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Louis 1. NEwMAN
NEwW YORE

Ocober 3, 1952
271 Central Park West

Rabbi Herbert A. Friedman
Temple Emanu-El B'nai Jeshurun
2419 East Kenwood Boulevard
Milwaukee 11, Wisconsin

My dear Rabbi Friedman:

Have you been au courant with the developments
in the struggle to prevent the weakening of the Jew-
ish Institute of R:;JT'&n? ‘There have been many
such devnlagnanta ehind _scenes, and if you are
interested, I shali‘ﬁé'giaa to inform you of them
when you are in, New York. .

Chiefly do you know ﬁhﬁt'ﬁhare is to be a meet-
ing of a Committee on November 18th at Cincinnati
to deal with the subject: to study and consider how
the integration, of the merger skould be carried out
in the future."\I am aware, also, of the personnel
of this Committee, Imeluding some representatives
of the Jewish Institute ef" eligion.

If you are interesteﬁ kindly let me know.
With greetings for the New Year, believe me to be
o ZUE)
Sincerely,

s



September 23, 19063 (ﬁw

Habbi Joseph L, Fink
% of the C.0.As N,
Zion

Peth
599 Pelavware avente
Purfelns, 2, Yew York

iy deer jabbi rink:
o a-utﬂ-dm-lﬂ.c ﬁ
and I noSe on

‘work

nm* otly aa I wre

my I mutmm
Presifent of the CoOeheile 18 UPOD WRANT

7ith greetings for the lew Year to
your fanily and yourseif, I mn

Sincerely yours,

o
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271 Central Park West
November 29th, 1954

Rabbi Herbert A. Friedman
Temple Emanu-El B'ne Jeshurun
2419 E, Kenwood Elvd.
Milwaukee 11, Wis.

My dear Herbert Friedman:

As you know the C.C.A.R. will hold its sessions londay through
Thursday, June 19th through 22nd at Asbury Park, New Jersey. I
have just talked with Rabbi Regner, Secretary of the C.C.A.R.

to find out whether there will be any report on the effect of
the "Unification Plan" to date. He says it can be placed on the
Agenda only by the Committee arranging for the Conference, or

by a resolution before the Resolutions Committee, which might
come through with favorable or unfavorable decision, and perhaps
opportunity for discussion. I am prepared to undertake steps
to organize friends of the New York School to undertake an "in-
terrogation" of the College-Institute authorities regarding the
consequences of the "Unification Plan" to date--namely, the ef-
fect upon the New York congregations, the preparation of men for
the Chaplaincy, etc., and the filling of the wacuum created by
Orthodox and Conservative men.

I would appreciate hearing from you whether you would go along
in an effort to secure responses to the "interrogation®, as to
the number of men turned away from the New York School because
they would not promise to go to Cincinnati after two years; as
to the situation of the men from New York who have gone to Cin-
cinnati; as to the change in the viewpoint of Reform Judaism
represented by the rigid attitude reflected in Responsa from
Cincinnati and the silencing of the wviewpoint of the New York
School, and other germane matters.

I hope you will be willing to go along with us in preparation for
the airing of the entire situation in correct Earliamentary fash-
ion. It will mean organization work in which I am prepared to
share. Can you consult with colleagues of the H.U.C. as well as
the J.I.R. group regarding the plan to present a substantial and
vigorous effort, in accordance with the procedures we successfully
followed before the New York Federation of Reform Synagogues?

Trusting you will give me your reaction to this proposal, I am
Sincerely,

éu—‘-—t/ﬂe»-w--ﬂv\



271 Central Park Vest
Hovember 30, 1954

Rabbi Barnett R, Brickner

President of the Central Conference of
American Rabbis

Eueclid Avenue Temple

8206 Eueclid Aumo

Cleveland 3, Ohio

My dear Barnett Erickner:

I am writ to inquire whether there will be amn to
ce quest athcnoorofmc.ﬁ.l.l. Convention .e'f..
Park in June re the present status and effects of

the implementation the cation Plan" in the H.U.C.~

J.I.R. Will there be any to the members of the Confer-

ence, con maquot' may be asked and comment made,

ce.ittu?Oritt here is a majority r&oﬂmldthmh
ty 'for a minority report, with discussion on the

noor Or is this a matter for the Alumni, which has a

different technical role from of the Golfmnoo?

In other worlis, I would appreciate hearing from you concerning
thouttcr,tothat those of us who are prepared to raise these

questions may have an opportunity to do so, in conformity with
parliamentary procedure....

I hear many fine things about Balfour and his leadership in
Washington from a number of Rodeph Sholom young people and
friends there.

With cordial regards and trusting that you are in the best of
health, I am, awaiting your reply,

ainmoly;



December 5, 1954
271 Central Park West

Rabbi Barnett R. Brickner
8206 Euclid Avenue
Cleveland 3, Ohio

My dear Barnett Bricknmer:

Since writing to you on November 29th, a luncheon took place (not
at my suggestiomn) with a leading representative of the Union of
American Hebrew Congregations. In the conversation regarding a
number of matters, the proposal of a possible interrogation re-
garding the effects of the H.U.C.-J.I.R. "Unification Plan" upon
the training of Reform Rabbis and upon the congregations now ex-
isting and in prospect, was mentioned. This leader said that if
ever any change in the "Unification Plan" is to come about, amdthe
steps must be taken to achieve it by H.U.C. graduates, and that
J.I.R. graduates or now-known advocates should not be in the pic-
ture.

I do not agree with this approach, and informed the leader of
the U.A.H.C. that H.U.C. men would interest themselves in the
restoration of Semikah to the New York School onl az Meshiach
wird kummen".

Nevertheless since this attitude is being taken, I am stepping
ouf” of the suggestion for the Asbury Park Convention of the
C.C.A.R., completely, and will inform the J.I.R. men of what
has been said. I wrote Rabbi Solomon B. Freehof, D.D. a letter
several months ago before the New Hampshire sessions of the
C.C.A.R., on the basis of a report that he favored changes in
the "Unification Plan", and inquiring whether he would interest
himself in achieving them. Naturally I received no acknowledg-
ment of my letter to him, nor any reply whatsoever.

Under such circumstances, it is not necessary for you to answer
my inquiry of the 29th, and I am¥so notifying Rabbi Regner. I

am giving the Invocation at the New York Dinner on Tuesday evening
because it is in honor of Walter W. Weismann of the Board of
Congregation Rodeph Sholom. After that, we intdd to follow the
advice of the leader of the U.A.H.C.

Sincerely,

[{ (s



Central Conference
of Mmerican Rabbis

8206 Fuclid Avenue
Cleveland 3, Ohio

December 6, 1954

Rabbi Louis I, Newman
271 Central Park W,
New York, FNew York

Dear Loudis!

Ject,':g -m'- hear from you

Actually the matter that you seek to discuss belo more

sgultioa on the H.UC.=J.I.R,

repre : :

l'renth n-somo:uua, sol, t mmu £74 edal
o th it, ﬂ' fL

m«nﬂ tm!hnm.Mhﬁ-

that I scheduled ertho Conference, and a symposium which
I set up for a diseussio nhoerurmmm.

Whatever needs %o dol. done through the
Alumni who hwﬂﬂ‘: m.mmnuu with the

Gol.haloardmﬂ ally any that is to be taken
must taken, rummcﬂbnrmm-um
as a sounding board, I do not deem too wise nor effective.

Thank for the nice things say about Balfour. My
M-xulm“mm“wm:.

With kindes regards from house to and ing that
one day soon our paths may cross; ] remain -

Cordially yours,

Ll
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271 Central Park West
November 24th, 1954

Rabbi Herbert A. Friedman
Temple Emanu-El BE'ne Jeshurun
2419 E. Kenwood Blvd.
Milwaukee 11, Wisconsin

My dear Herbert Friedman:

I have your letter and understand from Joe Eisner
(whom I hope you may meet when you are in New York)
that the list has been submitted with the Dean's name
included, and that the N ing Committee will pre-
sent it. Joe has not yet received your letter; per-
haps, since I gave you the wrong r on 5th Avenue,
{011 may wish to send him amth@ \copy to 521 Fifth Ave.
though Joe savu letters otherwi ‘uﬁdreusaﬁ usually
come to him). I hope you ! send this copy.

I am glad the outicome has beéen satisfdetory, but, of
course, Clueck has to pay only a small price to seem
to allay the anxieties of the Ins;ﬁi‘buﬁe men and the
Dean's friends. The matter is ﬂal superficial in
consequence, however pleased wé are that the Dean re-
mains. The major interest we remains untouched,
however, namely, a restoratién of the right of Samikah
to the New York School with all that this implies.
Again I say that if you can furnish -among the Alumni
of the J.I.R. and co-workers who have graduated from
H.U.C. the leadership necessary to restore to the lew
York School the status amd powers taken away by Glueck,
we will be glad to follow you.

With cordial regards, I am

. Sincerely,

/M /’@M«w«



Louis 1. NEwWMAN
NEW YORK

271 Central Park West
November 19th, 1954

Rabbi Herbert Friedman

Temple Emanu-El B'ne Jeshurun
2419 E. Kenwood Blvd.
Milwaukee 11, Wis.

My dear Herbert Friedman:

Mr, Eisner called me today te say that Bluestein had
given the information that he had talked with Dean
lonimsky, and that since the latter wishes to re-
main on the Board, Glueck had agreed to allow this.
Moreover, Blnestein d that Glueck had said
that the Fresident o:!' the Union had instigated the
J.I.R. men to speak up for the Dean. I read to ir.
Eisner my letter to you, in which no mention is made
of Rabbi Eisendrath. I also told him that the phone
call had come from you d that my letter to you was
in response to this call. I do not recall how the in-
formation regarding the p an to drop the Dean came to
you, but I said te Mr, Eismer that it is entirely un-
derstandable that pupils of the Dean should wish him
to remain on the Board. '

You may be interested to kmow that Mr, Eisner (whose
address by the way is 521 Fifth Avenue, not the ad-
dress I mentioned in my previous letter) as a result
of being at his home the other evening socially, has
asked me to take luncheon.with Maurice on the 2nd of
December. It will be just a social occasion as before
November, 1953, but doubtless there will be a con-
sideration of cabbages and kings.

Sincerely,

Rk
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271 Central Park West
November 10, 1954

Rabbi Herbert Friedman

Temple Emanu-El B'nme Jeshurun
2419 E. Kenwood Elvd.
Milwaukee 11, Wis.,

My dear Herbert Friedman:

As I mentioned to you when sg::{telaphaned me on Tuesday, I am not
sure whether an effective of strength can be made over the
issue of the retention of Dr. Slonimsky as a member of the Union
Board. I understand that he has not been at a considerable number
of meetings, doubtless because he does not wish to enter into con-
troversy with Nelson Glueck; perhaps because he is on a pension
from the H.U.C.-J.I.R., and does not care to become the victim of
any pressure if he exyresaes his opinions contrary to the present
regime. Moreover, I do not know whether to be a member of the
Board he must be éeaignatad by a congregation, or what other tech-
nical stipulations might be adduced against his retention.

I understand from Joseph Eisner, Acting Chairman of the Nominating
Committee, that the final choice has not been made. Glueck has in-
dicated his wish to supplant Dr. Slonimsky with a man of his own
choosing, and there has not been any evidence that those to whom
this superimposition is unsatisfactory are willing to carry for-
ward the effort to retain Dr. Slonimsky to its logical conclusion
of a struggle and show of authority.

If you wish to write to Joseph Eisner (551 Fifth Avenue, New York)
expressing your opinion, and if you can mobilize others to do so,
among them the Alumni of Doctor Wise, such messages may have an
effect. I will be surprised, however, if you are able to secure
the active cooperation of the J.IR. Alumni. Some time ago Rabbi
Klein was to arrange a Dinner in honor of Doctor Sonimsky, but we
heard nothing further about it. In the near future I understand
Doctor Slonimsky will celebrate his 70th birthday. If leadership
is furnished by his students, a worthy tribute to him could be
prepared.

As for my own role in the entire matter, permit me to say as the
copy of my letter to Philip Bernstein demonstrates, I am of the
opinion that any show of strength should be on the conseguences of
the so-called "Unification Plan". The day may come when it will
be possible to point out the blunders of the plan and its hurtful
results, in such a way that Glueck will find it advisable to re-



Louis . NEwMAN
NEw York

Herbert Friedman Ps 2

trace his steps and restore the right to grant of Semikah at the

New York School. DMNoreover, as to a resolution of the unhealthy
situation which makes the Union leadership captive to the H.U.C.-
J.I.R. leadership, I am not sure that the matter of Doctor Slonimsky's
membership on the Board is sufficient to serve as a test. The best
way is for the Union so to build up its personnel in terms of leader-
ship ability in New York and also in terms of monetary strength that
there will no longer be taxation without representation. The ob-
jective of any steps taken should be the restoration of the New York
School as a full Rabbinical School ‘with the power, as before in Doc-
tor Wise's day, and until now, to grant Semikah., Nothing less will
be satisfactory.

I trust that you will furnish the necessary leadership on all counts--
you and the Alumni with whom you are in touch. My letter to Bern-
stein tells the story of the %gﬁtiﬁatg fiasco., I wish you well in
your efforts on behalf of Doctor Slonimsky's retention on the Board.
Just make sure, however, that you do not expect anything from any-
one who until now has given next to nothing by way of cooperation

or tenacity of purpose.

Sincerely,

e, [Crain



October 29, 1954
271 Central Park West

P
Temple Berith Kodesh
117 Gibbs Street
Rochester, New York

My dear Phil Bernstein:

As I mentioned to you in response to your telephone call, I am
prepared to do what I can on behalf of funds for the project of
the Stephen S. Wise Archives. I anticipate receiving your letter
with details regarding it.

Again let me say to you that which I mentioned on the telephone.
You, Morton Berman and others are not averse to communicating with
me with reference to projects that reguire the raising of money.
You wrote me regarding one such project a few months ago and now
the Archives project prompts you to be in touch with me again.

I am very well aware of your effort before the Board of the U.A.H.C.
on behalf of the preservation of the Jewish Institute of Religion;
I know, too, of the speeches of Ed Klein, Jack Rudin and others for
the same objective. t when the situation came to a climax and
thereafter, the J.I.R. men--virtually all of them--were nowhere to
be seen. Glueck succeeded in his strategy, namely, to divide, in-
timidate and separate the J.I.R. advocates; tc cajole them by hold-
ing out the prospect of honorary degrees; to pick them off one by
one, and above all else, to isolate the advocates of the J.I.R.,
close at hand in New York City, who were prepared to carry forward
the endeavor to the end. No interest was shown by the J.I.R. Alumni
regarding the November 5th, 1953 meeting at the Hotel Plaza in New
York, when a strong Committee of the New York Federation of Reform
Synagogues met with a strong Committee appointed by the present Col-
lege-Institute administration. No attempt was made thereafter to
bring about a meeting of the J.I.R. advocates to analyze the devel-
opments, to integrate forces, and to decide upon a program for the
future. Instead Ed Klein went to the Testimonial Dinner for Glueck
as if he were the latter's buddy, and so, too, did other J.I.R.
graduates. Everyone sought cover for himself, as if in relief that
the institution which Doctor Wise foundes#, no longer needed their
defense, being beyond restoration as a full Rabbinical School in
New York giving Semikha. As a member of the first class of the
J.I.R. graduates, no one knows better than yourself that the J.I.R.
was established so that men would not be compelled to go to Cincin-
mti to become Reform Rabbis. Glueck has callously nullified this
essential purpose. I realize that Glueck is in the driver's seat
at the moment, but there is still a possibility that through the
influence of events in New York and elsewhere, and by the sheer
logic of the forces involved, the so-called "Unification Plan" may
yet be modified.



I am of the opinion that in the meantime the adversaries of the
"Unification Plan" should maintain at least a semblance of solidarity.
They should be vigilant to the best of their ability on behalf of

the New York School, and within the structure of the Union and the
College-Institute lay plans for the day when the power of Semikash is
restored to the New fork School. We should be kept au courant as to
the realistic situation--how many men have been refused admission

at the New York School this year because of an unwillingness to
promise they will be transplanted to Cincinnati after two years; how 4
the men who this year were compelled to go to Cincinnati are faring,
etc., etc. As soon as possible leadership should be provided to

bring about such a meeting of advocates of the New York School, so
that the whole situation may be canvassed. I am completely occupied
with my Temple and other activities; moreover you men are not disposed
to give any genuine heed to leadership from 7 West 83rd Street, and
therefore for the present I am mot lifting my finger in the matter,
When you, graduates of the J.I.R., are ready to take a few chances,
privately and publiecly, I shall not be found absent.

Despite my strong feelings on the subject of the lack of unity
among the leading U.I.R. graduates, I am ready, as I have said,

to do what I can towards the Archives project. The rehabilitation
of the New York School would be an equally significant tribute to
Doctor Wise's memory--as I am sure you understand. As one of the
foremost graduates of the J.I.R. I have always felt that you might
well take the front post in the leadership of the forces in its
behalf, and I know that there are many who would follow you, if
discreet and forthright steps were taken, both now and later.

Sincerelj",

L e i ;



FM RODEPH SHOLOM CHRONICLE

»0 FAILURE OF A MISSION
A Statement by Rabbi Lowuis I. Newman

-
“ (This Statement was prepared last November, but its publication was
postponed until the closing issue of our “Chronicle”, so that it might not in any

f n\a,.,] 5’7

way interfere with the success of the Joint Campaign of the U.AH.C.-H.U.C-
JLR,, in Congregation Rodeph Sholom, of which Mr. Felix Greenhut is the
Rodeph Sholom Committee Chairman, and Mr. Walter W. Weismann, the national
Co-Chairman. The 1954 Campaign in our Temple has exceeded the high mark
reached last year, and there has been an increase also in the results of the
campaign throughout the country. Inasmuch as the situation relating to the
future of the New York School (Jewish Institute of Religion) is “unfinished
business”, the following Statement is now made available. L. I. N.)

On Thursday Evening, November 5th, 1953,
Mr. Joseph Eisner, a Trustee of Congregation
Rodeph Sholom, and Associate National Trea-
surer of the Union of American Hebrew Con-
gregations; Mr. Jacob 8, Manheimer, former
President of our synagogue; and Rabbi New-
man were members of a committee appointed by
Mr. Sydney W. Roos, President of the Greater
New York Federation of Reform Synagogues, in-
cluding also Mr. Richard Stern, Chairman of
the Committee on New Congregations of the
Greater New York Federation; Mr. Ira Frank,
President of the Free Synagogte, and Rabbi
Edward E. Klein, successor to Rabbi Stephen S.
Wise as Rabbi of the Free Synagogue. This
Committee met with Dr. Nelson Glueck, Presi-
dent of the Hebrew Union College-Jewish Insti-
tute of Religion: Mr. Herbert Bloch, President
of its Board of Governors; Mr. Frank Weil; Mr.
Robert Goldman of Cincinnati; Judge Joseph
M. Levine, Chairman of the Administrative Com-
mittee of the New York School of the H.U.C. -
J.L.R.,, and Rabbi Maurice Eisendrath, Presi-
dent of the Union of American Hebrew Congre-
gations. The Committee of the Greater New
York Federation of Reform Synagogues sought
to persuade President Glueck and the represen-
tatives of the College-Institute Board to main-
tain at full strength the Jewish Institute of Re-
ligion in New York City, in keeping with the
words of the late Rabbi Stephen 8. Wise, its
founder in 1922, when he inducted President
Glueck in 1948: “The College and the Institute
become one, though the two schools in Cincinnati
and New York, are, of course, to be maintained
as heretofore.” President Glueck and his Commit-
tee, however, refused to alter the “Unification
Plan" which makes it necessary for a student
for the Reform Rabbinate to take his 8rd, 4th
and 5th year of training only in Cincinnati, with

Ordination (Semikah) no longer in New York,
but only in Cincinnati. The Greater New York
Federation Committee pointed out that under
the leadership of Mr. Walter W. Weismann,
Chairman of the Joint Campaign of the U.AH.C.

and the HUC.-LLR. in 1958, an increase of

M'm&ﬁmmm:. achieved, and,
with a 10% increase in the nation-wide cam-
paign, it had been possible for the Union and
the College-Institute to reduce their indebted-
ness by a considerable amount. The Greater New
York Committee sought to point out the need for
student Rabbis to furnish leadership for the
new and steadily expanding congregations on the
Atlantic seaboard area. Mr. Herbert Bloch,
Chairman of the College-Institute Board said
that student Rabbis would be flown by plane
from Cincinnati to the Greater New York area
for week-end posts, The Greater New York Com-
mittee offered substantial assistance in meeting
the budget of both the New York and the Cin-
cinnati Schools, promising that any additional
sum needed to maintain the New York School at
full strength would be furnished, with the op-
portunity for study and ordination in New York
for those students who wish to remain in this
great laboratory of Jewish life, where the Union
of American Hebrew Congregations now has
its national headquarters. The efforts of the
Greater New York Committee proved fruitless,
however, and henceforth no student for the Re-
form Rabbinate can take a full course of study
with ordination in New York as heretofore. It
is greatly feared that this diminishment of the
New York School will gravely affect the pro-
gress of Reform Judaism in this area and prove
to the direct advantage of non-Reform Jewish
religious and educational institutions in Greater
New York and throughout the country.
(Louis 1. Newman)



RODEPH SHOLOM CHRONICLE

LARGE ATTENDANCE AT CONGREGATIONAL MEETING
MR. HENRY HYMAN ELECTED AS NEW TRUSTEE

An unusually large gathering of Congregants was present at the Annual
Membership meeting and supper on Monday evening, May 17th. Mr. Samuel
Falk, the President, gave a detailed report of his first year's administration and
voiced the hope that the Temple would participate even more actively in Jewish
affairs locally and nationally. He mentioned the various causes to which our
Temple has given active cooperation and complimented those men and women who
have given leadership to so many worth while endeavors in the community. A

copy of Mr. Falk’s report is available in the Temple office. Progress reports
were also presented by Mr. Joseph Eisner, the Treasurer; Mr. Abraham W, Ast,
the Chairman of the Finance Committee; Mr. Leo Keiser, Chairman of Union
Field Cemetery; Mr. Harold Fields, Chairman of the Education Committee; and
Mr. George L. Cohen, Chairman of the Foundation Fund.

Mr, Henry Hyman, the newly elected Trustee, was introduced to the mem-
bership. Mr. Hyman is President of the U. S. Electric Company and a leader
in his field. He has been active for many years on the Board of Trustees of
Union Temple in Brooklyn.

At this meeting Mr. Jacob S. Manheimer, former President of Rodeph Sho-

lom, was elected an honorary Trustee to serve for life.

We are pleased to congratulate Mr. and Mrs.
Julius Kroll on the occasion of the Bar Mitzvah
ceremony of their son Stephen Lawrence which
takes place this Saturday morning. We also feli-
citate our new Son of the Commandment. May
the inspiration of this day fill him with the de-
sire to be of service to his people, his country
and his religion. We trust that Stephen will
continue in our Religious School to be confirmed
with his fellow students in 1955,

FOUNDATION FUND GIFTS

Mr. and Mrs. Robert Blank have made a gen-
erons gift to our Temple Foundation Fund in
honor of Mother's Day. Mr. Paul Hahn has also
made a generous donation to the Foundation
Fund. We are indeed grateful to these devoted
members for their many benefactions to Con-
gregation Rodeph Sholom throughout the years.
Mr. George L. Cohen, Chairman of the Founda-
tion Fund committee, wishes again to empha-
size the importance of remembering our Foun-
dation Fund on all occasions in the life of our
Congregants. We have already received numer-
ous gifts to the Fund from Temple families and
friends on occasion of marriage, Bar Mitzvah
celebrations and for special holidays. Memorial
gifts are suggested as a fitting tribute to de-
parted members of the family and friends. We
invite you to do whatever you can to upbuild
this vital Fund so that our Temple program for
religious enlightenment, social welfare and the
public good can be maintained and advanced.

CLOSING
RELIGIOUS SCHOOL

Sunday, May 23rd, beginning at 10:80, a spe-
cial program of closing exercises will be held in
the Marcus Loew Auditorium for all pupils of
our Religious School and their parents. A special
feature of the morning will be the awarding of
provisional certificates to members of the Aaron
Wise Post-Graduate Society who have completed
a one year High School course of study. By
popular request, a return engagement of Gila
and Dov, the renowned young dancers who will
present a program of Israeli and Folk Dances.
Parents, relatives, and young friends of our
pupils are cordially invited to be present for the
morning's program.,

REMEMBER — IT'S DEDUCTIBLE

A Temple like ours depends for its support
and for the proper conduct of its many activi-
ties upon the continuing generosity of its mem-
bers and friends.

The Rabbi, the Trustees, the several organi-
zations therefore come to you to ask for your
co-operation and financial help in maintaining
our budget.

Religion is so imperative a part of our demo-
cratic way of life that contributions to the
Temple are always tax deductible. In a manner
of speaking, our government underwrites your
support of your faith.

Whatever the appeal we make then we trust
that, taking fullest advantage of the tax dedue-
tible provision, you will respond with utmost
generosity.

Support your Temple!



