlightenment encouraged
by open dialog that change can occur,

I find myself as a Jew in a quandry. Neither second or third
class citizenship is very appealing. Compliance with the demand
to submit "proof" is odious, personally and philosophically. Leav-
ing the community results in alienation from Judaism, since who
else is knowledgeable but those who belong to a Temple or a Syna-
gogue, This issue, probably more than any one, requires a change
of attitude by official members of the Jewish community, notably
the Rabbiis, both Reform and Orthodox, I fear that if such change
does not occur that Jews may, again, lock themselves within a
ghetto which no one will have the strength, the inclination or

the intelligcen to penetrate,

Sincerely,
Uit gerea N Fpitloer.
Virginia M, Paulsen

5319 24th N.E. #203
Seattle, Washington 98105
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