Sept.30,19535. %
271 C.P.W. ' T e —a—=
My dear Morton:=-

“e haed a god mesting thls moming,called on vary short
nodes,mt with an sttendsnce of 14 men. A number of the stronger
men could not come,but sent messages,including Jsek Rudin,who phoned
me yesterdsy. There ure three meetingsof interest ahead--ome om
Monday,October Sth,of ths Execitive Bosrd of the C.C.A.R. at wich
Fink will preside. 1t is Bo be beld at the J.1.R.building. OCambarger
zaid that at the meeting of the Lxecutive Board of the C.C.A.R.,doubt~
less the bembor: of the Commi ttee would bs desiznated;morsover,at the
msating of the Board of the College-Institute, he said,the ste tement
of Cluseck would be ratified end the mambers of the Committes of the
Bourd appointsd, Thi: seems to me a delaying tactic,of waich we @ ould
be very csreful. bemberger and spothsr important H,U.C. man cams to
the mesting (oday at Ed Klein’s invita tion and took an importaa t part
in the discussiom. /e discussed 2lso the attitude to Be tsken by the
men of the pro-Instltute group at the Oet.7th meeting,and 2d Klein
can td 1l you of this. it wes felt thet mo resicnation should come yet
until eve'y resouree has Usom exhausted, en opinion which perbeps,thcugh
1 em not sure,is good. Judeh Cshn,l sm told,is to: a statement,
speording tw ba Klein st Gineimnsti. As for the @et.Z4-25 meeting,
every effort will be made to meke = stromg showing of the Ne: York
end allied groups in favor of the permenent tabling of the plsa,or
the indefinite pos ent. Revision without & reorgamization o
the adminis tration of the J.l1.5. will not be agceceptable,at least,to
me end those who agree with my viewpoint., It was 2155 suggested that
following these msetings,early in Novemoer,4 comfersnce e calb d or
the Rabbis of the C.C.A.R. in this area and eleewhers on . he &atirs
snhgcat-—pcrnaps an invitation 0 4 ) ths member: of theC.C.4A.R. AT
it is doemad advisable,but surely of those on the FAINEIL Atlantie
Seaboard,ths middle nest and other regioms within easy resch o N.X.
to oger the sntires matter,and to carry the fight forwerd.

Fink sald he had not yet seenm Glueck ,but would see him next
Mondey «» 1 shall be at the Convocation of the J.I.H. merasly to listen,
and also to have the Loys &t the J.l.kK. know,just by being thers to
hear Glueck,that my g:oup end I are still on the Jobt end dntend to
continue to be, I also told Glueck that 1 would not sntertsin am
invitation to serve on tae C.C.A4A.A. Committes--and I know one would
not have come my way under any circumstamces im viaew of Glueck's at-
titude, tec.~=bocauss 1 must retein "freedom of action". 1 =1so told
him that we had strength,but not our full strength at Estes Fark,and
that 1t would be e grove arror on Glusck's part,andon the part of
everyone else,to dismies the potemtislities of the situstion. I also
told him,as I told Eisendrath by message loest March when the plan
was mnounced,that this was & fight to the finish snd that we would
stick by until the right outeome iz attained, By the way,Zisendrath
is to meet me by invitsticm of Joe Eisner at thse Harmmonie Club for
luncheon next Tuecday. Men ars being msde ready fram the New York
group to speak for the New York viewpoint at the Uct.25th meeting,But
Hollender will make every effort,let me warn you,to kesp the discus-
sion from the Agenda RX s he hac done Lefore. He will try to rule it
out as beyond the provinee of the U.A.E.C,,which has no relationship, .

as he says,to the College-Institute.

1 must te frank and say to you that exploratory inyuiries ere
being made on the g.t. to 84 fill the vacuum c¢reateéd in the training
énd ordinstion of men im Kew York if Glueck,'eil end cthers reandgin
intrancigeant. But let us take things step by step. Hag Samelschy r—-{W
A,



CoOPX NEW YORK UNIVERSITY
SCHOOL OF LAW
Washington Squares, New York, N.Y. (marked confidential)

Faailty of Law

July 8, 1953

Rabbi Louis I. Newman
7 West 83rd Street
Nﬂﬂork, E.Y.

Dear Rabbi Newman:

Flease accept my sincere and hearty congratulations on the fine
presentation of your case against the "Unification Planhs ';: should have
acknowledged this pamphlet earlier if I had not been felled by an annoying
attack of virus pneumonia ﬁ\cnilich Iambegﬂmiagtarocom.

On the fammmﬂbymmmmﬁﬁmhmtmm so
shysterish about the way the report was prnented and #Mhh that sayone would
bebomdtodoﬂ)ti:snnﬂitymdthn" ¢ ¢
think of the backers as e e are :
have a repulsively monopolistic emaqpﬁm otthe ednuﬂml process.

(Your point "12% could be elaborated considerably; there is nothing worse

for an educational institutdon than an absence of competitors in its field,)

If on the other hand we think of these individuals as men pretending to
spiritual and ethical leadership, then we have to ask ourselves whether
institutional religious education is worth m;rtliing at all if its most prominent
exponents are willing to sink to tactics like these. In any event, it is

clear that only people with wery bad maés and wvery bad consciences find

it necessary to "railroad things through."

With every good wish, I remain
Cordially yours,
EDMOND CAHN



COPY CENTRAL CONFERENCE CF
AMERTCAN RABBIS

OFFICE OF THE FRESIDENT
599 Delaware Avenue
Buffalo 2, N. Y.

July 8, 1953

Dr. Louis I. Newman
271 Central Park West
New York 2L, NeYe

Dear Dr. Newmans

I received your letter and I want to assure you that z read it with
careful at.t.enﬁ.ul.

Let me assure you again ﬂlat I believe that Dr.. Glueck was most sin-
cere in his promise to the Conference that he would consult with the com-
mittee to be sppointed in consultation with me before the next meeting of
the Board of Govermnors of the H.U.C.=J.I.R.

I wanted to designate the members of the committee before leaving
Estes Park, but unforturetely Dr. Glueck had to leave early in order to meet
his engagements in London, England and Israel. He promised, however, that
he would communicate with me immediately upon his return to this country and
I agreed that I would go to Cincinnati to consult with him as to the personnel
of the committee. I intend to propose the names of the men who are ardently
on the J.I.R. side of the 1ssue ‘as well as men who represent the other side.

I believe that the issuing of the Catalogue was an oversight the
part of Dr. Glueck and was determined upon probably before the Estes Park
convention. I think it might well be postponed until after our consultation,

With kindest personal greetings, I am

Sincerely yours,
HCGSEPH L. FINK



COPY CENTRAL CONFERENCE
CF AMERICAN RABBIS

OFFICE (F PRESIDENT
599 Delaware Avenue
Buffalo 2, N. Yo

July 8, 1953

Rabbi Morton M. Berman
The Temple Isaigh Israel
1100 Hyde Park Boulevard
Chicago 15, T1llinois

Dear Micksy:

I appreciated hearing from you and I want you to know how much I enjoyed
seeing you, your wife, and child at Estes Park. I am only sorry we did not
have more time for more frequant and lengthy talks together.

T had a talk with Nelson Glueck about the men to be appointed on the
committee to consult with the Board of Governors and with me, but he was
in a rush to get to England and felt that the matter could wait until his
return, I shall most certainly recommend to him the names you suggested
in addition to yours, but I am compeued to wait until his return for a
final decision. I know he planned to go to London and to Israel and I am
afraid that if T wrote him in Israel he probably would be unable to answer my
letter until his return to this country. Reluctant as I am to postpone
the matter, I can see no alternative but to wait until Nelson Glueck's
return to America.

I talked with Dr, Newman over the telephone and haye since received
a letter from him with reference to the same matter. I believe that
Nelson was completely honest in his intensions and promises and I am sure
that he will abide by the letter and spirit of the agreement we made. I
cannot contemplate any other possible opinion,
Wwith best wishes to you and to.your family, I am,
Sincerely yours,
(signed Joe)
Joseph L. Fink

JLFzas
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(hand written) My dear Morton: Have you any comment on this? LIN.

July 3, 1953

Rabbi Joseph L. Fink, President

The Central Conference of American Rabbis
Temple Beth Zion

599 Delaware Avenue

Buffalo 2, New York

My dear Colleague:

I regret indeed that I must trouble you again in these vacation days. I tele-
phoned you on Wednesday because of the inquiry by the President of Congregation Rodeph
Sholom, Mr. Samuel Falk, regarding the remérk made to him by Mr. Frank Weil, Chairman
of the Committee on the "Unification Plan¥ of ‘the H.U.Co=JdiL.R, Board of Governors.
The story which Mr. Weil had received was ‘apparently quite ﬁmt from what the
statement made by President Glueck on Wednesday evening, June 2kth, indicated. The
text of the Statement glmbyrruiﬂmmeck, in order to avoid a resclution on
the floor of the Conference, was according to the text I received on Thursday,

June 25th, as follows:

"I am happy that the problem has aroused so much interest and discussion.
There are various points of view which have been sincerely held and expressed.
Appreciating this, I shall, as soon as possible, in consultation with Dr. Fink,
invite a group of our colleagues to meet with myself and members of the Board
of Governors at a mutually agreeable time and places Since a year will elapse
before the merger program can be consummated there will be ample time for further
discussion. I am sure that whatever suggestions or criticisms may be made will
receive careful and seripus consideration by the Beard, it being clearly under-
stood that the Board is an autonomous body which wdll malns the final decision."

Despite this Statement which, T take it, is in the records of the sessions of
the C.C.A.R. at Estes Park, Mr. Weil, if Mr, Falk understood him correctly, declared
that the Catalogue of the H.U.C.~J.I.R., would contain the announcement of the plan
as the established policy of the Board of Governors. . I do not believe any cognizance
will be taken of the country-wide protest against the plan, of the resolutions asking
for deferment in New York, Chicago, New England and elsewhere, or of the Statement by
President Glueck at Bstes Park. 1In other words, the protests will be ignored and
treated as if they were meaningless and without any possible effect. Were the members
of the C.C.A.R. at Estes Park told about the forthcoming publication of the catalogue?

The words of President Glueck's Statement are clear, even though we may not
agree with all of them. Consultation by President Clueck and the Board of Govemors
with a Committee of Rabbis to be appointed in consultation with you as:President of
the C.C.A.R. is unmistakably indicated. It will have a seriously damaging effect
upon public opinion if after this Statement the President and the Board of Governors
go forward with the "Unification Plan"™ without such consultation.

This, of course, is independent of the factors in the situation which we in
New York represent, leading to steps which will protect the right of the New York
School to train men in their 3rd, Lth and S5th years and to ordain them in New Yorke
My brochure gives this viewpoint, and I must be frank in saying to you that those of
us who intend to espouse the cause of the New York School as a full Rabbinical
Training School are many in number and strong in resources.

I am not, however, writing to you of this. I am writing to draw your attention
in writing to the forthcoming publication of the "Unification Plan® in the H.U.C.~J.I.R.



COPY
Rabbi Joseph L. Fink = 2 =

Catalogue as if it were unchangably in effect. I was pleased to learn from you that
you would take up the matter with Cincinnati to discover the facts regarding the
Catalogue and its relationship to President Glueck's Statement at Estes Park.

Looking forward to a reply from you with reference to this, I am, with greetings
to your wife, your family and yourself,

Sincerely,

P.S. I note in "The National Jewish Post" of July 3rd the report of the Estes Park
discussions, in which the mds oeam "The Glueck supparters pointed out, however,

that the group was noﬁ an official comittee aa'.‘ﬂmc.c.l.k.ﬂhnd no powers of

any kind". The "group" is ths Mgroup of Reform Rabbis" to be wdmed by Glueck in
consultation with yourself as President. Is it true, therefore, under all the cir-
cumstances that this group is "not an ofﬁd.ﬂ comittee"? T would appreciate hearing from
you as President of the C.GJ.R. on this and allied pointse




CC to Dr. Joseph Fink
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July 2, 1953

Dre. m I. Newman
271 Central Park West
New York, New York

Dear Louiss

I know that you are anxious to learn what progress was made at the
Central Conference in the matter of securing a juster and a more adequate
plan for the merger of the two schools., After a full day of negotiation
with the colleagues who represented Dr. Glueck, we arrived at a statement
which Dr. Glueck included in his address. In part it reads as follows:

"T shall, as soon as possible, in comsultation with Dr. Fink invite a group
of our collaagnas to meet with myself and members of the Board of Covemors
at mutually agraanble time and place. Since a year will elapse before the
merger program can be mmwb&nﬂa time for further
discussion. I am sure that whatever suggest or criticisms may be made
will receive careful and serious c't__l;l'_ deration by the Board, it being clearly
understood that the Board is an autonomous body which will make the final
decision.™

This statement by Dr. Glueck was offered by him in consideration of
the withdrawal of the Frisdman resolution which in effect carried the sense
of Dr. Glueck's statement, and a second resolution offered by Rabbi Foyer
which would have given Conference endorsement to the plan already adopted.

It is very clear to sll of us who shared in the full day of negotiation,
Rabbis Bernstein, Friedman, Rudin and myself, for a modified plan, and
Rabbis Foyer, Dlan and Lieberman and Rothschild, that Dr. Glueck's statement
meant that nothing would be done until saptmbar 199 to implement the
adopted merger plan., We accepted Dr. Glueck'!s statement in the spirit in
which it was made. In my remarks which followed his address, I expressed
our appreciation for his statement in the hope that after he and repre-
sentatives of the Board of Governors met with our colleagues of the Con=
ference, changes in the plan would follow that would lead to the securing of
a strong school in New York as well as in Cindinnati,

I am of the fim conviction:that Dr. Glueck has every intention of
carrying out the intent of the statement which he made. I would be pro-
foundly shocked if this were not the case. It would be most unfartunate
if after this reasonable way of achieving a solution to the problem, anyone
attempted in his absence to upset thems I am sure that Dr. Fink will
correborate:my own impression of the results achieved at the Conference.

With warmest greetings,

Sincerely yours,

Morton M. Berman

MMB:ee
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Dr. Joseph L. Fink
Temple Beth Zion

599 Delaware Avenue
Buffalo 2, New York

Dear Joe:

I am enclosing a copy of a letter which I have just sent to Dr. Louis I. Newman
after a call from him in which he wanted cdarification of the statement made by Dr.
Glueck at the Conference., He was prompted to make the call because it was reported
to him that steps were being taken that would suggest a disavowal of the intent
of the statement to defer all aciion on the merger plan until our colleagues in the
Conference could meet with Dr. Glueck. I assume that by now Dr. Newman has reached
you and made clear his fears in the matter, I have tried to reassure him that
Nelson's desire to cooperate was a bom fide one, as you may notice from my letter.

However, I can't help bui feel that the group should have been named before he
left for Europe and Israel, This would have given the group same time to consider
altemative plans, because I fear what will happen if the group does not have this
chance to consider sltemative plans before the Board meeting on October 7. It will
be easy for the Board of Governors to say in view of the fact that there is no
alternative plan, we must take what we have.

It strikes me that it would be wise to write to Nelson abroad and give him a
list of names from which he could draw those with whom he would want to meet.
Representing the viewpoint of a stronger school in New York, you will recall that we
suggested Bernstein, Friedman, Goodman, Felix Levy, Banhu!ger and Pilchik. I assume
that you will want to add an equal number of the supporters of the present plan.

I believe that you ought to head up the delegation: In any case all these people
should have notice of their designation long before Nelson's return which I under-
stand will be on September 17,

I would hate to think that after all our effort to provide a peaceful way of
solving this problem, it would all come to nmaught as a result of lack of oppor tunity
on the part of the group to be chosen to meet in advance of the Board of Governors
meeting. When I say in advance, I do not mean on a day or two before the Board of
Governors meeting.

Frankly I think it was a great achievement for the Conference to be given the
opportunity to have a choice in this matter., It was something for which I had fought
long before the Conference, and I feel we ought to make the most of this opportunity.

Again let me sgy that I thought we had a very significant Conference. In many
ways it wes historic, and it appears to me significantly historic in the recognition
of the Conference's influence as an important factor in dealing with the problems of
our movement, including those problems which merger presents.

With warmest greetings from house to house,

Sincerely yours,

Morton M. Berman
MMB:ee



July 10, 1953

Dr. Joseph Fink
99 Delaware Avenue
Buffalo 2, New York

Dear Joe:

I can well understand how di.:fieﬂbit is to get anything
accomplished until Nelson's return to America, I too believe
that Nelson was honest in his intentions and it would be just
unfortunate if in his absense Frank Weil or anybody else gave
anyone reascn to bglieve that Nelson's intentions were ndi to
be carried oute

te

Imemtyminclwlwmuam.rﬂtbcm e
to meet with Nelson and the Board of Governors. IiﬂMM&sw
mtlmghttghmthtcﬂimoinvhnrdmmm am
on the Board of (overnors, and therefore have a chance to deal with
the matter when it comes before them again. I am grateful to you
for thinking of including me, but I do not feel that I ought to be
on this particular committee. This would apply to any of the men
who serve on the Board of Govemnors.

I do hope that you are-lnv‘:[ng a pleasant vacation.
With best wishes,
Sincerely yours,

Morton M. Berman
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NEN YORK

July 7, 1953
271 Central Park West

My dear Marton Berman:e

I have your letter and its contents agree with everything I have heard regarding
the background of Glueck's Statement at Estes Park. You say you would be "shocked"
if he did not live up to it-e-minimal that it is, T believe you will have cause,
however, to be "shocked". My President, Sam Falk, and my Honorary Fresident, Joe
Pulvermacher, are meeting with Frank Weil tomorrow, and I have information that Weil
considers the protests a "storm in z teapot"™ unworthy of serious attention.

while this struggle is going on, the New York School is suffering. Did I write
you that Rabbi Feinerman who has taught Codes for twelve years as a volunteer will
be let out this year. I do not know him, but it seems to me symptomatic of Glueck's
methods. Since Cincinnati hasn't a course in Codes--one hour a week here, and the
boys would have liked more--New York can't have such a course, and the Faculty is
diminished yet more. It is still uncertain whether Bernard Heller will retum, and
Glueck has gone off to Israel, leaving many things hanging, ag:i:mtly until the end
of September, unless they are handled by mail. Though we are only fifteen blocks
away from the J.I.Ra it has proved impossible to crack the situation, and to bring
influencetobeartqlﬁpﬂlsﬁdwﬂatm& Glueck, Weil and Levine have an
Iron Curtain around it, and do what they please. Weil was not at the now historic
meeting of the Federation of Reform Synagogues on May 25th, but Levine and Glueck
were, and they should have known just what it meant and porﬁudsé. But they act as
if they were oligarchs with responsibility to no ome. While Glueck professes to have
at least ten new students for the first year, despite the announcement he will make
in the new printed catalogue of the Unification Flan; the School which has been pushed
down terribly since the days of Tschernowitz, Halkin, Slenimsky and others, is dis=
integrating still farther. This is just what Glueck wants in his war of nerves with
the faculty, the students, and his critics in the community.

It seems to me that the matter should ceme up at the next meeting of the Executive
Council of the Union, of which I believe you are a member. So, too, is Max Feder,
and so, too, is Walter Weismann of my Board, who is Chairman of the Joint Campaign
for the Union and the College Institute, which raised $240,000.00 this year in New
York, an increase of $46,000,00 over last year. (I believe ] told you that Rodeph
Sholom alone contributed close to $26,000400). Are you in touch with Dr. Hollender
at a11? 1Is he aware of what is going on, or does he try to wash his hands of it, and
say that the College Institute Board is "autonomous"? Eisendrath is in England for
the sessions of the World Union of Progressive Judaism, and I may not have an oppor-
tunity to see him, since I am going away to New England for a week--until July 18th,
returning for 9 days, and then flying with Lucile to Oregon to see my son, Jonny,
and his wife. Eisendrath's position in the whole struggle is not clear, but I under=-
stand every effort will be made to demonstrate to him that the plan must be deferred,
ard a strong, full School maintained here, or the movement faces a genuine schism.

It seems to me also that preparations should be made for the next meeting of
the Board of Govemors of the College-Institute at Cincinnati on October 7th. I
understand Judah Cahn will ask for a reconsideration of the Plan. Are you in touch
with him, and do you know of de¥elopments leading up to action at the GCovernors meeting.
I believe Jimmy Heller will be back then with information he has helpful to our cause,
as to Doctor Wise's intentions. (I don't think, however, he will have any relatione
ship to anything that develops in Cincinnati)., Ed Klein is on his vacation, and
writes he will do something in September, but this is the summer. Copies of my brochure
will be sent to all the members of the Board of the College-Institute, etc., as well
as the Executive Council, together with a copy of Glueck's Statement, but i% is going
to be difficult, in view of the closed corporation methods of the Board under Weil,
to reverse the vote of 3 to B. I believe every effort, however, should be made to
this end.
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In the meantime, we are looking into the matter of legal action by way of in-
junction—-which we deplore taking. We don't know who the complainazmiscociuld beg
moreover, many germane papers have been taken to Cincinnati by Glueck. The question
of the use of 40 W. 68th Street and other properties under the Merger Agreement
is involved. Shad and Justine Polier, Mitchell Salem Fisher (with Guggenheimer,
Untermeyer and Marshall) are interested in securing pertinent information on this
phase of the entire matter. We hope and pray it will never come to pass.

As far the possibility of founding a new school, to protect the right of
Semikah for men trained in New York, this is being given serious consideration.
We believe that there should be a four or five year course for men who prefer to study
in New York, or to complete their training in New York, if they should choose of their
own free uill to study 2 year or two in Cincinnati. we are looking into the matter
of financial resources for such a school, if necessary; vclunteer and paid teachers,
and otherfactors--which are of no small conseguence and implication. We could then
have a Governing Board sympathetic to the idea of a strong New York School, serving
tmerican Reform Judaism, with special reference to the cons ¥ increasing suburban
congregations in Greater New York and the Atlantic Seabord. mtl we have a
Board that is determined 5o to weaken the New York School 'that it is worse of a shell
of itself than at present, If there should be a change of heart in Glueck and Weil,
we shall ask for representation on the Administrative camitfoa of members of the local
New York Community, including the Federation of Reform Synagogues. And some of us do
not intend to be by-passed permanently, I assure you. -

The proposal of a new School is predicated upon the belief that we are going to
get precisely nowhere in dealing with Weil, Clueck and- thé-present Board of (overnorse.
Trying to put salt on the tail of those now in destructive control, trying to prevent
their strategems and evasions, trying to keep them from destroying the New York School
privately, if not publicly--1is a time-consuming and vexing business. Fomming a new
school would be a back-breaking obligation, but there is great strength and fimm
resolution among the congregations here. I do not believe we could carry all of them
with us, tut we can secure enough strength to make the school possible. It could
lave its sessions at Rodeph Sholom or the Free Synagogue; we could persuade congre-
gations, Rodeph Sholom included, the Free Synagogue and others mamned by our J.I.R.
graduates, to direct some of the money voluntarily raised for the Union outside of
membership dues percentage, to the project of a new School--and the nearly $60,000.00
we would need to maintain it on a modest basis, until the Union and the Board of
Governors come to right judgment on the whole matter. I should like to believe, also,
Morton, that in Congregations like yours and others t.hroughout the country, similar
assistance would be forthcoming.

To accamplish anything at all--first, to persuade the Board of Governars by the
Executive Council of the Union and the action of Congregations, that they mmst abandon
or defer the Glueck Flane-or if this fail, to undertake the establishment of a temporary
new School in NewYork, with possession of the J.I.R. building if possible, of if not,
with headquarters at the F.S. or Rodeph Sholome=-means that we must stand united
in our endeavors. It has not been easy to achieve the strength we have attained
since April, and I am of the opinion that now we are down to grass roots, and must
determine on a specific program, we will find it still more difficult to mobilize
a strong array of co-workers.

I should like to impress upon you, Morton, the callous and contemptuous attitude
of the adversary. If you have susceptibility to being "shocked", prepare yourself to
be "shocked" now. ©Glueck and Weil will not yield an inch, to the best of my prog-
nostication. Perhaps Eisendrath, now that he has his life tenure, will be on our side;
perhaps not. The Staff of the Union is on our side, and they will try to enlist him on
behalf of a strong and full school in New York with the right to grant Semikah., But
T do not see how the New York School can ever rise to its full stature with Glueck and
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Weil in the saddle; if they are let alone, they will destroy it; if they are pressed
to kesp it strong, they will do so grudgingly, and the results ld.ll be unfavorable

as to faculty, student recruitment and personnel, administration, special projects

and the like. There is no Dean at the Schooly the faculty is still incomplete;

Glueck has terrorized the teaching staff, so that they find resisting his depredations
a most painful business, if they try at all; Glueck has written a harsh letter to the
students in reply to theirs asking to remain in New York, and the atmosphere and
technical situation remain deplorable.

I am sending a copy of this letter to Fhil Bernstein so that he will know the
realities as we see them fifteen blocks away from the Institute, and in touch, as far
as possible, with developments daily.

r
Trusting you may wish to iﬁt&nh cmﬁw th:ia Iatm, I am
Sincarely;

(signed) Louis I. Newman

-



Copy for Rabbi Herbert Friedman

2871 Central Vark “,
June 17, 1983
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A FOREWORD
The opinions expressed in these pages are in-

dividual opinions, except insofar as they are re-
flected in the resolutions of groups as specifically
indicated. The course of events will determine
inhowfar opinions which are still individual be-
come the expression of the judgment and policy
of groups mentioned in these pages, or of other
groups which may arise.

June 15, 1953 Louis I. Newmsn
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NﬂthertheCentmlﬂonfermNorfheUnmncmuM
The C.C.A.R. Not Consulted,
Making the New York School a “Guinea-Pig”.
The U.AH.C. National Headquarters in New York; Why
Not a Rabbinical School?

An “Alternative Plan and an Objective Survey?

“A Crmu i.n Reform Judaism” by Rabbi Abram V. Goodman.
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1. Resolution by the Stephen S. Wise Free Synagogue Opposing

2.
3.

the “Unification Plan".

Resolution by Temple Isaiah Israel of Chieago, Ill., Opposing
the “Unification Plan".

Resolution of Congregation Rodeph Sholom, New York City,
Opposing the “Unification Plan”.

Resolution of the Flushing Free Synagogue Opposing the “Uni-
fication Plan”.

Resolutions of the Association of Reform Rabbis and the Fed-
eration of Reform Synagogues, New York, Asking Deferment
of Implementation of the “Unification Plan” until ample oppor-
tunity for consultation.



Remarks Of Rabbi Edward E. Klein Before The Assembly
Of Delegates Of The N.Y. Federation Of Reform Synagogues -

MAY 25, 1953
By Rabbi Edward E. Klein,
Stephen S. Wise Free Synagogue, New York City

In regard to the unification plan of the HUC -
JIR, permit me first to point out what we do
not oppose before 1 point out what we do oppose.
We are definitely not opposed to the principle of
the merger. We believe in one united School, one
faculty, one President, with two great centers,
one in Cincinnati and one in New York. We do
not question the motivations of anyone in au-
thority. All of us are brothers seeking the same
goal, the advancement of our movement and the
welfare of our people. These, however, are our
objections to the plan:

1. A Committee to “study and consider how
the integration of the merger should be carried
out in the future” was by the Board
of Governors on May 14, 1952, and met on
November 18, 1952, January 13 and March. 25,
1953. At its second meeting the appointment of
a subcommittee was authorized. To this com-
mittee, the Chairman of the Board of Governors,
the three Vice-Chairmen of the Board, the Pre-
sident of the College-Institute and the President
of the Union were appointed. Nothing was heard

of the subcommittee until the last meeting of

the full Committee at the Harmonie Club on
March 25, when it presented a 27-page report
for action. Efforts to table the report until all
members of the Committee had adequate time
to digest its contents were to no avail. It was
passed with only four dissenting.

The plan was then presented to the Board of
Governors the next morning, and again efforts
to table it until all members of the Board, the
Alumni and the laity had an opportunity to
analyze it were defeated. The plan was passed
with only eight dissenting. It appears to us that
a plan which so vitally affects the future of our
movement should not have been presented in
such haste, nor should action have been taken in
haste, without giving the Rabbis and the lay-
men and the faculties an opportunity to express
themselves.

2. Violation of the Intent of the Merger

The report of the subcommittee stated that
its “report and recommendations were intended
to effectuate the original merger-agreement.” We
feel that it violates the intent of the merger.

The merger agreement reads, “This united insti-
tution shall continue to maintain schools in Cin-
cinnati and New York." A school in New York
means mature Rabbinical study in New York,
with a faculty, a student body, and adeguate
facilities. It does not mean a preparatory depart-
ment plus a nine-month interneship.

At the induction of Dr. Glueck as President of
our united schools in 1948, Dr. Wise said, “When
the question was at the time of the
founding of the Institute — Why yet another
Seminary in Iﬂdithn to those extant, we replied
that the ing Jewish population of

Germany and Austria, less than one million, was

served by four seminaries, those of Berlin, Bres-
lau and Vienna, plus the Rabbinical school of
Budapest. The Jewish population of our eountry
in 1922 was larger than three and one-half mil-
lion, and was served by three seminaries. Today,
in 1948, amid a Jewish population of five million,
there are, counting broadly, five major schools:
The Hebrew Union College, the Jewish Theolo-
gical Seminary, the Yeshiva of New York, the
Hebrew Theological College of Chicago, and the
Jewish Institute of Religion. This number is now
to be reduced, for the College and Institute be-
come one, though the two schools in Cincinnati
and New York are of course to be maintained
as heretofore. Cincinnati, through the College
and the Union of American Hebrew Congrega-
tions, remains the classic stronghold of Jewish
Liberalism; and the Institute School part of
what is now become the College-Institute unity,
ministers to more than one quarter of the ten
million Jews of earth, who dwell within a radius
of ten to fifteen miles from this site.” It is clear
that Dr. Wise did not have in mind a “prep”
school, and internee arrangement ministering “to
more than a quarter of the ten million Jews of
earth.”

The Jewish Institute of Religion was founded
to train Rabbis in the great center of Jewish
living, to give them contact with the great
national organizations and institutions located
in New York, to permit them to share in the
vast laboratory of Jewish life. Those who nego-
tiated the merger gave assurance that this
would continue to be the case. Such training is
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not less important, but more important now that
the Union’s headquarters have been moved to
New York. Yet the new plan will provide train-
ing in New York for only eight months, and that
after ordination when men are impatient to be-
gin their active ministry. Certainly the few
students who will elect to spend their two pre-
paratory years in New York will have neither
the time nor the maturity to avail themselves
of New York’s Jewish resources.

3. Viclation of the Principle of Integration

The subcommittee offered as its major argu-
ment the avoidance of duplication. “It was felt
furthermore”, the report reads, “that it would
be unconscionable to continue for the indefinite
future the complete duplication invelved in build-
ing up and maintaining two schools of equal,
first-rate standing devoted to the same goals and
ministering to the same group.” Yet the plan
does envision duplication of faculties and student
bodies during the first two years. In list No. 3
of its report parallel and duplicate courses of
study are outlined in detail for the first two
years. Only during the final interneship year are
all students required to study in New York City.
This is not only a violation of the principle of
integration but discriminatory against the New
York School.

4. Im ticability of the Plan

The t two years of study in New York will
attract few if any students. An entering student
weighing the merits of studying in New York
or Cincinnati will find only three full-time pro-
fessors at the New York school, and nineteen
full-time professors in Cincinnati. He is faced,
moreover, if he should study in New York, with
the necessity of being uprooted at the end of
two years, to go to Cincinnati, again to be up-
rooted at the end of three years to return to
New York. His decision will probably be to en-
ter the Cincinnati school, or, if study in New
York is vital to him, he will enter the Jewish
Theological Seminary.

The last year or interneship year is certainly
no fitting climax to five years of Rabbinical
study. The plan provides that at the end of five
vears students be ordained in Cincinnati but that
the Rabbinical diploma be withheld until after a
sixth year in New York. Not only is the distinc-
tion between ordination and graduation extreme-
Iy ambiguous, but the curriculum outlined by the
subcommittee for the sixth vear (Musie, Philo-
sophy of Contemporary Jewish Movements,
Supervised Field Work, Sermonic Resources, Hu-
man Relations, American Jewish Community,
Synagogue Practica) provides little incentive
for a nine-month junket to New York City. At
a time when there is desperate need for Rabbis,
the inclination after ordination will be to find

posts at the end of five vears without license
or diploma.

5. The Economic Argument

The subcommittee argues that its plan is the
only one possible in view of the economic bur-
dens of the College-Institute, A great institution
does not sacrifice its objectives or cut its pro-
gram because of limited resources. It strives
to find new resources, if its objectives and pro-
gram are important enough. The New York
Jewish community is only beginning to rally to
the needs of our Combined Campaign. The re-
sources of New York Jewry have not yet ade-
quately been tapped by our great institutions,
under Mr. Weismann's able direction. A closer
relationship between the New York School and
the community would ‘help. Friends of the New
York School have not been rallied to its assist-
ance. Its their contributions have
not been m!squeb’ publicized. Annual dinners
and lectures open to the public have not been
exploited for our purposes. A strong New York
School would evoke generous support from New
York Jewry and devoted assistance from the
alumni of both schools who serve in the area.

6. Threat to the Development of
New Congregations

The program for creating new congregations
in metropolitan New York and in contiguous
areas on the eastern seaboard is bound to suffer
and may be brought to a halt altogether if the
plan is earried out.

During the past six vears, the number of
congregations in New York has been more than
doubled. The Union of American Hebrew Con-
gregations was able to help establish these con-
gregations and to develop them because it could
draw upon the New York School for student
rabbis. In a number of instances, these student
rabbis were able to remain with the congregation
following their ordination. Thus, new positions
were created for rabbis and impressive numbers
were added to the Reform movement. At the
present time, there are more than twenty con-
gregations requiring the services of student
rabbis. Any plan which will diminish the number
of Rabbinical students in the New York School
of the HUC - JIR is certain to retard the pro-
gress of the creation of new congregations.

The present plan is certain to result in a
situation that by 1955 there will be no students
available for new or vacated part-time pulpits
in new congregations. Under this present plan,
the first group of Rabbis available will be in
the Fall of 1957, and then only at eight-
months’' or nine-months’ practice period. The
new congregations’ program cannot wait until
1957 for Rabbinical leadership or survive the
interval by the use of makeshift devices. We
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cannot reasonably expect that there will be
twenty or more congregations available for men
who will come for a practice year of nine months
in 1957. It must also be pointed out that it is not
likely that ordained Rabbis will want to serve
new congregations, most of which will be in the
beginning period of their development and able
to afford only very limited remuneration for
rabbinical service. An ordained Rabbi, after
having spent five post-graduate years in study,
will feel, and properly so, that he is entitled to
something better than the kind of part-time sal-
aries that these new congregations can presently
afford. It iz completely impossible to provide
any number of positions that would be able to
offer full-time salaries for rabbis or rabbinical
students serving new congregations and it must
be apparent that congregations able to provide
such full-time salaries will expect full-time ser-
vices and will not be willing to avail themselves
of the services of rabbis-in-training for a limited
period.

In the light of these facts that are clear and

borne out by the experience of the past six years,
the plan presently offered is unworkable and
must be rejected if Liberal Judaism in metropo-
litan New York is to go forward and win the

presently large numbers of the unsynagogued to
the Liberal Synagogue.

What is needed in New York is a program
that will enlist more men, and men of the
highest possible caliber, for the spiritual leader-
ship of our Liberal congregations — more men
who will be trained in close proximity to and
with intimate knowledge of this largest Jewish
community in the world, containing more than
one-half of the Jews in the United States. What
is needed is a program that will attract more of
the splendid young men who are to be found
in the colleges and universities of the New York
community and who are here because they find
it necessary to secure their advanced education
near to home. There is a great reservoir of
spiritual leadership to be found in the New
York community that only a strong and com-
plete rabbinical school can possibly win to our
movement.

Conclusion
1 therefore beg of this body to urge the Board

of Governors to reconsider, to draft a new plan

with the consultation of faculty, alumni and
laymen — in the interests of our people, our
movement, and in the service of Almighty God.

A Mistaken, Unworkable And Injurious Plan

"Unification Plan" for the l'lebm z c-logc-lowhh Institute of Religion

By Rabbi Lawis I. Newman
Congregation Rodeph Sholom, New York City

1. "Two Schools . . . To Be Maintained
as Heretofore"

The late Rabbi Stephen S. Wise, founder of
the Jewish Institute of Religion in New York
City in 1922, in an address delivered at the He-
brew Union College-Jewish Institute of Religion
at the installation of Dr. Nelson Glueck, on Oc-
tober 29, 1948 said:

“The College and Institute become one, though
the two schools in Cincinnati and New York
are, of course, to be maintained, as heretofore.
Cincinnati, through the College and the Union
of American Hebrew Congregations, remains the
classic stronghold of Jewish Liberalism; and the
Institute School, part of what i3 now become the
College-Institute unity, ministers to more than
one quarter of the ten wmillion Jews of earth
who dwell within a radius of ten to fifteen miles
from this site.” (Italics mine. See Opinion, De-
cember, 1948, p. 7)

He also remarked:
“It would be dishonest on my part to conceal,

even if 1. could, the poignancy of this moment.
Its real analogy is not to the idea of surrender.
1 feel at this moment as if 1 were giving o long-
nurtured and precious child in marriage.” (Ital-
ics mine. Opinion, p. 6)

President Glueck in his address on “A New
Era for American Judaism"” declared (Opinion,
p- 9)

“We have affirmed in our statement of pur-
pose that ‘our wunited institution will continue to
maintain schools in Cincinnati and in New

fork.” "

Despite this formal and official declaration in
1948, President Glueck, according to notes taken
at the meeting of the New York Federation of
Reform Synagogues at the House of Living
Judaism on May 25th, 1953, stated:

“Since in the mind of those of us charged
with the responsibility, merger has never meant
two schools, I have no intention of entering into
a discussion of that kind of proposal at all.”

In the light of this public denial of the com-

e



pact regarding the two Schools, it is not surpris-
ing that President Glueck and those who have
collaborated with him on the Board of Govern-
ors of the H.U.C. - J.LLR. have promulgated as a
fait accompli a plan which takes away from the
New York School the right and power to ordain
Rabbis as well as the opportunity to train them
in their third, fourth and fifth years of study,
leading to Semikah. Doctor Wise used the phrase
that “the two schools in Cincinnati and New
York are, of course, to be maintained as hereto-
fore.” *As heretofore” means that the right and
power to ordain Rabbis in New York shall be
preserved under the Charter issued to the Jew-
ish Institute of Religion by the Legislature in
accordance with the rules and regulations of the
Board of Regents and the Department of Edu-

cation of the State of New York. Doctor Wise
had the precise and unreserved assurance that

the great institution for the training of Re!om
or Liberal Rabbis would be
heretofore”.
lated by a plan which commits mayhem

the J.LLR., and reduces ithth‘lmh:lcfam
preparatory school. It is mot surprising. there-
fore, that resolutions have beéen bz' in-
dividual congregations throughout the country
condemning the “Unification Plan™ of March 26,
1953. Moreover, the Associationof Reform Rab-
bis and the Federation of Reform Synagogues in
New York City, the Chicago Board of Reform
Rabbis and the Chicago Federation of the Union
of American Hebrew Congregations have to date
adopted resolutions of which the resolution in
New York is representative:

“In view of the serious misgivings expressed
. . . regarding the specific plan of Unification
passed by the Board of Governors of the He-
brew Union College-Jewish Institute of Religion,
we urge that the implementation of the plan be
deferred until Rabbis and interested laymen may
have ample opportunity to study the plan and
to suggest modifications.”

At the meeting of the Association of Reform
Rabbis May 21st, where this resolution was
passed by a gathering of over forty members
with only one dissenting voice, the “Unification
Plan” was defended by the Assistant to the
President of H.U.C. - J.L.LR. and the Dean of the
Hebrew Union School of Sacred Music in New
York. Their efforts to prevent the passage of
the resolution were unsuccessful. At the meeting
of the Federation of Reform Synagogues in New
York, May 25th, President Glueck appeared in
person in defense of the Plan, but was unable
to prevent the passage of the resolution by
unanimous vote; nearly 125 persons, represent-
ing the lay as well as the Rabbinical leadership
of the Reform congregations of Greater New
York were present. In Chicago the resolution
was passed by 23 to 0, despite the presence of

Yet this nwuncc has been v:to-
upon

ilEs-

defenders of the Unification Plan at the meet-
ing of the Board of Reform Rabbis, and the
resolution was passed by a very large majority
after a thorough airing of the issues by the
Chicago Federation of the Union of American
Hebrew Congregations, over the arguments of
the proponents of the Plan. President Glueck has
sent out in mimeographed form the prepared
text of his statement at the May 25th meeting
of the New York Federation of Reform Syna-
gogues, but his impromptu additional remarks
are not included.

2. The “"Unification Plan" As Promulgated
The “Unification Plan" was announced in the

“Hebrew Union College-Jewish Institute of

Religion Bulletin™ in April, 1953. The measures

are:

~ “1. The rabbinic course is extended from five

to six years,

2. Both New York and Cincinnati schools will
and second years, leading to
ﬂum of Backelor of Hebrew letters.

Third, fourth and fifth years, leading to or-
ion, will be offered exclusively in Cincin-

QHGMMhieru vear will be offered

exclusively in New York.

5. Students will be ordained in Cincinnati up-
on satisfactory completion of the fifth year; but
no student will be permitted to accept a perma-
nent pulpit until the diploma certifying the title
of Rabhi be conferred at the conclusion of the

E’

6. The diploma of Rabbi and the Master of
Hebrew Letters degree will be conferred in New
York at the conclusion of the sixth year.”

In his defense of the Plan at the Federation
of Reform Synagogues the President declared
that the Board of Governors “tried every pos-
sible formula”, though he refused to discuss two
schools. He declared:

“The step which we are now embarked on as
approved by the Board of Governors of H. U. C.-
J. I. R, which is the only final authority charged
with the responsibility of governing it — this
step is in the area of mechanics . . . That an
‘attenuation’ of our philosophy of Judaism is
involved in our mechanical steps is too absurd
for any attention . . . Here, with our program
changes, however, we are dealing with simple
mechanics. We have constructed a blueprint™ . ..

“I have always taken counsel with the alumni
on matters of policy, such as the merger itself,
or the introduction of tuition, or the desirability
of making it possible for university students
to begin their Rabbinic studies while still in the
University; it simply did not oeeur to me that
once broad policy was established, detailed con-
sultation was indicated or feasible for mechani-
cal arrangements.”
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Plan of
“Mechanics"

Throughout President Glueck's entire Address
the emphasis upon “mechanics” is present. Lib-
eral Judaism, being Liberal, takes its stand up-
on the principle of free choice; in fact the basic
“Statement of Purpose” in the Merger of the
H.U.C. and the J.LR. on June 7, 1948 con-
tains the following initial paragraph:

“1. The following statement of purpose is
hereby reaffirmed:

‘The Hebrew Union College and the Jewish
Institute of Religion resolve to unite for the
strengthening and advancement of Judaism in
America and throughout the world. The right
to serve the Jewish people in its entirety (K'lal
Yisrael), with freedom for faculty and students
alike, is axiomatic.”

The “Statement” continues with the prégnant
declaration:

‘“This united institution shall eontinue to main-
tain schools in Cincinnati and New York, with
Nelson Glueck as President and Stephen S Wise
and Julian Morgenstern as President Emeriti.
Upon this union we involve the blessing of
God.” "

Not only does this “Statement of Purpose”,
which is the cornerstone of the Merger, re-af-
firm the understanding that two schools were to
be maintained, one in Cincinnati and one in Néw
York (Doctor Wise's words of October 29th,
1948 “as heretofore” are important in this con-
nection), but the principle also of “freedom for
faculty and students alike™ is re-affirmed.

In the pronouncement in the “Hebrew Union
College - Jewish Institute of Religion Bulletin™
of April, 1953 (which is a summary of a long,
mimeographed Merger Report sent out by the
“American Jewish Archives” because of the
“number of requests” for copies) and in the
President’s May 25th Address, it becomes clear
that the President and the Board of Governors
consider their decision a fait accompli and be-
yond the judgment of Rabbis or laymen who
make up the constituency of Reform Judaism
in the Central Conference of American Rabbis
and the Union of American Hebrew Congrega-
tions. This point shall receive special consider-
ation later in this Analysis. The President in
his Address speaks of the “Mandatory Sixth
Year”; “in a few years”, he says, “evervone
who comes out of Cincinnati will have to come
here (New York). He speaks of a “centralized
control and evaluation and study program’; he
talks of a “tightly controlled centralized direc-
tion”; he mentions “three mandatory years” at
Cincinnati “for all Rabbinic students and for
the existing Ph. D. work, and by Graduating
Teaching Fellows in residence for their Ph.D.
studies.” In short, the dominating theme in

Rabbinical

the entire program is one of compulsion; stu-
dents for the Liberal Rabbinate will have no
free choice; the work will be “mandatory” and
under a “tightly controlled centralized direction”.
Surely these phrases are repugnant to Liberal
Jews who abhor ecclesiasticism in any form.
Rules and regulations for study and internship
are, of course, essential, but the arbitrary shift-
ing of men from one Rabbinical School to an-
other on the basis of a discriminatory and rigid
Plan cannot be accepted as beneficial to Reform
Judaism. Candidates for the Rabbinate should
be free to choose the School at which they pre-
fer to study and be ordained. If they wish to
spend time both in Cincinnati and New York,
it should be on their own volition, and they
should not be informed that they must spend,
for example, their crucial 3rd, 4th and 5th year
“gxelusively” in_Gincinnati, or their 6th year
Mn&df’ in New York.

of the imposgibilities of the
“Umﬁeati‘m Plan’” it should be pointed out that
the President found it either expedient or neces-
sary following the promulgation of the Plan to

give consent to the 2nd year students in the

New York School to remain for the balance of
their Rabbinieal training, if they desired, in
New York, with ordination at the New York
School. He declared on May 25th that two of the
graduates of Hebrew Union College in 1953 had
opted to come to New York for their “intern-
ship’. Such a decision is commendable, inas-
much as it is the result of individual choice. If
students in the first yvear of the New York
School likewise refuse to take their 3rd, 4th and

5th year in Cincinnati, on the ground that it is

an upset in their personal and family life, will
the President and the Board seek to dragoon
them into the transfer? Will they be forced out
of the School to take their Rabbinical training
at the Jewish Theological Seminary, or in pri-
vate instruction, integrated with the Semitics
Departments of New York's great universities?
Will they be penalized not only as students, but
later as practising Rabbis for their resistance
to a compulsory residence in Cincinnati, even
though the Hebrew Union College undoubtedly
can offer them many advantages? Surely this
talk of “exclusively”, “mandatory”, “will have
to”, ete. has no place in Reform Jewish life.

Students for the Liberal Rabbinate should not
be treated like Robots, and even Capek’s “me-
chanical men” developed “Robot’s cramp”, name-
Iy, an unwillingness to be regarded as mere
automata.

4. The "Fear of Duplication™

In the “Bulletin” of April, 1953 the announce-
ment was made:

“No logical basis or justification exists for the
maintenance of two complete schools, serving the



same purpose, one in New York and one in Cin-
cinnati. It was felt, furthermore, that it would
be unconscionable to undertake the duplication
— even if mecessary funds were available —
when a single school could accomplish the same
purpose.” (Italics mine.)

In comment upon this assertion, it should be
mentioned that even small non-Jewish denom-
inations, maintain more than one theological
seminary, some in the Northeast, some in the
Far West, gome in the South. Surely Reform
Jews who are neither numerically nor financially
weak could support Rabbinical Schools, if they
set their mind to the task, in Cincinnati, in New
York, and, in time, on the Pacific Coast. Every
Reform Jew is grateful to the Hebrew Union
College for the historic service it has rendered
the Liberal Jewish cause for nearly 80 years;

all of us appreciate enormously the eminent con-

tributions of the College founded by the late

Rabbi Isaac M. Wise. Moreover, we admire the
zeal with which Rabbis and laymen loyal to the
Hebrew Union College are endeavoring to main-
tain it at the highest possible standard of ex-
cellence. It is becoming to the Cincinnati com-

munity to take pride in the College and to strive

in its behalf.

But, by the same token, the Rabbis and lay-
men loyal to the Jewish Institute of Religion
in New York, take a similar pride in it, and
are determined to preserve it at the highest
possible standard of excellence. Numbers are
by no means an entirely satisfactory criterion,
but certainly Los Angeles with a Jewish popu-
lation of over 200,000 may in time wish a train-
ing school for Liberal Rabbis, and surely New
York with more than 2,000,000 Jews is en-
titled to maintain its School, with its notable
record of achievement over a period of 80 years
to date,

Doctor Wise in his Oct. 29th, 1948 address

refers to Cincinnati “through the College and
the Union of American Hebrew Congregations"
as “the classic stronghold of Jewish Liberalism."”
Since these words were spoken, the national
headquarters of the U.A.H.C,, because of the in-
evitable historic forces at work, have been trans-
ferred from Cincinnati to New York. Historic
circumstance brought about the establishment of
Hebrew Union College in Cincinnati, and until,
if ever, the Union of American Hebrew Congre-
gations elects to exchange the handsome Cin-
cinnati campus and facilities for a great new
campus with adequate buildings, in, let us say,
Westchester County in New York State, the
fact of the Hebrew Union College in Cincinnati
is and must be accepted as a laudable reality
beyond comment. To appreciate the service ren-
dered by the Hebrew Union College need not
imply, however, that it is necessary to whittle
down the Jewish Institute of Religion in New

York. If there were no New York School for
the training of Liberal Rabbis it would be neces-
sary to establish one. Now that the national
headquarters of the U.AH.C. are housed in the
House of Living Judaism at 838 Fifth Avenue,
New York, — a beautiful edifice made possible
by the bountiful gift of the late Dr. A. A. Berg.
one of New York's illustrious surgeons — and
now that Reform congregations are increasing
in number and resources in the Greater New
York area under the inspiration and aegis of
the Federation of Reform Synagogues, it is all
the more necessary to maintain at full strength
a New York School. To enable Hebrew Union
College to flourish should not mean that the
Jewish Institute of Religion should be permitted
to “wither on the vine.”

It was by no means “unconscionable” for Doc-
tor Wise to have founded the J.LR. in 1922 and
to have maintained it successfully and construc-
tively — thaugh on a modest budget — until
the merger m :m& ‘The J.I.R. has graduated
many of Jewry's leading Rabbinical
personalities who have always had fellowship
with the graduates of the Hebrew Union Col-
lege in the Central Conference of American
Rabbis. The J.LR. has augmented the number
of Rabbis available for the Chaplaincy, the Hillel
Foundations and for congregations, not only in
the New York region, but also in the Middle
West, the Far West, the South, the Atlantic
States, as well as in other countries. The J.LR.

‘arose in response to a deep-seated need in Am-

erican Jewry. It could not have survived if it
had not met this need. It will continue to sur-
vive because it meets an organic situation in
expanding American Reform or Liberal Juda-
ism. Nor do we consider it “unconscionable” for
other denominations to maintain more than one
training school for its clergymen. Only emo-
tional thinking could have produced such a
strong word as “unconscionable” with reference
to the work of the founder of the New York
School.

5. The "Economy" Argument

It should be clear from the paragraph quoted
above including the sentence “even if necessary
funds were available” that the “economy” argu-
ment cannot be accepted for the diminishment,
and if a small minority dared, the liquidation of
the New York School. The statement is made
that even if the finances were at hand to main-
tain two full Rabbinical schools, to which can-
didates might go according to their personal and
free choice, the New York School would have no
raison d'etre. Even if friends would place, let
us say, a quarter million dollars at the disposal
of the Jewish Institute of Religion, it would still
be forced to walk the plank, according to the
“logical basis"” offered in the “Unification Plan."”
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As a matter of fact, Doctor Wise conducted the
J.IR. on a relatively small budget, for many
vears below $100,000 a year, and in 1948-49, at
about $150,000, On the other hand, the Hebrew
Union College with its campus and other equip-
ment, required over $600,000 (in 1948-49, the
amount of $640,000), more than four times the
sum required for the J.LLR. In order to discover
exactly how much the New York School requires
today, it is necessary to scrutinize and inter-
pret the figures publicly available in order to
learn how expenses have been apportioned since
the Merger. The mere publication of totals is in-
sufficient; their careful study in the light of
actual expenditures for the New York School
must be undertaken de nove and objectively.
As for “duplication’ it would be interesting
to undertake an impartial survey of the work
both in Cincinnati and New York to discover
whether projects now included in the Budget for

Cincinnati are not duplications of work s&tm--

factorily conducted elsewhere in American Jew-
ry. Moreover, before new projects are under-
taken, it would be wise to determine whether
they involve expenditures which could be ap-
plied more effectively on behalf of Reform Juda-

ism. It would be important also to unfold the

accurate situation regarding the right of the
leaders of certain projects, however commend-
able, among the organizations of the U.AH.C,
to raise special monies outside the Joint Cam-
paign of the Union and the College-Institute,
whereas the same right is denied the New York
School.

6. New Funds Are Available

New and sufficient funds can be secured in the
Greater New York area and among other con-
gregations throughout the country who recog-
nize the need for a New York School as an in-
strument of service to American Reform Juda-
ism as a whole. The Joint Campaign in the
metropolitan area is increasing the amount of
its annual collections, and the surface has only
been skimmed. Unfortunately many Rabbis and
laymen who are prepared to assist the New
York School in the creation and maintenance
of special projects, have not been granted an
opportunity to serve actively on behalf of the
J.I.R. since 1948. The Hebrew Union School of
Sacred Music has its own Board and the right
to raise its own additional funds, but the pro-
posal to mobilize the particular friends of the
J.LLR. throughout the country and in New York
has been repudiated until now. Scarcely any at-
tempt has been made to build up good will to-
wards the New York School by the personal ap-
pearance at public and private functions of
leaders and officials of the H.U.C. - J.L.R., though
clearly financial aid would have resulted. More-
over, no endeavor has been made to create an

organic and structural affiliation between the
Association of Reform Rabbis with over 100
members and the Federation of Reform Syna-
gogues with over 65 congregations on the one
hand, and the administration of the New York
School on the other. The Administrative Com-
mittee of the New York School has not func-
tioned as a comprehensive and effective group,
but has been allowed to participate in merely
technical matters relating to the housing of the
J.LR. and allied items. In fact so unsatisfactory
is the local administration of the New York
School, which lacks a Provost, a Dean, a Regis-
trar, and is managed by “remote control” and
“absentee leadership” from a distance of more
than a thousand miles, that there is grave
anxiety that it come under the critical eye of
the New York State Commissioner of Educa-
tion and the Board of Regents. If the standards
established by the J.I.R. before the Merger are
not preserved, the State educational authorities

‘will feel themselves impelled to step into the

picture.
It was not until the meetings of May 21st

and May 25th that New York Reform Jewry,

through the voice of the Association of Reform
Rabbis and the Federation of Reform Syna-
gogues, asked that a substantive relationship be-
tween the New York School and the local organi-
zations be established. In both instances the re-
pnesenutwes of New York Reform Jewry made
it unmistakably clear that great harm has been
done by the failure of the H.U.C. - J.I.R. Board
of Governors to consult the community most
directly affected by the drastic measures of
Mareh 26th. New York Reform Jewry, in co-
operation with Jewish communities throughout
the land, is eager to share in the government
and program of the New York School. Any un-
willingness on the part of the present H.U.C. -
J.LR. authorities to give a rightful place to
those immediately and vitally affected will per-
petuate a situation of discontent, resistance and
definite revolt. Above all else, the unity of the
American Hebrew Congregations must be pre-
served; it cannot be said that the “Unification
Plan” has cemented solidarity within the ranks
of Reform Jews,

7. The College Loses Nothing: The
Institute Nearly Everything

As for the effect of the “Unification Plan”, it
becomes clear that the Cincinnati School loses
nothing whatsoever, whereas the New York
School, despite its location in the greatest center
of Jewish population and Jewish life, loses near-
Iy everything. H.U.C. has had its students for
five years; under the Plan, it would continue to
have them at Cincinnati for five years. The
College has had the right to train men in their
3rd, 4th and 5th years of study, with Ordina-
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same purpose, one in New York and one in Cin-
cinnati, It was felt, furthermore, that it would
be unconscionable to undertake the duplication
— even if necessary funds were available —
when a single school could accomplish the same
purpose.” (Italics mine.)

In comment upon this assertion, it should be
mentioned that even small non-Jewish denom-
inations, maintain more than one theological
seminary, some in the Northeast, some in the
Far West, some in the South. Surely Reform
Jews who are neither numerically nor financially
weak could support Rabbinical Schools, if they
set their mind to the task, in Cincinnati, in New
York, and, in time, on the Pacific Coast. Every
Reform Jew is grateful to the Hebrew Union
College for the historic service it has rendered
the Liberal Jewish cause for nearly 80 vears;
all of us appreciate enormously the eminent con-
tributions of the College founded by the lxl:e:
Rabbi Isaac M. Wise. Moreover, we admire the
zeal with which Rabbis and !symen Joyal to the
Hebrew Union College are en ! 't'o' main-
tain it at the highest possible standard
cellence. It is becoming to the Cincinna
munity to take pride mﬂucdlmmdhm
in its behalf.

But, by the same token, the Rabbis and lay-
men loyal to the Jewish Institiite of Religion
in New York, take a similar pride in it, and
are determined to preserve it at the highest
possible standard of excellence. Numbers are
by no means an entirely satisfactory criterien,
but certainly Los Angeles with a Jewish popu-
lation of over 200,000 may in time wish a train-
ing school for Libera.l Rabbis, and surely New
York with more than 2,000,000 Jews is en-
titled to maintain its School, with its notable
record of achievement over a period of 30 years
to date,

Doctor Wise in his Oct. 29th, 1948 address
refers to Cineinnati “through the College and
the Union of American Hebrew Congregations”
as “the classic stronghold of Jewish Liberalism.”
Since these words were spoken, the national
headquarters of the U.A.H.C., because of the in-
evitable historic forces at work, have been trans-
ferred from Cincinnati to New York., Historic
circumstance brought about the establishment of
Hebrew Union College in Cincinnati, and until,
if ever, the Union of American Hebrew Congre-
gations elects to exchange the handsome Cin-
cinnati campus and facilities for a great new
campus with adequate buildings, in, let us say,
Westchester County in New York State, the
fact of the Hebrew Union College in Cincinnati
is and must be accepted as a laudable reality
beyond comment. To appreciate the service ren-
dered by the Hebrew Union College need not
imply, however, that it is necessary to whittle
down the Jewish Institute of Religion in New

York. If there were no New York School for
the training of Liberal Rabbis it would be neces-
sary to establish one. Now that the national
headquarters of the U.A.H.C. are housed in the
House of Living Judaism at 838 Fifth Avenue,
New York, — a beautiful edifice made possible
by the bountiful gift of the late Dr. A. A. Berg,
one of New York's illustrious surgeons — and
now that Reform congregations are increasing
in number and resources in the Greater New
York area under the inspiration and aegis of
the Federation of Reform Synagogues, it is all
the more necessary to maintain at full strength
a New York School. To enable Hebrew Union
College to flourish should not mean that the
Jewish Institute of Religion should be permitted
to “wither on the vine.”

It was by no means “unconscionable” for Doc-
tor Wise to have founded the J.LR. in 1922 and
to lnn it successfully and construc-

tively — though on 4 modest budget — until
the merger .in 1948. The J.LR. has graduated

many of American J’ewrys leading Rabbinical

personalities who have always had fellowship
with the tes of the Hebrew Union Col-
lege in  Central Conference of American
Rabbis. The J.ILR. has augmented the number
of Rabbis available for the Chaplaincy, the Hillel
Foundations and for congregations, not only in
the New York region, but also in the Middle
West, the Far West, the South, the Atlantic
States, as well as in other countries. The J.ILR.

arose in response to a deep-seated need in Am-

erican Jewry. It could not have survived if it
had not met this need. It will continue to sur-
vive because it meets an organic situation in
expanding ‘American Reform or Liberal Juda-
ism. Nor do we consider it “unconscionable” for
other denominations to maintain more than one
training school for its clergymen. Only emo-
tional thinking could have produced such a
strong word as “unconscionable” with reference
to the work of the founder of the New York
School.

5. The "Economy" Argument

It should be clear from the paragraph quoted
above including the sentence “even if necessary
funds were available” that the “economy” argu-
ment cannot be accepted for the diminishment,
and if a small minority dared, the ligquidation of
the New York School. The statement is made
that even if the finances were at hand to main-
tain two full Rabbinical schools, to which can-
didates might go according to their personal and
iree choice, the New York School would have no
raigon d'etre. Even if friends would place, let
us say, a quarter million dollars at the disposal
of the Jewish Institute of Religion, it would still
be forced to walk the plank, aecording to the
“logical basis” offered in the “Unification Plan.”
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As a matter of fact, Doctor Wise conducted the
JIR. on a relatively small budget, for many
yvears below $100,000 a vear, and in 1948-49, at
about $150,000, On the other hand, the Hebrew
Union College with its campus and other equip-
ment, required over $600,000 (in 1948-49, the
amount of $640,000), more than four times the
sum required for the J.LR. In order to discover
exactly how much the New York School requires
today, it is necessary to scrutinize and inter-
pret the figures publicly available in order to
learn how expenses have been apportioned since
the Merger. The mere publication of totals is in-
sufficient; their careful study in the light of
actual expenditures for the New York School
must be undertaken de movo and objectively.
As for “duplication” it would be interesting
to undertake an impartial survey of the work
both in Cincinnati and New York to discovér
whether projects now included in the Budget for
Cincinnati are not duplications of work satis-
factorily conducted elsewhere in American Jew-
ry. Moreover, before new projects are under-
taken, it would be wise to determine whether
they involve expenditures which could be ap-
plied more effectively on behalf of Reform Juda-
ism. It would be important also to unfold the
accurate situation regarding the right of the
leaders of certain projects, however commend-
able, among the organizations of the U.AHC.,
to raise special monies outside the Joint Cam-
paign of the Union and the itute,
where:s the same right is denied the New York

6. New Funds Are Available

New and sufficient funds can be secured in the
Greater New York area and among other con-
gregations throughout the country who recog-
nize the need for a New York School as an din-
strument of service to American Reform Juda-
ism as a whole. The Joint Campaign in_ the
metropolitan area is increasing the amount of
its annual collections, and the surface has only
been skimmed. Unfortunately many Rabbis and
laymen who are prepared to assist the New
York School in the creation and maintenance
of special projects, have not been granted an
opportunity to serve actively on behalf of the
J.LR. since 1948. The Hebrew Union School of
Sacred Music has its own Board and the right
to raise its own additional funds, but the pro-
posal to mobilize the particular friends of the
J.LR. throughout the country and in New York
has been repudiated until now. Scarcely any at-
tempt has been made to build up good will to-
wards the New York School by the personal ap-
pearance at public and private functions of
leaders and officials of the H.U.C. - J.I.R., though
clearly financial aid would have resulted. More-
over, no endeavor has been made to create an

organic and structural affilintion between the
Association of Reform Rabbis with over 100
members and the Federation of Reform Syna-
gogues with over 65 congregations on the one
hand, and the administration of the New York
School on the other. The Administrative Com-
mittee of the New York School has not func-
tioned as a comprehensive and effective group,
but has been allowed to participate in merely
technical matters relating to the housing of the
J.LR. and allied items. In fact so unsatisfactory
is the local administration of the New York
School, which lacks a Provost, a Dean, a Regis-
trar, and is managed by “remote control” and

, the Bute educational authorities

wﬂl feel ﬂum impelled to step into the
pic

It was not until the meetings of May 2i1st
.namm that New York Reform Jewry,
“yoice of the Association of Reform
the Federation of Reform Syna-
0} substantive relationship be-
N%e‘nth_eNewYorkSchoolmdthelocalomm
zations be established. In both instances the re-
presentatives of New York Reform Jewry made
it unmistakably clear that great harm has been
done by the failure of the HU.C. - J.LLR. Board
ot Governors to consult the community most

directly affected by the drastic measures of
March 26th. New York Reform Jewry, in co-
operation with Jewish communities throughout
the land, is eager to share in the government
and program of the New York School. Any un-

those immediately and vitally affected will per-
petuate a situation of discontent, resistance and
definite revolt. Above all else, the unity of the
American Hebrew Congregations must be pre-
served; it cannot be said that the “Unification
Plan” has cemented solidarity within the ranks
of Reform Jews,

As for the effect of the “Unification Plan”, it
becomes clear that the Cincinnati School loses
nothing whatsoever, whereas the New York
School, despite its location in the greatest center
of Jewish population and Jewish life, loses near-
ly everything. H.U.C. has had its students for
five years; under the Plan, it would continue to
have them at Cincinnati for five years. The
College has had the right to train men in their
3rd, 4th and 5th years of study, with Ordina-
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same purpose, one in New York and one in Cin-
cinnati. It was felt, furthermore, that it would
be unconscionable to undertake the duplication
— even if necessary funds were available —
when a single school could accomplish the same
purpose.” (Italies mine.)

In comment upon this assertion, it should be
mentioned that even small non-Jewish denom-
inations, maintain more than one theological
seminary, some in the Northeast, some in the
Far West, some in the South. Surely Reform
Jews who are neither numerically nor financially
weak could support Rabbinical Schools, if they
set their mind to the task, in Cincinnati, in New
York, and, in time, on the Pacific Coast. Every
Reform Jew is grateful to the Hebrew Union
College for the historic service it has rendered
the Liberal Jewish cause for nearly 80 years;
all of us appreciate enormously the eminent con-
tributions of the College founded by the late
Rabbi Isaac M. Wise. Moreover, we admire the
zeal with which Rabbis and laymen loyal to the
Hebrew Union College are endeavoring to main-
tain it at the highest possible standard of ex-
cellence. It is becoming to the Cincinnati com-
munity to take pride in the College and to strive
in its behalf.

But, by the same token, the Rabbis and lay-
men loyal to the Jewish Institute of Religion
in New York, take a similar pride in it, and
are determined to preserve it at the highest
possible standard of excellence. Numbers are
by no means an entirely satisfactory cntumn,

but certainly Los Angeles with a Jewish popu-
Iation of over 200,000 may in time wish a train-

ing school for Liberal Rabbis, and suuly New
York with more than 2,000,000 Jews is en-
titled to maintain its School, with its notable
record of achievement over a period of 30 years
to date.

Doctor Wise in his Oct. 29th, 1948 address
refers to Cincinnati “through the College and
the Union of American Hebrew Congregations”
as “the classic stronghold of Jewish Liberalism.”
Since these words were spoken, the national
headquarters of the U.A.H.C,, because of the in-
evitable historic forces at work, have been trans-
ferred from Cincinnati to New York. Historie
circumstance brought about the establishment of
Hebrew Union College in Cincinnati, and until,
if ever, the Union of American Hebrew Congre-
gations elects to exchange the handsome Cin-
cinnati campus and facilities for a great new
campus with adequate buildings, in, let us say,
Westchester County in New York State, the
fact of the Hebrew Union College in Cincinnati
is and must be accepted as a laudable reality
beyond comment. To appreciate the service ren-
dered by the Hebrew Union College need not
imply, however, that it is necessary to whittle
down the Jewish Institute of Religion in New

York. If there were no New York School for
the training of Liberal Rabbis it would be neces-
sary to establish one. Now that the national
headquarters of the U.AH.C. are housed in the
House of Living Judaism at 838 Fifth Avenue,
New York, — a beautiful edifice made possible
by the bountiful gift of the late Dr. A. A. Berg.
one of New York's illustrious surgeons — and
now that Reform congregations are increasing
in number and resources in the Greater New
York area under the inspiration and aegis of
the Federation of Reform Synagogues, it is all
the more necessary to maintain at full strength
a New York School. To enable Hebrew Union
College to flourish should not mean that the
Jewish Institute of Religion should be permitted
to “wither on the vine.”

It was by no means “unconscionable” for Doc-
tanuewh&Nﬂmded the J.L.R. in 1922 and
ed it successfully and construc-

tively — thomgh & modest budget — until
the merger in 19& The J.LLR. has graduated
many of American Jewry's leading Rabbinical
personalities who have always had fellowship
with the mdllltﬂ of the Hebrew Union Col-
lege in the Central Conference of American
Rabbis. The J.LR. has augmented the number
of Rabbis available for the Chaplaincy, the Hillel
Foundations and for congregations, not only in
the New York region, but also in the Middle
West, the Far West, the South, the Atlantic
States, as well as in other countries. The J.LR.

arose in response to a deep-seated need in Am-

erican Jewry. It could not have survived if it
had not met this need. It will continue to sur-
vive because it meets an organic situation in
expanding American Reform or Liberal Juda-
ism. Nor do we consider it “unconscionable™ for
other denominations to maintain more than one
training school for its clergymen. Only emo-
tional thinking could have produced such a
strong word as “unconscionable” with reference
to the work of the founder of the New York
School.

5. The “"Economy" Argument

It should be clear from the paragraph quoted
above including the sentence “even if necessary
funds were available” that the “economy” argu-
ment cannot be accepted for the diminishment,
and if a small minority dared, the liquidation of
the New York School. The statement is made
that even if the finances were at hand to main-
tain two full Rabbinical schools, to which can-
didates might go according to their personal and
free choice, the New York School would have no
raison d’etre. Even if friends would place, let
us say, a quarter million dollars at the disposal
of the Jewish Institute of Religion, it would still
be forced to walk the plank, according to the
“logical basis” offered in the “Unification Plan.”
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As a matter of fact, Doctor Wise conducted the
JIR. on a relatively small budget, for many
vears below $100,000 a year, and in 1948-49, at
about $150,000. On the other hand, the Hebrew
Union College with its campus and other equip-
ment, required over $600,000 (in 1948-49, the
amount of $640,000), more than four times the
sum required for the J.ILR. In order to discover
exactly how much the New York School requires
today, it is necessary to scrutinize and inter-
pret the figures publicly available in order to
learn how expenses have been apportioned since
the Merger. The mere publication of totals is in-
sufficient; their careful study in the light of
actual expenditures for the New York School
must be undertaken de novo and objectively.

As for “duplication” it would be interesting
to undertake an impartial survey of the work
both in Cincinnati and New York to discover
whether projects now inc¢luded in the Budget for
Cincinnati are not duplications of work safis-
factorily conducted elsewhere in American Jew-
ry. Moreover, before new projects are under-
taken, it would be wise to determine whether
they involve expenditures which could be ap-
plied more effectively on behalf of Reform Juda-
ism. It would be important also to unfold the
accurate situation regarding the right of the
leaders of certain projects, however commend-
able, among the organizations of the U AH.C,
to raise special monies outside the Joint Cam-
paign of the Union and the College-Institute,
whereas the same right is denied the New York
School.

6. New Funds Are Available

New and sufficient funds can be secured in the
Greater New York area and ameng other con-
gregations throughout the country who recog-
nize the need for a New York School as an in-
strument of service to American Reform Juda-
ism as a whole. The Joint Campaign in the
metropolitan area is increasing the amount of
its annual collections, and the surface has only
been skimmed. Unfortunately many Rabbis and
laymen who are prepared to assist the New
York School in the creation and maintenance
of special projects, have not been granted an
opportunity to serve actively on behalf of the
J.ILR. since 1948. The Hebrew Union School of
Sacred Music has its own Board and the right
to raise its own additional funds, but the pro-
posal to mobilize the particular friends of the
J.LR. throughout the country and in New York
has been repudiated until now. Scarcely any at-
tempt has been made to build up good will to-
wards the New York School by the personal ap-
pearance at public and private functions of
leaders and officials of the H.U.C. - J.I.R., though
clearly financial aid would have resulted. More-
over, no endeavor has been made to create an

organic and structural affiliation between the
Association of Reform Rabbis with over 100
members and the Federation of Reform Syna-
gogues with over 65 congregations on the one
hand, and the administration of the New York
School on the other. The Administrative Com-
mittee of the New York School has not fune-
tioned as a comprehensive and effective group,
but has been allowed to participate in merely
technical matters relating to the housing of the
J.LR. and allied items. In fact so unsatisfactory
is the local administration of the New York
School, which lacks a Provost, a Dean, a Regis-
trar, and is managed by “remote control” and
“absentee leadership” from a distance of more
than a thousand miles, that there is grave
anxiety that it come under the critical eye of
the New York State Commissioner of Educa-
tion and the Board of Regents. If the standards
established by the J.LLR. before the Merger are
not preserved, the State educational authorities
will feel themselves impelled to step into the
picture.

- It was not until the meetings of May 21st
and May 25th that New York Reform Jewry,
through the voice of the Association of Reform
Rabbis and the Federation of Reform Syna-
gogues, asked that a substantive relationship be-
tween the New York School and the local organi-
zations be established. In both instances the re-
presentatives of New York Reform Jewry made
il unmistakably clear that great harm has been
done by the failure of the H.U.C. - J.LLR. Board
of Governors to consult the community most
directly affected by the drastic measures of
March 26th. New York Reform Jewry, in co-
operation with Jewish communities throughout
the land, is eager to share in the government
and program of the New York School. Any un-
willingness on the part of the present H.U.C. -
J.IR. authorities to give a rightful place to
those immediately and vitally affected will per-
petuate a situation of discontent, resistance and
definite revolt. Above all else, the unity of the
American Hebrew Congregations must be pre-
served; it cannot be said that the “Unification
Plan” has cemented solidarity within the ranks
of Reform Jews,

7. The College Loses Nothing: The
Institute Nearly Everything

As for the effect of the “Unification Plan”, it
becomes clear that the Cinecinnati School loses
nothing whatsoever, whereas the New York
School, despite its location in the greatest center
of Jewish population and Jewish life, loses near-
ly everything. H.U.C. has had its students for
five years; under the Plan, it would continue to
have them at Cincinnati for five years. The
College has had the right to train men in their
3rd, 4th and 5th years of study, with Ordina-
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tion at the end of the 5th year; it retains this
right and power under the Plan.

On the contrary, the Institute in New York
loses the right to train men in their 3rd, 4th
and 5th year, and above everything else, it is
deprwed of the power to ordain men, namely,
to give them Semikah, a glaring indication of
the discrimination obvious in the “Unification
Plan™.

As for the first two years, candidates may opt
either Cincinnati or New York. Cincinnati loses
nothing thereby, and there is no ground for the
belief that the New York School will have a
larger enroliment of candidates in these early
years, On the contrary, there is a strong pro-
bability that men, knowing that they and their
families will “mandatorily” be uprooted and
transplanted at the end of their 2nd year,
will prefer to go at once to Cincinnati, so that
the continuity of their #ndiu will not be in-
terrupted, 1f it be asserted that the teachers
of the students “deserve and require to be du'p
ly rooted and thriving in one eultiv
ating enduring relationships”, ﬁem is irue
of the students for the Rabbinate. Some men
who would “not agree to be transported” at the

end of their second and their fifth years “to a
different city” will either apply at the Ja‘iﬂl
Theological Seminary, and thus be lost fo the

Reform Rabbinate. Or they will seek out pri-
vate study and Semikah at the hands of out-
standing Jewish scholars and Rabbis who believe
in the need for a New York Scheel, and who
will provide the required facilities, whatever
the effort. The resistance of the 2nd year men
in the New York School after March, 1953, and
their unanimous refusal to be forcibly trans-
ferred to Cincinnati under the Plan gives an in-
dication of the attitude which men admitted o
New York School will hold, when they have
completed their 2nd year, on the assumption the
“Unification Plan” cannot be revised. - The
declaration that a plan is in the making where-
by candidates for the Rabbinate will receive
credits at the College-Institute for studies in
certain New York universities does not mean
that the entering classes in New York will neces-
sarily be enlarged. It does mean, however, that
men will also receive credits for New York un-
dergraduate work when they are enrolled in
Cincinnati. If there should be an increase in
New York, it will mean a larger recruitment for
students in Cincinnati, since the 3rd, 4th and
5th year with Ordination must be taken “ex-
clugively” in Cincinnati.

It stands to reason that even for students in
their first and second years in New York, it
would be necessary to maintain an adequate
teaching staff. Under the Plan, the Institute be-
comes virtually a Rabbinical preparatory school,
in direct contravention of Doctor Wise's inten-

tions to the very end of his life. To what extent
would a preparatory school result in a money
saving? If the regulations of the Institute will
not permit men to teach in religious schools dur-
ing their first two years, it will mean inevitably
that additional scholarship aid will be required.
If the men are to be compulsorily transported
to Cincinnati, regardless of their individual at-
titude, it will be necessary to supply them with
subsidies for the housing and living expenses
of their families and themselves, thereby in-
creasing the scholarship requirements of the
College. In addition, inasmuch as the opportuni-
ties for posts in and near by Cincinnati are
by no means so abundant as in the New York
area, it will be necessary to increase still fur-
ther the financial support of students at Cin-
cinnati. Thus the over-all budget of the Col-
lege-Institute will be increased, not lessened.

8. The 3rd, 4th and 5th Years

If students are compelled against their per-
m-i wishes, to spend their 3rd, 4th and 5th
: in Cineinnati, they will be removed from
he great center of Jewish population and of
‘orm Jewish needs where they prefer to
study and work, during the very years when
they can profit most from the scholarly and
practieal training available. It is undeniably
true that some students shoulder too heavy a

sq

~‘burden of congregational responsibility during

their academic years. Nevertheless there should
be no need among Reform Jews who respect
Jewish tradition to indicate the co-equal place
of Midrash and Maaseh, of study and action
in our way of life. Any ukase forbidding stu-
dents to undertake congregational responsibi-
lities an the premise that they are thereby guilty
of Bittul Torak is contrary to enlightened and
progressive academic policy today, The program
of work and study even in undergraduate eol-
leges is spreading in America, inasmuch as
through this twofold approach the total person-
ality of the student is better developed. Antioch,
Bennington, Oberlin, Bard and numerous other
colleges are evidence of this tendency. It is not
difficult in Greater New York to find employ-
ment both helpful by way of experience and re-
munerative as well, in accordance with the
study program of the individual, If some men
in the New York School have been invited to as-
sume substantial duties in their student years,
it is due in great measure, not merely to the
talent of the particular students, but also to the
fact that there are not enough older men avail-
able.

On the basis of a certain Survey the number
of applicants to the Reform Rabbinical training
schools has apparently been fixed at a desig-
nated number — thirty. The Jewish Theological



Seminary suffers from no restriction and in the
very year when the Institute accepted under the
Merger only 7 students in the entering class,
the Seminary accepted 42. A more effective
program of recruitment of Rabbinical candi-
dates should be fostered through the medium
of the Hillel Foundations, fraternities, Jewish
Community Centers, synagogues and other insti-
tutions, so that there will be a larger group
from which to choose candidates fitted for the
Reform Rabbinieal ecalling. A rigid program,
based upon regimentation and compulsion, is
decidedly unwise in these days when Reform
Judaism is widening the scope of its influence.
Requests have come from other countries for
Reform Rabbis, but since the number is limited

today, it has proved impossible to answer such

inquiries affirmatively.
The Greater New York region needs mm
students for part-time onnmﬂnm’l
munity service. But under the
Plan” students in their aul. 4th and Bth m
are taken away, at the very time when, pedago-
gically speaking, they are ﬁn for enlarged
the students are young and green, :
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The exigencies of Jewish religious life today
are such that it may be advisable in the case
of men who so desire to forego the pleasing
amenities of a prolonged study period which
are held forth as an argument in favoer of the
“mandatory” transfer of students to Cincinnati.
Let it be remembered, however, that the grad-
uates of the Jewish Institute of Religion dur-
ing the past thirty years, studying and weorking
in the busy and demanding environment of
Greater New York, have nevertheless mani-
fested their ability to meet high academic re-
quirements and to make their contributions to
Jewigh learning, both during their student
years and later as Rabbis in the field. It is
just during the 3rd, 4th and 5th years that
students, many of whom are drawn from com-
munities outside of New York, begin to appre-
ciate and gain the maximum benefit from ex-
perience in the “Olam” which is New York
Jewish life. They should not be snatched away
at the very moment they have begun to rise
to its opportunities. It is not good pedagogy:
it is not good policy.

9. Forbidding Ordination in New York

It is the denial of the power to ordain stu-
dents for the Reform or Liberal Rabbinate in
the New York School which displays the intrin-
sic intention and effect of the “Unification

Plan”. For the first time since 1922, it would
become impossible for a student for the Reform
Rabbinate to receive instruction and Semikah
in New York. The hands of the clock are turned
back. There is to be retreat rather than ad-
vance in Reform Judaism. In the largest and
most vigorous Jewish community in the world,
students may be ordained for the Conservative
or Orthodox Rabbinate; they may study for
any branch of the Christian ministry, if they
be Christians, But no student for the Reform
Rabbinate under the “Unification Plan” could
study or be ordained in New York.

It was specifically for this purpose that the
late Doctor Wise established the Jewish Insti-
tute of Religion in New York City. Years be-
fore the late Rabbi Gustave Gottheil and others

-::d_founded the Em:.:el Theological College,

ich the late Leon Harrison, Doctor Wise
-Ma&mmiveﬂ&mikah In the

to M in the various branches
tlte Free Synagogue in and near New York
City. The author of this “Analysis”, instead of
going to Cincinnati or the Jewish Theological
ninary, completed his requirements for a
D. in Semities at Columbia University, at
the same time that he was leader of the Bronx

July 19, 1918, he was given Semikah by Rabbi
Wise, by Rabbi Sidney E. Goldstein and the late
Rabbi Martin A. Meyer, the two latter being
graduates of H.U.C. Chiefly on the basis of this
experience, the Jewish Institute of Religion was
launched four years later. The particular stu-
dent, who was, to use Doctor Wise's own term,
the only “pre-graduate” of the Jewish Institute
of Religion, could have applied for admission to
the Jewish Theological Seminary had he wished.
But being a convinced Reform Jew, unwilling to
make promises of ritual observance he believed
he could not and would not wish to fulfil, he
chose study and Semikah at the hands of three
distinguished Rabbis, as described. However
commendable under the special circumstances
this may have been, why should it be necessary
to revert to the procedure of 1918, in the light
of the “Unification Plan™ and its concentration
of Ordination “exclusively” in Cincinnati?

The Charter granted the J.LR. in the days
of its founder and President makes possible the
award of Rabbinic and Honorary degrees?
Should this authority be forfeited, apparently
to aggrandize one Rabbinic School, however ad-
mired and appreciated, at the sacrifice of an-
other? Should we tell prospective students in
American colleges and universities that there
is only one place in America where they can



be instructed and ordained as Reform Rabbis.
Any one attending the Commencement of the
JIR. in New York City on June 9th must have
been impressed, not only by the calibre of the
graduates, by the size and interest of the large
gathering, and the solemnity of the occasion,
but also by the significance of the occasion as a
factor in the religious life of a great Jewish
community, in need, as are all communities, of
ever-enlarging religious guidance. To deprive
New York Jewry — in fact, in 1952, an un-
successful attempt was made to cancel the In-
stitute Commencement — of the opportunity
to partake of the inspiration of such occasions,
would be a distinet injury to the cause of Ame-
rican Reform Judaism. All power to Cincinnati

and its College! All power, by the same token,

to New York and its Institute.

It is important to place in the record the

fact that the New York Reform Jewish com-

munity is in no mood to allow the power to
train and ordain Rabbis here to lapse. A way
will be found to maintain the precedent of thirty-

one years. If official cooperation with the As-

sociation of Reform Rabbis and the Federation
of Reform Synagogues of New York, in co-
operation with other Rabbinical and congre-
gational bodies in the Union throughout the
country, is not feasible, the project of provi-
sion for training in the 3rd, 4th and 6th years
with Ordination will be undertaken by those in-
dividuals snd groups who are willing to co-
operate. The potential power of New York
Jewry with its friends throughout the eountry
has not yet been adequately explored. The fin-
ances can be raised; a satisfactory faculty, on
a part-time, or a full-time basis, can be mus-
tered; students can be recruited, and the faci-
lities furnished.

Doctor Wise sanctioned the principles of the
Merger, but never for a moment did he" con-
template the withdrawal from the school he
founded and fostered, of its inalienable right
to give Semikah. In 1940 before Pearl Harbor
and the full information regarding the suffer-
ings of European Jewries was known, Doctor
Wise wished to give maximum assistance to
the victims of persecution. But Doctor Wise
did not anticipate that any statement he may
have made on this score would be used by the
President of the College-Institute, the President
of the U.H.A.C., the Board of Governors or
any one else to justify the destruction of the
Institute’'s power to train and ordain Rabbini-
cal students. World War II has ended; Israel
has been established; funds are available for
the support of American Jewish Institutions,
the J. I. R. included, and Doctor Wise would
have denounced any attempt to use words con-
temporary with the situation in 1940, for ap-

plication to the situation thirteen years later.
Neither would he have spoken in 1948 at the
Installation of the President of the HULC.-
J.L.R., to the effect, that “the two schools in Cin-
cinnati and New York are, of course, to be main-
tained, as heretofore.”

10. Two "Co-Ordinate Schools”
Within the Union

Doctor Wise never envisaged a plan which
would chop up the work of the New York School.
Rather did he believe that he had at last ac-
complished a great objective, adumbrated, when
he inaugurated the J.LR, in 1922. In an “Open
Letter to the President of the Union of Ameri-
can Hebrew Congregations from the Committee
of the Free Synagogue on the Jewish Institute
oi Rel:glon t.he correspondence is printed with

: hohl, President of the U.A.H.C,,
the headquarters of which were then in Cin-
cinnati. On pages ‘ﬁ 14, Doctor Wise wrote:

“1, The Jewish l’nﬂltute of Religion, a school
for training for the Jewish ministry, established
by the Free Synagogue, is to become an activity
of the Union of American Hebrew Congrega-
tions, co-ordinate with the Hebrew Union Col-
lege of Cincinnati . . .

2. The officers of the Institute, including its
President, Dr. Wise, shall, upon the acceptance
of the plan herein proposed, place themselves
at the disposal of the officers of the Union for
the purpose of securing funds for the mainten-
ance of the Hebrew Union College and the Jew-
ish Institute of Religion, all funds by them se-
eured to be predited to a joint College and In-
stitute Fund.”

In other words, Doctor Wise and his co-work-
ers were prepared to place the New York School
under the aegis of the Union, thereby re-afirm-
ing their devotion to the Union, and giving to
it an institution of learning and a beachhead
for activity which it had lacked in the Greater
New York area. Unfortunately the proposal by
Doctor Wise and his co-workers was rejected,
and it was not until 26 years later that a
Merger within the Union was achieved. Doctor
Wise was definitely of the opinion that his fore-
sight in establishing the J.L.R. as an institution
of Reform Judaism in New York would be vin-
dicated as time went on. He lived to see the
Union of American Hebrew Congregations vote
to transfer its national headquarters from Cin-
cinnati to New York City, and he was firmly
of the opinion that the service rendered to the
congregations in this area would prove so valu-
able that no assault, direct or indirect, could
permanently cripple or destroy the J.LR. More-
over, he had confidence in the Union of Ameri-
can Hebrew Congregations because of its demo-
cratic character. Even if dangers might attend
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the work of the J. I. R, nevertheless the masses
of American Reform Jewry would rise up to
protect it. The future, he was convinced, was
on the side of the New York School, as he in-
dicated in his Address in 1948 at the Installation
of the College-Institute President. Doctor Wise
would have rejoiced to see the graduates of
both H, U. C. and J. I . R. in New York, Chi-
cago and throughout the country rally to the
cause of the New York School; moreover he
would have been happy to see the congregations
in the New York Federation of Reform Syna-
gogues and the Chicago Federation of the
U.A H.C. manifest their determination that noth-
ing should be done to weaken or nullify its ser-
vice,

The program of “co-ordinate schools” under
one headship, receiving funds chiefly frm;n m'-

central source, is widely known and strongl
tablished in American educational life. For ex-
ample, the University of Glﬂfamh. wieh se-

also receives gifts from individuals ant t‘mn#.
has two branches, one in Berkeley, I.luf
in Los Angeles. U, C. at Berkeley, :

have one President, but each has its own Pro-
vost, its own faculty and its own administrative
staff. For decades this procedure has been fol-
lowed with beneficial results for all concerned.

The growth of U.C. at Los Angeles has come

about because of the huge increase in the popu-
lation of Los Angeles and its environs. Long age
it became clear that the Southern California
community required a great state institution in
addition to numerous other colleges in this area.
A similar situation exists in other regions of
the United States, where one governing body,
with individual governing groups within its
orbit, manages the affairs of two or more co-
ordinate schools. Such an arrangement is not
predicated, however, on the intention of keeping
one school strong and the other weak, nor does
it function by taking away from one school the
right to graduate students in accordance with
its original charter and its continuing service.

11. The Sixth Year and Its Effect

In considering the Unification Plan™ it is es-
sential that the possible effect of the provision
for a 6th year of study be understood. President
Glueck speaks of “the mandatory final sixth
vear and interne period for all our students”
and continues: “in a few years everyone who
comes out of Cincinnati will have to come here”
(New York) "“under a centralized control and
evaluation and study program”. No graduate is
supposed to receive his certificate licensing him
to make use of his ordination in a permanent
post until he has completed this 6th year.

There are some persons who seriously ques-

tion the wisdom and necessity of adding this
sixth year, particularly for men in the New
‘ork School who may enter the J.LR. older in
vears than the students at Cincinnati, and who
may have given hostages to fortune by mar-
riage and parenthood. After all both the Col-
lege and the Institute are graduate schools, and
men who may enter the Chaplaincy after gradu-
ation will not be able to settle down to a per-
manent post until their early thirties. Moreover,
many of the New York students can have their
“interneship”, in one degree or ancther, during
their later years in New York if they are per-
mitted to remain to study and be ordained at the
L.LR
What guarantee, however, is there that enough
men will come to New York after completing
the fifth year at Cincinnati? Suppose some of
the men are needed in the Chaplaincy Service,
in "oundations, or in congregations away
from New York. Suppose an older Rabbi wishes
lll Assistant from the graduating class and
. ses that he will give the graduate an ex-
cellent "Intaruuup" under his guidance. Will
the President it necessary to vield to

E

the military authorities? Can the President ar-
bitrarily refuse a congregation the services of
an ordained Rabbi, merely to hold fast to a
rigid and inflexible rule after a student has re-
ceived Semikah? After all, medical internes are
not all concentrated in Bellevue or Flower or
other New York hospitals, but are distributed
throughout the country.

At the same time, it would be understandable
if a student who has completed a five-year
course at Cincinnati, crowned by the traditional
Semikah, should add his persuasion for the right
to serve an apprenticeship elsewhere than New
York, if he receives a “call” from a congrega-
tion. The Ordination at Cincinnati has been
described by a defender of the “Unification
Plan" as a “token Ordination”, but such an
interpretation of Semikah or Laying on of
Hands is repugnant to any adherent of Jewish
tradition., If graduates are willing to come to
New York, they should be encouraged to come,
but if they prefer, for any one or more of a
number of reasons, to serve outside of Greater
New York, should they be moved about by
ecclesiastical fiat as if they were figures on a
chesshoard? Would ordained Rabbis be willing
to move to New York for a one-year “interne-
ship”, knowing that they will undoubtedly be
expected to “move along” elsewhere at the com-
pletion of the year? It takes many months be-
fore a young man and his family become ac-
customed to New York life with its infinitely
varied stimuli and challenges. Searcely before

et b



a graduate had become adjusted to the New York
scene, he would be asked to betake himself out
of it. Of what benefit would such a hurried,
hectic experience be? Some graduates may pre-
fer to wait until later in life before grappling
with New York problems, They may not be
geared to the tempo of metropolitan activity,
and hence such an enforced “interneship”
would be resented. Why should men studying
for the Rabbinate be compelled to follow one
pattern? Why should men be imposed upon con-
gregations and then withdrawn, as if they were
platoons in a football game? Have we reached
such a pass in Reform Judaism that we would
thus negate the voluntary principle which is so
fundamental to our teaching and practices?

York life and its pressures, will continue of
their own freemlltonﬁnhhéﬂ.mﬁéir
apprenticeship here, and continue their Rab-
binate either in the metropolitan area or else-
where. Congregations have the ri_ght t:facﬂt-
; if they
study in New York in their 3rd, 4th and 5th
year, they can be seen at first hand. If one man
proves inacceptable to a particular congrega-

tinize and screen men at close range

York students can find work suitable h.thelr-

talents, their health, their schedule and their
temperament, either in synagogue or community
work; ordained Rabbis, however, have higher
expectations of type of work, status and emolu-
ment. The stamina of men studying and work-
ing in New York is built up by their experience
and associations here. To be sure, excellence in
matters academic and congregational is inde-
pendent of geography, and congregations in the
South, Middle West, Far West and elsewhere
offer admirable opportunities for the novitiate
Rabbi, which undoubtedly will be held out to
members of the graduating class. In other words,
a sixth year “interneship” is worthwhile, parti-
cularly for men who have not worked in New
York, if they desire it without compulsion or
regimentation, But an “interneship” only in New
York in the sixth year is asking the impossible,
except by force majeure.

12. "Rivairy” Between Two
Co-Ordinate Schools

It is declared that “rivalry” between Hebrew
Union College and the Jewish Institute of Re-
ligion is undesirable. This is setting up a straw-
man for the purpose of knocking him down. It is
far more unhealthy to make one institution a
“favorite child” and to starve and neglect an-

other in a religious family, A Kinat Soferim,
2 wholesome “competition” for the sake of Jew-
ish learning is well-known in Jewish history.
There can be no peace in American Reform Ju-
daism if the New York School is carved up be-
vond recognition. The powerful, zealous and re-
sourceful Reform Jewish community on the At-
lantic Seaboard, which is just beginning to de-
velop aright its potentialities of helpfulness to
the Union of American Hebrew Congregations
and its activities, will deem itself driven to take
the situation into its own hands, come what may,
and retain by the necessary orgamization and
program the right to train and ordain men in the
New York School. If such an eventuality proves
necessary, it will occur only because of those
whose intransigence have forced it upon the
Eastern eommnnitles in cooperation with other
ommunities in the entire country.
Ths fn&& “rivalry” and competition is irre-
levant and worse. The graduates of the H.U.C.
and J. 1. R. for thirty years have cooperated in
the Central Conference of American Rabbis.
They are now united in one Alumni Association
cmuui graduates of both Schools. The
maintenance of the New York School “at full
and high academie standards”, to quote one of
the resolutions passed, would in no wise militate
against continuing comradeship between the
Alumni of both Schools. At present we are all
united in raising funds for the “Combined Cam-
paign” of the U.AH.C. and the College Insti-
tute. If; however, a program is pushed forward,
in complete disregard of public opinion among
Reform Rabbis and laymen throughout the
country, it will have the inevitable consequence
of dissension ‘and schism, with a concomitant
effect upon fund-raising in the “Combined Cam-
paign”. If must also be said that no genuine
respect for the Alumni of the New York School
or of any School ean exist among graduates of
other schools, if there is not a desire to defend
the welfare of one's Alma Mater to the utmost.
For the Alumni of the J. I. R, to have allowed
it to disintegrate by default would not have in-
creased their moral stature in the eyes of others,
or their own sense of self-respect.

13. Faculties for Two Co-Ordinate Schools

The proponents of the “Unification Plan™ as-
sert that it is preferable to have one School of
high academic quality than two schools, adding
that there are not enough trained men of aca-
demic eminence to provide faculties for both a
Cincinnati and a New York School. Such a feel-
ing of despair about Jewish scholars and schol-
arship does not exist either at the Jewish Theo-
logical Seminary, the Yeshiva or the many other
Jewish Colleges throughout America. They seem
to find no difficulty in securing men of scholarly
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excellence. Many competent Jewish scholars are
hungry for posts in higher Jewish studies. In
addition, many scholarly Rabbis in the Greater
New York area have long been ready to give
their services towards the training of students
for the Reform Rabbinate. The late Doctor Wise
experienced no difficulty in discovering both
here and abroad teachers of literary and schol-
arly renown, from the days of the inception
of the J.LR. to the very year of the Merger,
Instead of thrusting away from any contact
with the J.ILR. men in the New York region
who had both academic and material contribu-
tions to offer it, a reorganized Administrative
Committee, in which the New York Association
of Reform Rabbis and the Federation of Re-
form Synagogues, together with spokesmen of
sympathetic groups in other parts of the coun-
try, are represented, should set about to draw
men close to the New York School who have
hitherto been excluded and alienated. Encourage-
ment should be given to gifted graduates of the
New York and Cincinnati Schools, exaetly as the
Seminary and Yeshiva do, to devote themselves
to teaching, either on a M‘ﬂ' ‘u full-time
basis. And if funds are required to establish
particular chairs or departments, such resources
can be secured, if there is a disposition and a
will to cultivate a field which has hitherto been
neglected.

14. A Decision In Haste and
Without Consultation

All protestations to the contrary notwithstand-
ing, the decision of the Board of Governors of
the College-Institute imposing the “Unification
Plan"” was taken on March 26th, 1958 in haste
and without consultation with interested laymen
and Rabbis. For a long time observers of the
tendencies regarding the New York School have
sounded warnings against its gradual attrition.
Assurances have been given in letters, in pri-
vate meetings and in public statements that the
Jewish Institute of Religion would be main-
tained without diminishment. Only a few weeks
before the March meeting it was asserted that
no specific plan was being contemplated, al-
though it had been rumored that the J. I. R
would be relegated to the status of a preparatory
school. Questioners were told in writing and
by word of mouth that the matter was being
approached without any preconceived notions.
Nevertheless, at the Board meeting on March
25th and 26th, the “Unification Plan” was
broached, accompanied by a mimeographed Re-
port of over 30 pages, with a demand for im-
mediate action. An urgent request was made for
time to study carefully the Report and the Plan
and for consultation with interested Rabbis and
laymen, but the request was denied and an im-

mediate vote ordered.

When the Plan was announced, the 2nd year
students at the New York School refused to give
consent to being transferred to Cincinnati. The
forces in opposition to the Plan in Reform Juda-
ism rallied, and the country-wide resistance to
it began to make itself felt. Congregations ac-
quainted with the situation passed resolutions
condemning the Plan (see elsewhere in this
pamphlet), and in New York and Chicago reso-
lutions were passed by laymen and Rabbis ask-
ing that the implementation of the Plan be de-
ferred until ample opportunity is given to study
it and to suggest modifications. Finally in early
June in response to requests for the Report, it
was sent out by the “American Jewish Archives”,
and though President Glueck on May 25th in
New York declared: “I see no need to defend
ft”‘hndidninpﬁﬂﬂ. and on June 9th sent

out n ed m of his Address,
Wh? Inlllt be asked, did not the President
~of Governors consult the Union
d’ m Hebrew Congregations and the Cen-

tral Conference of American Rabbis, not to men-
tion the organizations of the New York, Chi-
cago and other Reform Jewish communities, be-
fore promulgating the Plan? He declared on
May. 25th_that the Plan was merely a matter
of “inner administration” and of “mechanies™”.
Despite the fact that Rabbis and laymen have
been questioning the President of the College-
Institute for years regarding his intentions un-
der the Merger, he said:

“It simply did not oceur to me that once broad
policy was established, detailed consultation was
indicated or feasible for mechanical arrange-
ments.”

Needless to say, it is more than “simple
mechapics™ to take away from a Rabbinical In-
stitute the right to train men for Ordination in
the exercise of a right and power granted it by
Charter for more than thirty years by the edu-
cational officials for a great state of the Ameri-
can Union. If such major alterations of the pro-
gram of a Rabbinical School are not to be inter-
preted as “policy”, what, pray, are “simple
mechanics”? If it had occurred to the President
and Board of Governors to consult with Rabbis
and laymen whom they by-passed, the Unifica-
tion Plan might never have been broached or
passed in its present form.

What is there so secret and private about
information regarding institutions which are
the common interest of hundreds of Rabbis and
thousands of laymen? Either we are a democracy
in Reform Judaism, or we are the silenced wvie-
tims of an ecclesiastical despotism. If we are
asked to assist in raising funds for the Union
and College-Institute, being deeply occupied with
their welfare and progress, it is reasonable to
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expect that representatives of widely-held view-
points shall be permitted to have a just share
and practical influence in the deliberations re-
garding decisive policy,

In his defense of the “Unification Plan” on
May 25th the President of the College-Institute
declared, regarding the right of the Board of
Governors to make its own decisions, “It is our
task and no one else’s”. Inevitably one asks: is
the Board of Governors of the College-Institute
a law unto itself 7 Is it above public opinion in
Reform Jewry? When Rabbi Morton M. Berman,
Chairman of the Rabbinical Committee of the
Combined Campaign in a report at a meeting of
the Association of Reform Rabbis in April
criticised the Plan and the manner of its pas-
sage, President Glueck was asked whether any
discussion at the forthcoming sessions of the
Central Conference of American Rabbis in Estes
Park, Colorado, at the end of June, would be
given any cognizance. He replied in effect that
he would report on the College-Institute, but the
Plan was a fait accompli, Since, then, however,
the President has deemed it politic to come in
person before the Federation of Reform Syna-
gogues in New York, mumn&m
of the Plan in mim form, When asked
what he would do in view of the resolutions be-
ing passed, he replied that he was the “seryant”
of the Board and would transmit them to it, But
when further queried as to his own attitude in
the light of developments, he parried the inguiry.

15. Neither the Central Conference Nor
the Union Consulted

Neither the Central Conference of American
Rabbis nor the Union of American Hebrew Con-
gregations has been consulted as yeét regarding
the “Unification Plan”, although it has been
issued as a definitive program, to be carried out
at once. At the April Biennial of the UAHC,
not a single reference to the “Unification Plan™
was made by the President of the Union, the
Chairman of the Board of the Union, the Presi-
dent of the College-Institute or the Chairman
of its Board of Governors. The Plan had been
passed in March; it could have been discussed
in April, but it was not even mentioned. The
President of the Union of American Hebrew
Congregations, Rabbi Maurice Eisendrath, voted
for the Plan on March 26th, despite his knowl-
edge that Doctor Wise expected the two Schools
to be maintained “of course as heretofore”. At-
tempts had been made over a long period to
dissuade the President of the Union from sup-
porting any plan which would weaken the New
York School, but without success. The President
of the College-Institute on May 25th twice re-
ferred to Rabbi Eisendrath’s support of his posi-
tion, but no such statement appears in the Mim-

eographed version of the Address.

It now is said that Rabbi Eisendrath, who has
not yet returned from abroad, voted for the
Plan “as an individual” and not as President of
the Union of American Hebrew Congregations.
The Plan has never been presented to the Union,
either at its Executive Council or otherwise, and
no judgment has been rendered regarding it by
the UAAH.C. No committee of the Union has
been appointed to study and report on the Uni-
fication Plan before it is implemented. What, it
may be inquired, is the exact relationship of the
Union to the College-Institute? At the Com-
mencement Exercises in New York on June 9th,
Dr. Samuel S. Hollender, Chairman of the Union
Board, “confirmed” the degrees awarded and
spoke of the fact that the College-Institute sup-

- plies Rabbis for the Congregations and the

(Ion;rexntmns of the Union supply resources for
titute, He also spoke of the
Un‘lon as the “patron organization”, A few
months ago, an M of the Union declared
that it was not expedient to have a “knock-em-
down-and-drag-em-out” struggle to define the
inter-relation between the Union and the Col-
lege-Institute. But if the governing board of
a religious educational institution is an oligar-
chy, the congregations supporting it should re-
main a democracy so that justice is done. The
Union is undeniably the parent body of Ameri-
can Reform Judaism, and the various units, such
as the H. U. C.-J. 1. R, the Hebrew Union
Sehool of Sacred Music, the School of Education,
the American Archives, and so forth are integers
within its orbit and under its aegis. Since the
Executive Council of the U.AH.C. has not been
consulted regarding the “Unification Plan”, how
can it have validity? Moreover, should not the
President of the Union of American Hebrew
Congregations, who, though a Rabbi himself is
President of an organization of congregations
comprising laymen and Rabbis, have taken offi-
cial counsel with the Executive Board of the
Union and even with the Convention of Delegates
to the Biennial? How can the President of the
Union speak of himself as an “individual” when
he is cited in defense of the Plan as President
of the UAHC.?

16. The C.C.A.R. Not Consulted

Neither the C.C.A.R. nor its Alumni have
been officially consulted by the President and
Board of Governors regarding the “Unification
Plan" before its promulgation by fiat. It was
sharply demonstrated at the Bretion Woods ses-
sions of the C.C.AR. in 1949 that the Confer-
ence has an organic relation to the College-In-
stitute, inasmuch as the Rabbis refused to sanc-
tion a separate campaign for the College-Insti-
tute and one for the Union, but voted in favor
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of a “Combined Campaign”. However regretful-
ly. the College-Institute leadership accepted the
decision, If such drastic measures had been en-
visaged as the deniai to the New York School
of the right to ordain Rabbis, surely such a
major step should have been deferred until full
econsultation had been had with the Central Con-
ference, It does not sit well with clergymen to
be told that they may talk about something
which has already been decided, but their talk
will avail them nothing, though the issues at
stake concern them deeply. At the Estes Park
meeting of the Central Conference, the Unifica-
tion Plan, now that the details are in the open,
will undoubtedly be discussed. So many specific
matters, however, are involved. that it may be
wise to ask that the implementation of the Plan
be deferred; that representative committees of
Rabbis and laymen be appointed; that the ad-
ministration of the two schools remain “as here-
tofore”, until ample opportunity is had to con-
sult with interested Rabbis and laymen who may
wish to suggest modifications. Neither pressure
nor haste should be applied, but all phases of the
entire matter should be studied de novo, lest
the present discontent and restlessness cause
grave injury to American Reform Judaism and
its institutions.

17. Making the New York School
a "Guinea-Pig"

If it be argued that a chance be given the
President and the College-Institute Board to
“see how the Plan works out”, the inewitable
answer is: why should the New York School,
now over thirty years old, be made the “guinea
pig” for such an experiment, and HU.C. go un-
seathed? Why should the Institute be reduced
in scope at the very time when Reform Juda-
ism is growing? No one wishes to lay a hand on
the College in Cincinnati; no reason exists for
the axe to be used against the New York School.
A leading critic of the “Unification Plan” (him-
self an H.U.C. graduate) declared at the Feder-
ation of Reform Synagogues: “it is easier
to contract a school than to re-expand it."” Des-
pite the contraction which has taken place since
1948, the Institute has shown vast powers of
- survival and development, If properly cultivated,
these energies, both revealed and latent, can
prove of immense value to the U.A.H.C. through-
out the land. Without a Provost, a Dean, or a
Registrar, with only part-time guidance from
the Middle West, with the steady reduction of
its faculty and administrative personnel, with
the persistent exclusion of persons in the New
York Reform Jewish community and elsewhere
who have been ready and willing to assist, the
New York School has nevertheless survived a
deliberate and systematic campaign of diminish-
ment. It is today, now that the attack upon it is

public knowledge, stronger in prestige and po-
tentialities than ever. The Board of the College-
Institute should properly evaluate these poten-
tialities for the beneflt of the entire Reform
movement.,

18. The U.A.H.C. National H rters in
New York: Why Not a Rabbinical School?

An impartial observer of the entire situation
might well ask: if New York City was deemed
worthy to become the national headquarters of
American Reform Judaism, should not this great
Jewish community, numbering more than two
million persons, be entitled to a Reform or
Liberal Rabbinical School, however modest in
resources? The “House of Living Judaism” is a
svmbol of the living, evolving character of Re-
form Judaism today im the strategic center of
Jewish religious and cultural life, radiating
put to the entire country. The transfer of the
national headquarters of the Union has brought
inereased strength to the movement; its recent

‘Biennial in New York City was attended by the

largest aggregation of delegates and friends in
the history of our cause, and favorable public
notice was given to its deliberations. It seems
incredible, however, that at the very same mo-
ment, almost as if an agreement had been made
behind the scenes that there was to be a “divi-
gion of empire”, Cincinnati is to be permitted
to expand the Hebrew Union College, while the
Jewish Institute of Religion in New York, is to
be diminished and eventually dismantled. The
H.U.G. has built a fine plant in Cincinnati, and
with the trend of Union leadership to the At-
lantic Seaboard and the rise of the Pacific Coast
communities, there seems to be a fear that in-
sufficient use will be made of the facilities in
Cincipnati- which have grown since 1875. Cin-
cinnati is a formidable center of Reform or Lib-
eral Judaism; nevertheless the great resources
of the New York Jewish community, with two
million persons in its own boundaries and an-
other million more in the hinterland, make it
likewise a point of leverage in American Juda-
ism. Conservative Judaism is experiencing a re-
markable expansion; so, too, is Orthodox Juda-
ism, the former through the medium of the
Jewish Theological Seminary, the latter through
Yeshiva University, Reform Judaism is being
vigorously and openly challenged by other de-
nominations in Jewry, and this challenge can-
not be met by diminishing and eventually dis-
solving the Jewish Institute of Religion. Unless
the numerous suburban synagogues, in which
the sons and daughters of metropolitan Reform
Jews are now the leaders, are given the minis-
terial guidance of Reform Rabbis, they will be
captured by the Conservative and Orthodox
groups, which are flexible, alert, militant and
confident. It seems beyond belief that the Union

L —



of American Hebrew Congregations and the
Central Conference of American Rabbis which
have done so much to advance the Reform cause
by organizing synagogues and offering them
finely-trained Rabbis should countenance any
plan which weakens and eventually will destroy
the very instrumentality — its own institution
— which can minister at first hand to the needs
of its younger members in particular, and all
Reform congregations in general, We are con-
vinced that as soon as the facts are known —
and time is needed to disseminate the correct in-
formation — American Reform Jews will reject
any and every destructive proposal affecting its
beloved and greatly-needed institutions.

19. "An Alternative Plan™ and an
Objective Survey?
An objective Survey should be undertaken

without delay in which mmtaﬁvm of the
C.C.AR., the Alumni and the Union, including

the New York and other Federations of Reform

Synagogues, immediately and directly concerned
with the problems, will be given a decisive role.
Such a Survey should not be under the control
of the Board of Governors of the College-Insti-
tute which promulgated the “Unification Plan”
but should be democratically and comprehen-
sively organized. It should not be hurried in its
deliberations; it must have autheority to investi-
gate and inquire regarding every phase of the
situation. It is earnestly hoped that the C.C.A.R.
and the U.A.H.C. will take these essential and
imperatively needed steps.

If the critics of the “Unification Plan” are
asked: “What alternatives have you to offer?”
the obvious answer is: ‘““we must first investigate
and analyze the entire problem, the financial
issues included, before we can make any pro-
posals.” The Umﬁcanon Plan as advanced is
mistaken, unworkable and harmful; it should
sent back for further consideration, in consulta-
tion with persons of judgment who have until
now been kept away, but whose interest has re-
mained constant. It would be deplorable if legal
steps were found necessary to prevent the hasty
diminishment of the New York School, to pro-
tect its Charter, and to make sure the building
at 40 West 68th Street is utilized in accordance

with the standards of the State Commission of
Education, It would be deplorable if it should
become necessary to establish in New York
City a new school for the training of Reform
or Liberal Rabbis, so that the power of Semikah
for such Rabbis will not lapse in the largest
center of Jewish life in the world, where the
national headquarters of the U.A.H.C. are lo-
cated. Rabbis and laymen alike would regret
the need for maintaining such a new Rabbinical
School, perhaps in cooperation, even though un-
official, with the Association of Reform Rabbis
and the Federation of Reform synagogues. Nev-
ertheless, it must be clearly and firmly an-
nounced that if such a program becomes neces-
sary as a very last resort, the forces of Liberal
Jewry will be rallied, and the pristine service
of the J.LLR. be rescued. If its present name can-
not be employed, another will be found. If groups
will not cooperate in the enterprise, individuals
of ty and statemanship will be found.

generosity :
Let us devoutly hnpe such a contingency will
never arise, In thp ‘meantime, however, the New

York School ;hqqkl‘ go on without interruption
or further upset with its work of thirty years,
training and ordaining Reform Rabbis, until a

‘wise plan for the development of all our re-

sources is brought forward, for the advancement
of Liberal Judaism.

This analysis has been written with the ut-
most appreciation and gratitude for the notable
contributions of the H.U.C. for nearly 80 years
and the J.LR. for more than 30 years. “These
and these are the words of the Living God.”
We ean congratulate ourselves in Reform Jew-
ry that we have a citadel of Jewish learning in
the Middle West, and another in New York, with
its abundant resources. Following the wviolent
destruetion of European Jewish seminaries, we
should be creating and expanding our own few
American Jewish scholarly institutions. Now is
the time for us to utilize aright the mood of re-
vival, to reinforce and invigorate our institu-
tions. We must have more confidence in our-
selves as Reform Jews. If we have the will, the
finances wiil follow. In the meantime, pending a
truly democratic consultation, let both Schools
continue their work, undiminished, undeterred
and undismayed.
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(From Temple Sinai Bulletin, 131 WashingtonAvenue, Lawrence, New York)

A Crisis In Reform Judaism
By Rabbi Abram Vossen Goodman

The most important event of the past year in
terms of Reform Judaism recently occurred in
New York. It took the form of a decision that
will vitally affect the future of our movement,
and it is no exaggeration to say that it will im-
pair its growth and cripple its progress. Yet at
the recent Biennial of the Union of American
Hebrew Congregations with its long programs
and discussions not a whisper was heard about
this most important subject. The ‘ruth would
have been too embarrassing to face.

What has happened is that the Board of Gov-
ernors of the Hebrew Union College-Jewish In-
stitute of Religion voted in unseemly haste to
reduce the Jewish Institute of Religion from
the status of a rabbinical seminary to a prepa-
ratory school. ] ;

Beginning with next Fall, students for the
rabbinate may take their two years either at
the Jewish Institute of Religion or the Hebrew
Union College in Cincinnati, and then all must
go to Ohio to pass the following three years
and be ordained. Following their ordination
they will go to New York for a year of “in-
ternship.”

This is an outstanding step. It means that
Reform Judaism no longer cares to contribute
to the intellectual life of New York, the great-
est Jewish center of the world. It is an act
of abdication from the field of Jewish eulture
in favor of the Jewish Theological Seminary.

Even more important is what is going to
happen to new congregations. During the last

ten yvears new synagogues have proliferated in
the New York area. This has been made pos-
sible by students at the Jewish Institute of
Religion who are willing to serve these con-
gregations for week-ends at minimum salaries
during their last two years at school. By the
time they are graduated the pulpits have grown
sufficiently to pay adequate salaries for per-
manent rabbis.

All this will be discarded. There will no
longer be men available for their two years
term of service. An official of the Union of
American Hebrew Congregations has told me
that they will have to fill the pulpits with
students of the Jewish Theological Seminary
who will naturally aﬁhate the congregations
with the United Synagogue and not with the
Union of American Hebrew Congregations.
Thus will the growth of Reform Judaism be
halted in the Metropolitan area.

This may gladden the hearts of those who
feel that New York has too strong an Orthodox
influence on Reform Judaism and want to go
back to the attenuated Reform of 1900. It
appears, however, as a tragedy to those of us
who believe that our branch of Judaism has
a speeial role to play in American life and who
recognize in New York a rich field for service.

They do not want to see our cause aban-
doned. Let their voices be heard in vehement
protest! Perhaps the decision with its death
wish may yet be rescinded.

(F. S. Bulletin, May 26, 1953)

RESOLUTION BY STEPHEN S. WISE FREE SYNAGOGUE
OPPOSING UNIFICATION PLAN

At the May 11 meeting of the Executive
Council and Board of Trustees of the Stephen
Wise Free Synagogue, opposition was express-
ed, with one dissenting vote, to the plan for
the further integration of the Hebrew Union
College-Jewish Institute of Religion. The
Stephen Wise Free Synagogue, whose members
assisted in bringing into being the Jewish In-
stitute of Religion and in implementing Dr.
Wise’s dream of a school for the training of
rabbis in New York's great laboratory of Jew-
ish living, oppose the conversion of the New
York school into a preparatory school through
the concentration of rabbinical studies in Cin-
cinnati during the third, fourth and fifth years.
Such a plan derogates from the strength and
integrity of the New York center, constitutes
a violation of the agreement by which the
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Hebrew Union College and the Jewish Institute
of Religion were merged, is contrary to the
hopes and understanding of Dr. Wise and his
associates at the time the merger was consum-
mated, and is a threat to the growth and de-
velopment of Liberal Judaism in the New York
area.

We strongly urge that the plan as presented
by the Board of the Hebrew Union College-Jew-
ish Institute of Religion be restudied to make
possible opportunities for full rabbinical study
in New York, that candidates for the Rabbinate
in their mature years receive the full benefit of
the facilities which this community uniquely
offers. In the interim, until a plan satisfactory
to the Alumni and the laity is devised, we urge
that the present arrangement by which two par-
allel schools are conducted be continued.



RESOLUTION OPPOSING THE UNIFICATION PLAN FOR
HEBREW UNION COLLEGE - JEWISH INSTITUTE OF RELIGION

Unanimously adopted by the Board of Directors of Temple Isaiah Israel
of Chicago, llinois, at its regular monthly meeting, May 12, 1953

Temple Isaiah Israel expresses its solemn pro-
test against the unification plan adopted by the
Board of Governors of the Hebrew Union College-
Jewish Institute of Religion on March 26, 1953.

It bases its protest on the following consid-
erations:

I. This plan does not fulfill the promise of
adequate merger for the two schools in New
York and Cincinnati,

(a) sinee it permits the separation of every
entering class for two years with part of
the same class in le York and another

(b) since it permits m separate, duplicating
faculties for the first two years with one
section in New York and another in Cin-
cinnati.

II. This plan is highly diseriminatory in that
it compels the students at the New York School
to make two transfers of themselves, their wives
and their families with one move at the end of
two years from New York to Cincinnati and an-
other at the end of the fifth year back from
Cincinnati to New York, while the Cincinnati
students will make only one move to New York
after five uninterrupted years in Cincinnati.

This procedure of moving students with the
acceptance by the HUC-JIR of transportation
costs and subventions is economically unjusti-
fiable and contradictory to the claim that the
unification plan envisages economies for the Lib-
eral movement.

1II. The year of internship will not provide
adequate personnel to serve the needs of the rap-
idly increasing number of recently established
congregations and congregations that will be
established by the Union of American Hebrew
Congregations in the metropolitan New York
area. It views with alarm the loss of this great
field for the growth of our movement in the
most populated Jewish section in the world. It
foresees the taking over of this vast unaffiliated
potential by another aggressive movement in
Jewish religious life.

IV. Temple Isaiah Israel is even more deep-
ly concerned with the loss to the students of
the great opportunity to come into contact with
the resources of Jewish life which the greatest
Jewish communty in the world provides, It feels
that adequate time in New York must be assured
if the students are to be benefited and more
adequately prepared for service of American

Jewry and K'lal Israel by the experience of
living and learning in a great Jewish community.
The loss of this opportunity will most seriously
affect the student group coming from Cincin-
nati to New York since it will have a year or
less in that ecity.

V. It views with profoundest dismay the
elimination from New York of a training school
for Liberal rabbis on a full and high academic
level. It holds that in a decade that has wit-
nessed the destruction of the great academies
of Jewish lum abroad, the Liberal Jewish
t not to contribute to the fur-

and
the present lillll Mmltlmteb lead to the com-
M!ﬁndﬂdﬁeNewYorkuboolinthe
light of already evinced unwillingness of
lﬁomhﬂ !uktomnxe in a plan which
. for only two years of instruction in
ew York, a move to Cincinnati and then a
return to New York.

Temple Isaiah Israel does not need to give
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movement and the joint seminaries which serve
it. This Congregation has had a long record of
association with and support for both sem-
fnaries. A member of the Union since 1875,
it supported the Hebrew Union College from its
beginnings. Dr. Isaac Mayer Wise dedicated
one of its edifices as early as 1864. He re-
turned on a number of occasions to be the guest
of the congregation and to solicit its support.
He was never refused such support. Graduates
of the Hebrew Union College have been among
its rabbis, and a member of the most recent
graduating class at Cincinnati has been called
to serve it,

Isaiah Israel's association with the Jewish
Institute of Religion has been equally as full
from the beginnings of the Institute. One of its
former rabbis shared in the founding of the
Institute and his library forms a large section
of the present library of the New York school.
Long before the Institute was founded Dr.
Stephen S. Wise was a friend of this congre-
gation and one of its halls bears his honored
name. Our present rabbi sits on the Board of
Governors of the Hebrew Union College-Jewish
Institute of Religion as did his revered prede-
cessors Dr. Joseph Stolz and Dr. Gerson B. Levi
on the Boards of the schools when they were sep-

arate.
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Temple Isaiah Israel therefore feels it its duty
to call upon the Board of Governors of the He-
brew Union College-Jewish Institute of Religion
to reconsider its recently adopted unification plan
and substitute in its place one that will truly
achieve a merger that will be just to the needs

of American Judaism, the Union of American
Hebrew Congregations, to the students, to the
faculties and to all others who are deeply con-
cerned with the tasks of furthering our move-
ment.,

RESOLUTION DISAPPROVING “"UNIFICATION PLAN"
FOR H.U.C.-].LR.

Rodeph Sholom Board of Trustees Unanimous in Protest

At a regular meeting of the Board of Trustees
of Congregation Rodeph Shelom, 7 West 83rd
Street, New York City, Wednesday evening,
May 13th, it was unanimously resolved:

That Congregation Rodeph Sholom desires to
associate itself with other Congregations of the
Union of American Hebrew Congregations in
their disapproval of the “New Unification Plans™
for the Hebrew Union College-Jewish Institute
of Religion, recently announced.

The feature of the plan which requires stu-
dents for the Reform or Liberal Rabbinate to
spend their 3rd, 4th and 5th vears in Cincinnati,
and which forbids ordination in New York, ob-
viously converts the New York School into a
mere preparatory school, contrary to the under-
standing under which the merger was originally
entered into.

This plan nullifies the central purpose for
which the late Rabbi Stephen S, Wise established
the Jewish Institute of Religion in New York in
1922, namely, to enable men to study and be
ordained as Reform or Liberal Rabbis in the
great ceater of Jewish life in New York.

We believe that the suggested plan will en-
danxerthemthofﬂefomorhbemlludn-
ism in New York City and throughout the coun-
try, especially because it will reduce the num-
ber of men available in the Reform or Liberal
Rabbinate for service in the increasingly numer-
ous new Congregations in the Greater New York
area and elsewhere.

JACOB 8. MANHEIMER,
President.

RESOLUTION OPPOSING THE “UNIFICATION PLAN"
By Flushing Free Synagogue, New York

Unanimously adopted by the Board of Trus-
tees of the Free Synagogue of Flushing, Long
Island at its regular monthly meeting, June 1,
1953.

The Free Synagogue of Flushing wishes to
join with other synagogues affiliated with the
Union of American Hebrew Congregations in
expressing its opposition to the proposed plan
of unification for the Hebrew Union College —
Jewish Institute of Religion. It voices this oppo-
sition for the following reasons:

1. The plan would reduce the Jewish Insti-
tute of Religion to a preparatory sechool
and would eventually lead to its liguida-
tion.

2, It would work a hardship upon the stu-
dents of the Jewish Institute of Religion
in that it would uproot them after their

completion of two wears of study, force
them to move to Cincinnati and after three
vears, compel a return to New York. On
the other hand the Cincinnati students
wowld make only one move to New York
after five years of uninterrupted study in
Cincinnati.

3. The plan would ignore or inadequately rea-
lize the opportunities in New York City
which provides the greatest field for the
expansion of Liberal Judaism. Here are
great masses of the unaffiliated who could
be won over to a liberal interpretation of
Judaism if sufficient student-rabbis were
available, backed by a strong liberal Sem-
inary.

Mortimer Goodman, President
Enid Frank, Secretary
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RESOLUTION OF THE ASSOCIATION OF REFORM RABBIS
ASKING THE DEFERMENT OF THE UNIFICATION PLAN

It is of great interest to note that the Asso-
ciation of Reform Rabbis at its meeting at the
House of Living Judaism, 838 Fifth Avenue on
Thursday, May 21st, and the Federation of Re-
form Synagogues of Greater New York at the
meeting of the Assembly of Delegates on Mon-
day, May 25th, passed an identical resolution,
the substance of which was as follows:

“In view of the serious misgivings ex-
pressed . . . regarding the specific plan of
Unification passed by the Board of Governors
of the Hebrew Union College-Jewish Institute
of Religion, we urge that the implementation
of the plan be deferred until Rabbis and
interested laymen may have ample opportuni-
ty to study the plan and to suggest modifi-

cations.”

A similar resolution, asking deferment of the
plan has been passed by the organization of New
England Liberal Rabbis Meeting in Boston.

In reply to a letter sent out by defenders of
the plan saying that “issues which appear to us
to be fictitious” have been raised, it must be de-
clared that the withdrawal of the right to train
and ordain rabbis from the New York school is
not “fictitious” but a very real danger.

It is interesting to note in this letter the re-
velatory remark: “The Board of Governors cer-
tainly has the interest of the College and of Am-
erican Liberal Judaism close to heart.” Nothing
is said, however, of the Jewish Institute of Reli-
gion in New York.



Lovis I. NEwMAN
NEw Yorx

February 24, 1953

Rabbi Herbert A. Friedman
Congregation Emanu~El B'ne Jeshurun
2419 East Kenwood Boulevard
Milwaukee, 11, Wisconsin

My dear Rabbi Friedmm- !

I see in your announcement that -
you preached last F - evening on "The
Growing God of mmﬂ' SJ.onlm » You may be
interssted to knéw that last When
a groupornonmtat*ﬁrm Edward
Klein volunteered to arrange a dinmer in
tribute to Professor Slonimsky on his retire-
ment. WNot a pnp“kflnn heard out of the
Rabbi since. I know has been sick, but
he has been well e for the last sovaral
weeks to disecuss m matter, but to the best
of my knowledge, he has done nothing.

I don's k:now whether you and
Morton Berman are in touch, but you may be
interested in seeing my letter to liorton a
few weeks ago, .his anmr, and my reply to
him last week.

Sincerely,



CONGREGATION RODEPH SHOLOM
BEVEN WEST EIGHTY THIND STWEET
NEW YOHRK

January 15, 1953

My dear Rabbi Friedman:

I believe I should inform you that I have with-
drawn completely from any effort on behalf of the Jewish
Institute of Religion. Perhaps the fight to block any fur-
ther plans against the integrity of the New York School
has been won. I do not know. reason I have retired
from the picture is chiefly the unwill ess of Alumni
of the J.I.R. and disciples of the ].nt bbi Stephen S.
Wise to orgamnisze around any central leadership whatsoever
to protect the welfare of the imstitution uh.tch he founded
and headed. I have not fu-gotm the warning of Samuel
Berman, Rabbi Morton Berman's brother at the rump meeting
in Buffalo last Junme, tmmnu'mwauyfrm
Newman". The ltruuh against the intentions of Nelson
Glueck and Eisendrath is in itself severe, but the
hostility of some of the J.I.R. gradutu and the evasion
and indifference of others in leading positions have made
the endeavor bitter to the taste.

I write this despite the fact that Congregation
Rodeph Sholom has for four comsecutive years supplied
the Chairmen of the Joint Campaign for funds for the
U.A.H.C. and H.U.C.-J.I.R. in Greater New York; that two
of our members have made gifts of $5000 apiece; that last
year we contributed nearly $24 OOO to the Joint Campaign;
that this year we may do even , and that only re-
cently Congregation Rodeph Sholo- nnt $1000 for the
Student Loan d at the New York School.

As I wrote Rabbi Julius Mark, perhaps the methods
which he and Rabbi Klein and others m adopt will be ef-
fective. It remains to be seen, whether they can prevent
the New York School from being merely a pre-Rabbinic School
awarding no Rabbinic degrees in New York, and receding in-
to the status of a mere shell of its former self.

Appreciating your own interest in the situation
and with cordial regards, I am

Sincerely,
Rabbi Herbert A. Friedman

Cong. Emanu-El-B'ne Jeshurun - (-
Milwaukee, 11, Wisc.



Ttmple |srael

nf the Ouﬂgn and Maplc-onJ
432 Scotland Road
South Orangs, N. J.

The Rabbi's Study

March 11, 1952

Rabbi Herbert Friedman
Congregation Emamu=El
2419 East Kenwood Blvd,
Milwaukee 11, Wisconsin

Dear Herb:

First, hearty congratulations on your new position. I know you're
going to keep going "fram strength to stremgth® in your work and
accomplishments.

Under separate cover I am md.ing you a plastic copy of the Sabbath
book, and I would uskmnfavorﬂ&mem get to at your con-
venunca. Without any pushing by Behrm ‘or ourselves, the book

has sold itself very nicely, and received enthusiastic response. Now
the committee behind it would like fo know whether to publish a third
edition, and form their owm company for publication. I personally
feel that this would be worthwhile were the rabbis to be so impressed
by it that they would order in large gquantity for their congregatioms.
I use it not only for helping families celebrate the Sabbath, but == =
varticularly meaningful gift for young married couples, presented by
the Temple to them. I am wondering whether summer camps couldn't use
it, In brief, I would like your very frank reaction to the possibility
of its successful pramotion on a large acale. Do give me your reactioh.

Thinge in South Orange are coming along rather nicely....building,member-
ship, etc. I am very unhappy at recent developments at the Sdhool. As
you know, ,S1 ie being pushed out completely, and the Alumni of
J.I.Re t seem to be doing mmch about it. I don't know if Phil

has made any efforts, but I wish he would.

My best wishes to your wife,
Cordially,

| Me

BEW:hs Herbert Weiner



SeiiBrih Hpdesh
117 G1BBS STREET

Rochester 5, N. Y.

THE RABS!I'S STUDY

December 26, 1951

Rabbi, Horbert Friedman
1595 Pearl Street
Denver, Colorado

Dear Herb

You certainly can't be wrong about Milwaukee, It's & big, challenging
job and you'll get great satisfaetion from it., Will you be going soon?
wWhat will happen in Denver?

The vacation idee soundsperfect. By ‘sheer force I have been holding
open a block of time in February, beginning the 4thand running until the
weekend of the 22nd, Let's definitely plan on it, with the usual crossed

fingers,.

It happens also that Soph prefers to go west rather than Florida.
I lesn a bit more toward Phosmix or lusecom, (or possibly Paim Springs),
than Las Vegas. I'm not as heavy for nightelubbing as your female. Before
I could go to Las Vegas iI'd kave to be sure that there would be sufficient
guiet for a good rest, warm weather and faecilitdes for outdoor swimming,
and also some Borseback riding, Onece we get elear as to where we'll go,
I may ask Sem Freeman to cook up a speaking dgte or two on the way back
"so as to help pay for: the expenees.

!es, I3ve been reading Louis Newman's circular letters. He's right
but he's the wrong guy. Judgement and leadevship are what he has little
of, However, in this caseé he may be useful as a gadfly. The crucial people
in this situation, it seems to me, are the JIR representatives on the

Board of tha College Institute. They were Stephen Wise's associates and
friends, They have accepted and apparently approved what has happened.
phere will they take their stand if a real issue arises?

A Merry Chanuksh to you.
As ey
v
Rabbi fhilip S. Barnstein
PSB: js



Seven West Eichty-third Street
New York City

December 21,1951
My dear Colleague:

Permit me to write you regarding the informal meeting which took place

at Temple Rodeph Sholom, 7 llest 83rd Street, Neci» York City, on Docember

20th, Nineteen men, disciples of Rabbi Stephen Wise, came on my invi-

tation, and about 15 more communicated with me by telephone, letter or

gghg:w;:e;ee:pressing their interest, but telling me of their inability
esent,

The meeting lasted nearly 2% hours, and every person present had an
opportunity to offer his opinion and judgment. The discussion dealt
with the affairs of the New York School of the Hebrew Union College-
Jewish Institute of Religion within the Union of American Hebrew Congre-
gations., The items included in my letter to President Nelson Glueck

and additional items were discussed.

There was unanimity on the point thaet representations should be made to
President Glueck and the Administrative Committee of the New York School
that a way be found to make possible the continuance of teaching by
Dean Henry Slonimsky in view of the fact that the faculty of the New
York School is now undermaenned, and in the light of other considerations

The good and welfare of the New York School (J,I.R.) was discussed at
length, and it was pointed out that the establishment of the national
headquarters of the Union of - American Hebrew Concregations in New York
City and the growth of Liberal Judaism in the Zastern and other areas
of the country meke imperative the turtﬁer.dnvalogment and extensions
of the New York School (J.I.Ra.). It was suggested that steps be taken
to include in the program for the upbuilding of the New York School
members of the Association of Rabtis in New York and the Alumni Associ-
ation of the H.U.C.~J.I.R., particularly its New York area membership.
It was pointed out also that a number of interested laymen, prepared
to reinforce their views with materiel assistance, are concerned with
the upbuilding of the New York Schodl as an essan£1a1 factor in the
progress of the U.A.H.C. in its new orientation.

It was decided that Rabbi Newman, Rabbi Idward E.Klein and Rabbi Max-
well Sacks, place before President Glusck and the Administrative Come
mittee of the New York School the matter of the continuance of Pro-
fessor Slonimsky as a teacher on active service, and also a set of
proposals relating to the good and welfare of the New York School,.This
Committee of Tixee is to meet first to p}ace these proposals in con-
crete form in the light of the discussion of the meeting. The Com-
mittee was also to discuss with President Glueck a plan for meeting
with as large as possible a group of Rebbis and laymen in New York
City on behalf of the welfare and progress of the New York School,
Suggestions were advanced whereby additional worthwhile apilicants

for admission to the New York Sciool might be directed %o t; there
were recommendations also for increasing the material resources of the
Union on behalf of H.U.C.-J.I.R., with particular reference to the en-
larged role of the New York School within the Union.

Information as to the outcome of these representations to President
Glueck and the Administrative Committee of the Ncw York School is to be

conveyed to the Rablis and laymen interssted,
Sincerely,

44}th&/‘ /u\}EkJr'KSLJ~_









Lours 1. NEwMaAN
NeEw YORK

271 Central Park West
November 16,1951

Rabbi Herbert Friedman,
1595 Pearl Street,
Denver, Colorado.

My dear Herbert Friedman:

The enclosed letter speaks for itself, I
have sent it, following conversations, to Frank
Weil, Shad Polier, Isrsel Thurman and
Joseph M.Levine. I have also sent it to Phil
lgornstain. cénoerning whom Shad Polier has writ-

en:

"It seems to me that at the earliest
possible moment Philip Bernstein should be
brought into the picture.”

I would appreciate your comments. I am sending a
copy of the letter alsoc to Morton Berman in Chi-
cago, Jack Rudin, and a few other of the J.I.R.
men. Looking forward to your reply, and with
cordial regards, I am

Sincerely yours,

it



COPY
November 14,1951

Prof.Nelson Glueck,President,
Hebrew Union College,

Jewish Institute of Religion,
Clifton Avenue,

Cincinnati, Ohio.

My dear President Glueck:

I telephoned your Office at the Jewish Institute of Religion on
Tuesday, the 13th, in the hope that it might be possible for Rabbi
Edward £.Klein and myself to see and speak with you. I learned how,
ever, that you had returned to Cincinnati, and that Mr,.Bluestein also
was not in town. In view of our correspondence last July, I was a-
waiting a message from you as to the possibility of a conversation re-
garding the matter which had then arisemn, and which involved a larger
situation, concerning which I had looked forward to an opportunity to
speak with you. . : 3 -

In this instance, however, I am writing to say that Rabbi Klein

and I had hoped we might consider with you the ways and means by
which we and other disciples of the late Rabbi Stephen Wise, as well
as friends of the Jewish Institute of Rcligion, might encourage the
number of applications for admission to the J.I.R. If I am not in-
corréct in the information which has come to me, the number of students
admitted this year- to-the J.I.R. was 9 compared to the number of .23
admitted to Hebrew Union College at-Cincinnati, We realize that in
the sifting out of eligible students who meet the qualifications for
- acceptance, a large-percentage must be esliminated. Nevertheless, if

the number admitted this year and perhaps henceforth is so small, I
am sure you c¢an understand any anxiety on the part of the long-time
friends of the Institute in Ney York. Mpreover, with the establish-
ment of the headquarters of the Union of American Hebrew.Congregations
in New York City, and the steady increase of Liberal Congregations in
this and other suburban areas throughout the country, we are convinc-
ed that if attention is given to the stimulation of enrolment at the
Jewish Institute of Religion, the number of eligible applicants will be
commensurate with the needs of the situation.

This is a subject which, of course, cannot be discussed by cor-
respondence, but we feel it to be of such importance that we are mak-

this inquiry by letter, in the hope that you may grant us an op-
portunity to see you in person when you are in New York again, 1 do
not know when you are here or are free to meet with us, and therefore
I must await your own telephone messge or letter, But I know I

speak for those of us who wish to remain devotees of the resligious

and cultural legacy of Doctor Wise, when I say that Rabbi Klein and T
in their behalf, would greatly appreciate an opportunity to meet with

you.
With assurances of esteem, believe me to be

Sincerely,
/s/ Louis I.Newman



Louis I. NEwMAN
NEwW Yorg

Seven West Eighty-third Street
New York 24, New York
Decamber 13,1051

Ny dear Coalleague:

Inportant mat ia %0
Religion es part of the H.U.C,<J.1.Rs have arises. We are
therefore ca [ ] -ntug.of

m;bg hl.unc: ;:o-hu' 20th, at 11 o'clock.

sarnes will wish to be present. Lodk-
ing c:m u“p'm",:- and to baving your Judgment
regarding these matters, I aa

For tha Tentative Comaittes,

Loeee Y Wewsna.,

RABEI LOUIS 113 MAN

LIipl



7 West 83rd Street, -
New York,24, New York
December 10,1951

President Nelson Glueck,

tebrew Union College-Jewish Institute of Religion,
40 ‘Jlest 68th Street,

New York 23, New York.

My dear President Glueck:

Let me thank you for your letter replying to mine of November l4th.
Needless to say, all of us are mindful of the confidence which Doctor
Wise placed in you as his chosen successor as President of the Jewish
Institute of Religion as well as the Hebrew Union College. I was pre-
sent at the Dinner when Doctor Wise publicly transmitted to you the
leadership of the Institute and when he spoke of you in terms which we
all remember.

I have written you because we have been distressed to learn that
the number of students admitted to the Institute this autumn is 7, not
the 9, which had led me to write you. I speak not only for myself,but
also for a considerable group of the Institute graduates, with whom I
am in correspondence and consultation, and also for a large number of
old and new friends of the Institute. These graduates are active Rab-
bis, who, like myself, are engrossed in the work of their ministry, and
place the care of their congregations in the forefront of their duties.
But we are concerned with the Institute because of many sentimental and.
other associations. Moreover, we are prompted to speak as we do,because
we are convinced that the establishment of the headquarters of the Union
of American Hebrew Congregations in New York City presupposes a strong
and thriving Jewish Institute of Religion,for the training of Rabbis,
educators and community leaders in this area and throughout the country.
The same forces which brought about the transfer of the Union to New
York City are present in the desire to preserve and upbuild the Insti-
tute as another great &sset of the U.A.E.C. in the heart of this great
laboratory of Jewish religious, cultural and communal life.

We believe that the entire situation relating to the affairs of
the Institute in its new orientation must, be understood in .
concrete and specific terms. Ve are aware, President Glueck,of your own
determination that the legacy of Doctor Stephen Wise as incorporated in
the Institute shall and must be preserved.At the same time we are aware
of pressures militating against the strength and perhaps the very conti-
nuance of the Institute. e would be blind and neglectful if we did not
recognize the existence of such forces unfriendly to the Institute. The
attitude, as we have heard it,is as follows:it is enough that the U.A.
F.C. have its headquarters in New York.As for Cincinnati and the Middle
West, the Hebrew Union College there is to be preserved at every cost,
whatever the effect of such & policy elsewhere. Let me say that with
the desire to strengthen H.U.C. in Cincinnati we are in warm agreement,
But, we are told, when the subject of economy is under discussion,there
is danger that the Institute will be made a target for every possible
retrenchment,so that in time it may become a mere skeleton of its for-
mer self--a mere facade, a name and little or nothing else. We have
heard also that there is an opinion the training of men for the Rabbi-
nate in the New York area should be left to the Jewish Theological
Seminary and the Yeshivah,and that the preparation of men for the Liber-
al-Reform ministry should be concentrated in Cincinnati,and that one
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institution is sufficient.

With these and similar opinions;needless to bay,we are in decisiv._
disagreement.When Doctor VWise accepted the merger of the Institute
with H.U.G,, it was not at all withthe intention or belief that the Ir
stitute would be weakened or disappear.Il had no part ih the discussion:
r2lating to the merger,but I did have a share in the establishmeht of
the Institute in 1921-22,and was a Student of Doctor Wise prior to that
date,my own experience having played a role, I believe, in the creation
of the J.I.R. I do know the story of the circumstances leading up to
the creation of the Institute and of its development throughout the
y2ars. Doubtless you will recall the letter I wrote you at the time of
the merger,and your reply to it. Doctor Wise was still alive,but he was
ill,end I, for one, reflecting the sentiments of Doctor Wise's Insti-
tute disciples,wished to go on record as to my own opinions relating to
the future of the Institute within the merger.I also have in my files
a letter regarding a certain structural arrangement relating t~ the
Institute within the merger,which I do not think ever had formal consi-
deration.Permit me to say that with certain salient points in the mer-
ger I was not in agreement (with what was apparently giscussed)at the
time.It is precisely of the Institute structure within the merger that
I wish to write you in this letter,

I need scarcely mention that I would not wish in any way to suggest
or accentuate any geographical or other form of seeming divisiveness be-
tween the Cincinnati and the New York schosis. In Reform Judaism we are
one community and should remain united. But whatever your own personal
attitude towards the identity amd integrity of the Institute,it seems
to me that in specific situation the pressure of those hostile to the
Institute may be hard to resist. We who are deeply concerned with the
Institute are determined that adequate protection of its interest shall
be maintained in the face of any opposition to it. Those who wish to
preserve and enhance the Institute in view of the increase of Liberal
Judaism's influence in this area will find in us resolute allies.

The Entering Class of 7 Students

Our discovery that only 7 students had been accepted into the In-
stitute in 1951 has seemed to give substantiation to our long-felt an-
xieties, (The nimber is not 9 as I mentioned in my letter of November
14th, but 7). You say that 9 students were accepted into the Rabbinical
division at H.U.C. and that the balance (you do not mention the number,
but,if I am not incorrect,it is in the neighborhood of 14) are "spe-
cial™ students with insufficient knowledge of Hebrew. We do not know
how many men applied this year for admission to the Institute, but we
believe it may have been in the neighborhood of 20 or more. We take the
liberty to point out that which is obvious,namely that out of the 14
"specials" at H.U.C., 2 certain number will in time be accepted into
the Rabbinical division. In all likelihood the number graduating from
H.U.C. out of this year's total entering group will be close to 18 or
20.By contrast, the number of graduates out of this year's entering
class at the Institute,namely 7, may be S or 6.Thus,the ratio between
graduates at H.U.C, and the J.I.R. in this class will be 18 or 20 to
5 or B.Inasmuch as there is no provision,to our knowledge,for men to
bocome pre-Rabbinical students at the Institute, and all men who wish to
be pre-Rabbinical students are 8irected to H,U.C., there is no opportu-
rity to create a pool or reservoir for Imstitute students, comparable -
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to that which is provided at H.U,C. through the medium of the "special’
students, We who are interested in the Institute have, in most instan
ces, Stood beyond the periphery of information regarding its specific
affairs. Hence we lack definite knowledge regarding the situtation.

Encouragement of Enrolment:Standards of Admissibn,Etc.

We have no precise information regarding the standards of admis-
-ion to the Instltute,nor do we know the regulations governing admis-
sionjthe reasons why men are accepted;why they are rejected;nor are we
-nformed regarding the bearing of any psychological examination upon
Sheir eligibility;by whom such examinations are given;the relationship
of any personal interview to the acceptance or rejection of any appli-
rant,etec,Nor have we any information as to the personnel of the Admis-
sions Committee;nor do we know whether any members of the Faculty are
on its roster,and if so whether any faculty members of Doctor Wise's
time are included;nor do we know the all-essential point,namely,who
aas the final determination regarding the acceptance or rejection of
a candidate.Nor do we know whether therc is a Board of Review,in case
an application needs further discussion after an initial decision.

We would therefore appreciate an opportunity to discuss with you
a clarification of the standards for admission,and more particularly,
the ways and means whereby additional enrolment may be achieved. 'le
are of the opinion that steps can be taken by which more men of desi-
rable qualities can be drawn to the Institute,and we are prepared to
lend our best offices to this end, We belicve we can interest men in
our congregations to consider the Rabbinate &s a calling,and we would
wish to know whether if we recommend them to the Institute, they would
be encouraged to enter and remain there.

We are interestcd in discussing with you whether men are encouraged
to attend H.U.C, under certain circumstances, rather than the J.I.R.
Moreover, we desire to learn what happens in the event they do not wish
to go to Cincinnati. Are they acoepted at the Imstitute,if they mect
its qualifications,or arc they allowed to depart,making application
perhaps at the Jewish Theological Seminary, oOr dropping out of the
ranks of applicants for Rabbinical training.

We are interested also to discuss whether there is a ratio--
either publicly or taecitly followed-~-between ths men accepted at the
Tnstitute and those accepted at H.U.C.; whether there would be ob-
jection if the number of men admitted to the Institute would be larger
than those admitted to H.U.C.; whether theres is a definite policy to
maintain a certain fixed ratio--say 2 to l--between H.U.C, men accepted
and Institute men accepted; whether, it is believed that only 30 men
at the most should be graduated from Reform Rabbinical schodls gach
vear; and whether there is a desire %o control the number graduated
both now and later by establishing and continuing 8 coertain ratio
between H.U.C. and J.I.R., which keeps H.U.C, in a position of numeri-

ecal preponderancc.,

Yle are intercsted to know whether thcre is a disposition to look
upon the Hebrew Union School of Sacred Music as a reservoir for poten-

tial Rabbinical students, not at the J.I.R., but at H.U.C.

We are interestcd to know whether steps are contcmplated to in-
vite H.U.C. men to take either their last year or twd years, OT part
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of their training in midstream, at the Institute in New York, where
such an excellent laboratory of Jewish activity is availabls--the truc
raison d'etre of the Institute in the past and present, Is it the in-
Sontion to have two parallel schools,one of wecaker status, the other
receliving major attention? Or is there a plan to co-relate H.U.C. and
she Institute in the matter of an "interncship", while the men are
gtudents, or when they are ready for graduate studies? 1Is there an
intention to have some of the Institute men take a year or more at
.U.C.? Suppose their commitments in New York are such that they can-
not leave the city, are they penalized for this?

As for graduate work, is there a desir: to encourage men in the New
York area to take such graduate work in residence? Or is all graduate
work in absentia to be concentrated at E.U.C? Would it be possible to
develop courses at the Institute, so that men in the active Rabbinate
in this area and interested laymen might find it worthwhile to come to
she Institute, and continue their studies,graduate studies included, on
vhe spot? 1In fact a number of the Alumni of the Institute believe this
is a subject upon Which we should lay particular emphasis when we have
our conversations with you., . .

We are also interested -in discussing whether or not scholarships,
improved dormitory facilities, opportunities to earn a living by work
as student Rabbis.in the New orﬁ.araa while at the Institute and other
helpful factors ean be provided tending towards increased enrolment at
the J.I.R. Ve are also interested in considering the reported proposal
to ask for tuition payments by the students.

We are convinced that scholarships and other foundations at the
Institute can be secured if more emphasis were laid upon it among its
graduates, and if an endeavor is made to give the Institute more con=-
sideration and status, If there are not enough scholarships at the
Institute, compered with those at E.U.C., the friends of the Institute
(to whom I allude below) can be invited to provide them,without affec-
ting the campaign for the Union of American Hebrew Congregations as a
whole., e are %gterested algo in discussing the degree of permission
given to men for fisld-work seems to us to present an important element
in attracdting Sstudents for the Rabbinate to the Institute.

Replacement of Faculty Members

We trust also that we may discuss with you the matter of the re-
placement of Faculty members when older members at the Institute retire
*rom active service, or step back for other reasons, The departure of
Profegsor Halkin, the death of Professor Tschernowitz and the loss of
other eminent men has undeniably weakened the Institute faculty. 7e
nave only admiration for those who have been recently invited to serve
on the Faculty either as part-time or full-time members, But we be-
lieve resources can be gathered whereby men of high academic position
can be invited to the Institute, who by their writings and influence
as teachers will give it added stature, They can by their very pre-
sence attract worthwhile atudents, and can prove a benefit to the In-
stitute in the general community; they can alsc teach at H,U.C., if it
is desired, and can strengthen the Union as a whole., Money can be
raised if we present specific projects to donors in New York, in the
same way that Professor Finkelstein does on behalf of the Jewish

Theological Seminary.
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Extension Work of the Imstitute

The presence of the leaders of the Union, particularly in the
2ddgational field, in New York, opens up opportunities for cooperation
cat the Institute and the Commission on Jewish Edication of the
ese potentialities are yet to be developed, and we are con-
can bring only good to the Institute, the Union and Ameri-
can JewishN\life as a whole,

: t of close cooperation between the Institute and the
dnion leaders New York a program can be developed,we believe, where-
by considerable extension work can be conducted in this area, radiating
out of New York to other sections of the country.Speakers of distinctior
can be brought to this country from abroad for lectures or courses,
whereby students, laymen and scholars can be drawn to the Institute
building,For example, the coming of Professor Martin Buber under the
auspices of the Jewish Theological Seminary was a master-stroke for

the J,T,S, If the U.,A.H.C,-H,U.C.-J,.I,R. ¢ould bring a scholar like
Professor Joseph Klausner to this country (in the event he is not too
old to make the trip), he could still further dramatize the Institute
in the notice of New York and American Jewry, as well as the non-Jewish
public JMoreoyer, public lectures in something akin to an Adqult Educa-
tion Series (hi%herto a number of Reform Jewish women have attended

the Israel Friedlander courses at the Seminary) could build up a strong
lay following in the New York area, A special committee of the friends
of the Institute could be appointed to map out and implement plans for
such Extension and Community activities, initiglly in New York, and
later elsewhere, : : 33

A Committee of Institute Friends (Advisory: Ways andMeans. )

This leads me to present to you on behalf of those whose views
we represent,the progosal that there be formed a new Committee of
Friends of the Jewish Institute of Religion.,This Committee, of course,
would function in the closest cooperation with yourself as President
and with the present Administrative Committee of the J.I.R. It might
serve as an auxiliary to this Institute Administrative Committee, per-
haps in the role of a Wayc and Yeans Committee. It would be compdsed
of persons immediately and partiqularlg interested in the Institute,
in the same way that the interests of H.U.C. are shielded by the pre-.
sence of Cincinnati Jewish leaders on the stratzgic committees. Rabbis
and laymen of this area might constitute the majority of this Friends
Committee, but it would also include men throughout the United States
who believe particularly in the development and expansion of the New
York Institute. We believe the structure of the H.U.C.-J.I.R. should
make possible the creation of such a Friends' Committee.

The Committee might inelude about 25 or more persons, with a small
Zxecutive Committee. It would be necessary that it receive the re-
guisite information regarding Institute affairs, so that the necessary
plans could be made in its behalf within the structure of the HU.C.-
J.I.R.-U,A.H.C. 1 can name to you offhand a dozen persons in the New
York area who could be brought close to the Institute in an organic,
structural way., They are Jews in the Reform synagogues, seasoned in
Liberal Judaism and the problems of its leadership.Some are persons
of scholarly interests, together with financial resources.This Commit-
tee could meet periodically, in accordance with regulations to be drawn

1D e
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A Rector or Provost for the Institute

: It has long seemed to us essential that there be a full-time
nector or Provost of the Institute under your leadership as President
«f the H,U.C.-J.I.R. The headquarters of this Rector would be in New
tork, and his sole responsibility would be the conduct and upbuilding
<f the Institute.When anyone wishes to talk of Institute matter, it
#ould be possible then to speak to some one in authorit » Dot merely
to a Secretary who receives and transmits messages, As I have written
you before, including a refercnce to this subject in my letter last
July, problem are constantly arising in this populous New York region
which require the best leadership and judgment on the spot and at the
same moment. Dr.Louis Finkelstein of the Jewish Theological Seminary
nas just such a Provost at his side, even though he has only one in=-
stitution in one city for which to care. Such a Rector might be chosen
either from long-time alumni of the Imstitute or from the educational
fisld., Such a Rector or Provost could become a personality in the
Eagstern area and in American Jewry.His public addresses and activities
could help ksep the Institute in thas community's eye, as President
Finkelstein and Provost Greenberg have done for the J.T.S. The duties
and activities of such a Rector or Provost of the Institute could be
developed under your leadership in cooperation with the Institute
Administrative Committee, and the Friends of the Institute, when this
last-named Committee is authorized and established.

A Strong Institute and the U.A.H.C,

It is our conviction that there should be close coordination bs-
tween the lsaders of the Union of American Hebrew Congregations and
the Institute in the New York area, A strong Institute scems to us an

essential and necessary factor in the new orientation of the Unionm.
It would be a grievous error, we belisve, for the Institute to grow

weaker by attrition or under-nourishment of students and resources.
Such a calamity would mean the surrender of the great "empire" of New
York Jewish life to the Jewish Theological Seminery and other institu-
sions,Rabbis and Jewish educational workers are needed in this region.
I cannot believe that a graduating class of & in 1952 (due, I under-
stand, to a change in the requirements for graduation) or a class of

6 or 7 when the 1951 registranta graduate, can furnish Liberal Jewry
in this and other arcas with an adequate supply of Rabbis and educa-
tional-communal workers.Nor should the graduates of the H.U.C. School
of Sacred Music be expected indirectly to make up this deficiency.
Moreover, the placement of H.U.C. graduates and of J.I.R. graduates

is a subject needing careful attention,

We believe that a weak J.I.R. means a weaker Union in this region

and throughout the country.A strong J.I.R. can prove & source and
“ocus of interest and loyal,gencrous service,by men of means and wis-
dom in New York City,whose support can be enlisted, if the effort is

made,

The Larger Issues Involved

May I be permitted to emphasize that the con@upn of the graduate
and lay friends of the Institute in its welfare is completely inde-
osendent of any personalities involved.
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We believe, it must be stated, that the all-embrac cathol
viewpoint of Doctor Wise, which waé the very carnerstanéngf the J.%fR.

in days past, should not be abandoned.Doctor Wise wished
2t the Instiﬁute and tOo enter any phase of Je%iah religiaﬁgncggmggggg

1lifo which they might choose, instead of being restricted to the Reform
ninistry as such.

IT today it is necessary to amend any of the provisions to which
Doctor Wise in his later years of illness gave or seemed to give his
zonsent, we should not stand upon the letter of any particular item,

e must deal pragmatically, it seems to me, with the situation which
confronts us, namely, that we do not wish--and we know you share this
opinion with us--to see the Institute deteriorate, under our very eyes.
No one of us can stand idly by whereby specific circumstances the In-

stitute may be whittled down.

We recommend that a survey of the entire situation be made with-
out delay, and thosc for whom I spcak trust we may be represcnted on
such a survey committec. Out of its findings and recommendations,
gpecific plans, perhaps in accordance with some of the proposals of
this letter to you, may emorge.,We belieye that the present is a cri-
tical time.Tl'c Union is gradually establishing itself firmly in this
arca.For the Institute, which is one of its most effective assets, to
be weakened during the period of the Union's adjustment to the Naow
York scene, would be greatly hurtful to the cause of Liberal Judaism,
I assurs you that if there were no Institute in Now Yprk,the Union
would find it, under the challenging circumstances, neccssary to
creatc one herec.

Doctor Wise, I am told, believed that history and necessity were
on the side of the Institute, and that with the coming to New York of
the U,A.H.C.,; the Institute would not only survive, but grow stronger.
He never envisaged the Institute's diminishment or disappearance, for
any reason whatsoever,W/hen the Institute entered.the merger, its finan-
cial positbn was satisfactory, and it operated, relatively speaking,
on an economical basis.,This program of econony can be preserved, and
men can be trained in this great ecenter with similar economy hence-

forth.

We are mindful, President Glueck, as I have said, of Doctor Wise's

confidential relationship to you during his later year=, But I am
sure you will agree that if hz saw thoe number of students decreasing

and the circumstances prcvailing which I have sought to indicats, he

would take »rompt and vigorous action against any disintegration., It
is the desire of Doctor %Wisc's Institute disciples and the Institute's

lay friends to assist in this cntire project at every possible point.

You have said that you would be preparcd to mset me when you come
to New York.Il await your telephone message.lf a-reeablc to you, I am
roady to bring with me men who represent in general the principles
which I have sought in this letter to enunciate, With ¢ very assurance
of esteem, and thanking you for your paticnce in reading this long

memorandum, I am
Sincercly,

/s/LOUIS I.NE'BIAN



Lovuis I. NEWMAN
NEW YORE

December 8, 1952

My dear Herbert Friedman:

I have read your letter with interest.
The meet on Tuesday, December 2nd, at Temple
Rodeph Sholom, was a good one, despite the highly
inclement weather. Rabbi Mark, Ed. Klein, Abram
Goodman, Herbert Baumgard, and a number 9& others
were present. We canvassed the entire situation,
and decided to follow a policy of "watchful wait-
ing". Ed Klein gave a summary of the Cincinnati
meeting, and Rabbi Mark expressed the belief that
while there was progress, ¢

: 85, he CO :
the situation would be tﬁ~thc days dhnl::rl am
writing a brief summary of the discussion at the
meeting, and will send you a copy.

In the very near future I am calling
a meeting at my Temple of interested laymen, so
that those who have any designs on the J.I.R. "can
fcel the strength behind our position"™, as you place
t.

Your contimuing interest and atten-
tion in this matter at this crucial time is most
helpful, I assure you, for more reasons than one.

With cordial regards, I am
Sincerely,

r (oess [Mesrnin,

Rabbi Herbert A. Friedman
Temple Emanu-El B'ne Jeshurun
2419 E. Kenwood Blvd.
Milwaukee, 11, Wisconsin
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November 26, 1952 STUDY OF THE RABS!

Rabbi Herbert A. Friedman
219 E, Kemwood Boulevard
Milwaukee 11, Wisconsin

Dear Herb:

Briefly, this is what happend at the meeting in connection
with the integration of the JIR-HUC,

No definite plan was proposed. It 13 in . Nelson Glueck's
mind to have the men study at both sc s He did not
reveal pnbliu]ruhub:msmtohw at either of the
schoolse

Enowing what was in mind, T urged a three or four year
program, first at the HUC in s then two final years
at the JIRe It is my impression that this is not what he
wants. However, he will come up with & definitive plan
at the next meeting.

In the mearwhile, Jack and T urged Herbert Block to
persuade Nelson to sit down with them. Block saw no reason
why this should not Be done, and he will urge it upon Nelson.
We shall see,

I must say that Maurice Eisendrath supperted me very
strongly in the plan that I preoposed, and that Jack and
Ed Klein were right with me. There was no commithent
from any of the Cincimnati group, but that is understandable
as the plan was not to present a2 definitive plan or urge
one.

I will keep you informed.

With very best wishes to you and Elaine in which my
Elzaine joins me,

Sincerely yours,
T 1l
Morton M. Berman

MHMB:ee



Louis I. NEWMAN
NEW YOREK

November 25th, 1952,
7 West 83rd Street.

My dear Colleague:-

Tuesday morning, December 2nd, at
10:30 o'clock a meeting will be held
at Temple Rodeph Sholom, 7 West 83rd
Street, New York City, to discuss cer-
tain matters relating to the New York
School of the Hebrew Union College-Jew-
ish Institute of Religion within the
merger. A report of developments within
the last year will be made.

A number of Rabbis in this area are
being invited to attend., We trust you will
find it possible to be with us, and would
appreclate recelving your reply on the en-
closed postcard.

Lookin% forward to your presence
with us on the morning of December 2nd,
I am

Sincerely yours,

(s oy



November 7, 1952
271 Central Park West

Mr. Richard Bluestein

Hebrew Union College-Jewish Institute
of Religion

Cincinnati, Ohio

My dear Mr. Bluestein:

I am writing you this letter in the conviction that where thre is
good will and affirmative intention im any matters confronting friends
of the U.A.H.C, and the H.U.Ci-d.I.R., they can be resolved amicably
and to the satisfaction of all.

I believe that those concerned with the November 18th meeting are
aware of the following:

There is a strong and determined group in the New York area in
particular, and throughout the country generally, prepared to reinforce
with the necessary monetary support, their viewpoint that there should
be in the very near future a meeting in New York City on behzalf of the
development of the New York School as a mzjor asset of the Union of
American Hebrew Congregations. Such a conference should be truly rep-
resentative of the new personalities amd resources in the picture.To
our regret, the present Administrative Committee of the New York School
does not as yet adequately represent these new and helpful individuals
and forces. Consideration should be given them, particularly inasmuch
as their activities on behalf of the Uy A.H.C. relate to the New York
School, with which they have direct amnd first hand contact. A new
structure, within the merger, for the gnidance, support and expansion
of the New York School, is needed so that the cause of Liberal Judaism

may realize its potentialities in this region and throughout the United
States.

I know you are aware of the inmcreasing strength of the U.4.H.C,
and its constituent institutions in the New York and Easternm seaboard
region. Thursday, November 6th, the intial meeting of the New York
Joint Campaign Committee was held at the Waldorf-Astoria, and the out-
look for increased income in Greater New York is excellent. ¥r. Walter
Weismann is Chairman of the Joint Campaign; its Honorary Chairmen in-
clude Judge Samuel I. Rosenman, Joseph Eisner, and Paul Hahn, President
of the American Tobacco Company (who last week sent in his check to the
Union for $5,000.00). There is an ever-growing group of supporters of
the U,A.H.C., and the H.U.Ce=J.I.R. in Greater New York, who desire en-
largement of the program of the H.U.C.-J.I.,R. with appropriate provis-
ion for the New York School. The names of persons deeply concerned with
the welfare of the New York School who wish and are prepared to attend
such a conference in New York City can be furnished at the appropriate
time and under the appropriate circumstances.

It is clear, of course, that these friends of the New York School
wish to retain a complete, Rabbinic training school in New York City,
giving Semikhah, holding Commencements here, and develoging its program
with respect to student enrolment, faculty personnel, administration
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and resources. Only as a full-fledged Rabbinic training school ecan it
realize its potentialities for service to the cause of Liberal Judaism
in this area and throughout the country.

This information, I am sure, has a bearing upon the November 18th
meeting, as it seeks to study and consider how the merger is to be car-
ried forward in the future. No committee can meet in a vacuum, and
there doubtless is a list of agenda or tentative recommendations or sug-
gestions which are to be discussed. I am sorry to say that in the ab-
sence of any such indications, reports have been current in New York,
(which however, have been denied) that a proposal will be made in Cin-
cinnati that the New York School be made into a pre-Rabbiniec school,
that the students receiving preparatory instruction here then go to the
H.U.C. in Cincinnati for their formal Rabbinic instruction and ordin=
ation, and that thereafter they may come to New York for one year "in=-
terneship" in a congregation in this area, this year being added to the
present number reguired. This report came to us from a thoroughly re-
liable source.

The only word regaerding the activities of the Committee on November
18th is that it is "meeting without any commitment, without any plan,
without any preconception...lIt will explore, and it will ultimately de-
cide...Such a Committee has been appointed to start from scratch, and to
look into the entire subject." There is, however, in our opinion, a
fundamental "preconception™ of which a priori cognizance needs to be
taken. It is the existence and service of the New York School since
1922 and the maintenance of its integrity throughout. The intention
and terms of the merger did not envisage the reduction of the Jewish In-
stitute of Religion to a mere skeletons Nor was provision made that a
Committee might "start from scratch" as to the preservation and develop-
ment of the institution as originally created.

If any reports regarding contemplated proposals are incorrect, it
must be said that they spring from the uncertainty which has been made
to surround the New York School and its program. Any anxiety as to its
welfare cannot be expected to end until a constructive attitude is firm-
ly and unassailably adopted towards the New York School, and a strength-
ened local structure for its administration within the merger be under-
taken, in the light of the new personalities, forces and resources at
hand. We are prepared to give detailed recommendations as to this
strengthened local structure at a New York meeting of the friends and
advocates of the New York School,

We are of the opinion that the future direction of the New York
School cannot be decided by a mere majority vote of those present at
the November 1l& h meeting. The representatives of the New York School
are in the numerical minority, and the meeting is being held at a dis-
tance from the center of actualities regarding the New York School. The
consequences following a mere majority vote of those present in Cin-
cinnati, November 18th, without a comprehensive and realistic consider-
ation of the new and powerful forces in the New York scene cannot be
predicted, and surely need to be borne in mind.

Permit me as I dose to say that I have written you this letter be-
cause it seems only fitting that those who are to participate in the
November 18th meeting should know in this way, in addition to anything
which may be said by the delegation of the New York School, our descrip-
tion of the forces at work.

Sincerely yours,

LIN: jds % /@é‘u"‘ﬁ



‘
f""!-...-_lh
= i

e

Louis I. NEwWMAN
NEw YOrEK

November 5, 1952
271 Central Park West

Rabbi Herbert A. Friedman .
Temple Emanu-El

2419 East Kenwood Boulevard
Milwaukee 11, Wisconsin

My dear Colleague:

I am enclosing herewith a copy of a letter which I have
sent to Mr. Frank Weil which speaks for itself, I have received
a reply from Mr. Weil in which he says in part:

"The Committee is meeting without any commitment,
without any plan, without any preconception...It will
explore and it will ultimately decide...Such a Commit-
tee has been appointed to start from scratch and to
look into the entire subject.”™

In my reply to him, I have said: "As we have been given to
understand it, the Committee is to study and consider how the
merger can be carried forward in the future. There is,in our
opinion, a fundamental 'EreCOnception“ of which a priori cog-
nizance must be taken. t is the existence and service of the
New York School since 1922, and the maintenance of its integ-
rity as a full-fledged Rabbinic¢ training scheol, as to student
personnel, faculty, administration and resources. The terms of
the merger did not envisage the reduction of the Jewish Insti-
tute of Religion to a skeleton status. No provision was made
that a Committee might "start from seratch"™ with reference to
its preservation and development."

Today, there was a small meeting, including Edward Klein
and Jack Rudin, as to other plans which may be propmsed at the
Cincinnati meeting. The Committee cannot meet in a vacuum, and
no indication has been given as yet by Nelson Glueck, Frank Weil,
who is Chairman of the Committee, or anyone else as to the various
alternative proposals that will be presented. I have written
Frank Weil that "we are also impressed by the fact that the future
of the New York School is to be decided in Cincinnati, by a Com-
mittee including a small minority of representatives of its in-
terests, at a meeting far away from the scene of the realities,
and with numerous other factors tending to play a negative role."”

I write this to you by way of information, for it may be
necessary to place the friends of the New York School, both its
own Alumni and the Alumni of the Cincinnati School, on the alert
with reference to the November 18th meeting, and any meeting
thereafter. Doubtless you are in touch with some of the Alumni
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of the New York School and may wish to consult with them regard-
ing the forthcoming meeting.

‘rom you with m:t‘ermea‘ to the

AMERICAN jcvyvisH
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271 Bautnl Pu-i West

*omto ¥eil
60 East L2nd Street
New York, N. Y,

My dear Frank Weil:

It has come to our attention that at the -uu.-f of
the special Committee at Cinelmr t

el will
g prop.sed that the New M' ehool of the H.U, -J.I.Il.

aend ail the activi associated
ﬂn Jewish g..':ltl of ldl‘:l dmﬁ establishment

in 1922.

When we spoke at mmnmz 4 wae hearte
ened to hear your lbun'so foster the
New York School of th"‘i'nf:.ﬂ, with its
friends and wellewishers, : m ent that

you will wish to endeavor at ﬁo Cincinnati meet to
1ight of g‘h.“"”:i.r""‘m#w‘.? ol o Py Plgua f -8
o [ am Ne
creased a:t.i;tti;s :fct .3;:; o with 1::: m{::ln:‘l head=
w n Sew Iox expans we "
should include added pw:,v;u.oa for the enrolment and ore
dination of students, inercased sornel of faculty and
adminietr:tive oificlals, the upbuilding of the
logical and graduate dcpartnenu of the New York School
resources for lectureships, foundations and other amdn
"1.31"1“3 the New York School cam realize its full poten=
t ties.

Any resolution at Cincinnati which tends to restrict
the development of the New York School under the new and
conditions of Liberal Judeism, rtahrls on the
Eastern seaboard will not, as you can we
acceptable to the friends 'of the New York School
B 5 Missnt o Eradnéton of ihe Finsiraetl Raetr: Sebool, |
rmdtoawrdnucuuutbum
mentioned above, believe me to

Sincerely,



June 24, 1082
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June 25, 1962

Fifth Avenne
.ﬂrﬁn.l.!o _
Hy deer fabbi Figendmth and By, Hollenders

As Progident of the Union and as Chaimmen of i%a
e R TS e
mm-:nmmmluuh nated,

Belleve me to be, on behalf of thope for whom I wpite

Bineerely yours,
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NEW YORK HERALD TRIBUNE, SATURDAY AUGUST 2, 1952

STUDENT RABBIS TRAIN AT 15 NEW CONGREGATIONS

Get Experience in Field by Helping Young Peoples
Set Up Reform Synngoguu

Fifteen newly established Reform Jewish eonFegation in the
New York area are serving as "field laboratories students of
the New York division of the Hebrew Union colloga-Jawhh Institute
of Religion, LO West 68th 5t., according to Dr. John J, Tepfer,
professor of Talmud and Jewish h{m at the seminary.

The congregations hau mnhrooni in villages and recently

developed housing areas Along the East coast, he said, in an in=-
tmiez yeste: tﬁrl ‘has beean Mmﬂ ﬁm‘ Lib~
eral Judaism, &t least sm: nﬂl congregations ltarted since

the close of Iu-u War II.

les, faced with the prospect
en, have their in-
terest ure. m. if thtj'i is no neu-lr synagogue, they
have aought. ta organize one.

In most cases, the Union of American Hebrew Co gat.:l.ons,
saraut body of Reform Judﬂ.n, has carefully survey area and
ecided to start a “% In the New York ares, th.ts work
has been supervised bi mm L. Davis, director od' the New
York Federation of !efm Synagogues.

Supplies Demand for Rabbis

Whether the demand has come from scattered groups of Jews or
from the Union's officials, the seminary has been ready with a
cupply of student rabbis, Br. Tepfer said. Often, a student Rabbi
. mtup with a new eongregation and be callod permanently to

ts P -

The "ineservice" program has been an integrzl part of the Few
York school's program ever since the late Dr., Stephen S, Wise foune
ded the Jewish Institute of Religion in 1922, Dr. Wise sought to
organize congrepations which "placed en hasis on a prophetic Jud-
aia- rather than a codified Judaism," Dr, Tepfer said. Students

tﬁe institute continuonsg aided the est.ab shment of new libe
“1:1 temples, but never to the extent that they have in the last
six years.

It is now a requirement for ordination that, during his five
years of graduate study at the college here, a st.udent must spend
at least a year as a student rabbi, This nems that he spends
every weekend and at least a night dnr!.ng the week serving as
pastor and coundelor "in the field."

"Whirlpool of the Practical"




™72, Student Rabbis....ee

When a student is faced with organizing a congregation he goes
into a "whirlpool of the practical," said Rabbi Kemneth E. Stein,
who became full-time rabbi of Corgregation Beth Em, which meets at
the Young Men's Hebrew Association, 154 Post Ave., after organizing
it two years ago. Since he came, the congregation grew from thirty
persons to 150 families. It has a religious school, brotherhood,
sisterhood and numerous youth aectivities.

Daniel Lowy, of 2625 Grand Concourse, the Fronx, a senior be-
gan oy enders ace) at
m:.snm Sholom (Temple of the Def of Peace)

the ttan Beach veterans' hous development in Brooklyn by
organizing plays and pageants for children. Sound trucks announs
cing the children's program drew the attention of adults, who are

now keenly interested in thtﬁuplﬁ,h said.

service
' the Monroe




Louis I. NEWMAN
NEW YOREK

Octobnr 25,1952.
271 Central Park West.

My dear Herbert Friedman:-

I am writing you this brief line

to say that there seems to be a much better
atmosphere and outlook with refexence to the
New York School of the H.U.C.-J.1I.R. I am
sorry that at this moment I cannot give you
the details, but certain sp geific things have
occurred which indicate a change of direction
in the affairs of the Inst:ltt:o.

1 was present at the Convocation
Services a couple of wpeks ago, &nd 1t was
clear that there is imimse vitality in the
Institute with Professor Tepfer representing
President Glueck admirably. But the November
18th meeting in Cineinnati still looms in the
offing, and I will wri fe you later of certain
items concerming it. Jf President Glueck on
his return from Israel does not opppse the
new spirit, and if the Cincinnati meeting:
does 5 not place Mikhsholim in the way,Il am
of the opiniop that many of our anxieties
are in the past.

Knowing that you will be pleased
to hear of this, I am
Sincsrely,

(o



Louis I. NEwMAN
NEw York

October 13, 1952
271 Central Park West

Rabbi Herbert A. Friedman
2419 East Kenwood Boulevard
Milwaukee 11, Wisconsin

My dear Herbert Friedman:

I have your letter of October 10th, and am sending you some letters
which bear upon the matter of the future of the Institute. It is true
that a number of J.I.R. men are on the Committee to meet in Cincinnati on
November 18th, and I wish you were a member of the Committee. Whether
the J.I.R. representation will be present, and whether they can be coun-

ted upon to stand up and fight for the welfare of the J.I.R. remains to
be seen.

We who are working for the New York School are determined that it
shall remain as Doctor Wise intended, a complete school, not merely a
graduate school, for men who wish to receive their Rabbinical training
and student experience in the great New York laboratory. We have a spe-
cific program, the character of which will be conveyed in detail, to
Rabbi Klein, and perhaps through him to others defending the J.I.R., so
that they will not go intc the meeting cold and unprepared. They will
be in the minority, for the Cineinnati group does not understand that
the future of the Reform movement depends upon a strong educational and
Sommunal program in the New York area with its more than two million

ews.

I believe that you can be of service, keeping my name out of the
discussion, in meking sure that Morton Berman and others of the Commit-
tee with whom you are in friendly contaet, understand the situation
rightly. Frank Weil, Chairman of the Committee, said to me in a recent
conversation at his office, that it was a questionaf money merely, and
that there were others interested in the welfare of the New York School.
I shall, however, be pleasantly surprised, if he takes practical steps
to carry forward this work at the November meeting. The members of the
Committee from the J.I.R. include Morton Baum, M.M. Berman, Joseph M.
Levine, Jack Rudin, and E.E, Klein. Others of the Committee include
Maurice Eisendrath (who tries to keep on good terms with all concerned
but who must reckon with the Cincinnati group) Herbert Bloch, Mrs. Al
Bacharach, Julius H. Cohen, Sidney Meyers, A4.H, Silver, Jack Skirball,
Fred Lazarus, Jr., Mrs. Arthur Hays Sulzberger, Lester Jaffe and Nelson
Glueck. I am convinced that the J.I.R. group should anticipate any res-
olutions which may be brought in by Nelson Glueck, Weil and others; it
should have its own resolutions ready in case of necessity; moreover, it
should have knowledge from Glueck, Weil and others as to what is coming
up and in what form. If you can secure any information as to the wording
of any contemplated resolutions so that they may be studied beforehand,
it would be helpful.

If any decisions of the Committee in November are unfavorable to the
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status and future of the New York School, the matter of course, will not
end there. On this péint, I do not wish at this moment to speak further.
But the full potentiality of strength in this area for the New York
School has never been drawn upon, because I have tried to work in ac-
cordance with other procedures. But if there is to be a situztion re-
quiring the marshalling of strength by laymen as well as Rabtis, this
will be done. .

Though you are away from New York, Rabbi, you can be of genuine as-
sistance in the entire matter, particuiarly since the meeting will be
held in Cincinnati and Morton Berman is in the picture. May I not hear
from you further on the matter of the possible agenda of this Committee's
discussions, the text of resolutions, as Berman may kmow of them, ete?

With cordial regards, and trusting that you will stand by -- in fact,
that you will take the leadership with the militant J.I.R. men, I am

Cordially,

LIN:jds é‘_‘_:' ((d;
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June 19; 1952

Rabbi Msurice Eisendrath
President of the Union of American

Hebrew i
838 Congregation
Few York, '. p £

My dear Rabbi Eisendrath:

I am writing this letter to you as Prosident of the Uniom of Amer-
ican Hebrew Corgregations, and through you to Dr. Hollender, Chairman
of the Executive Board, which I understand is to meet this week end,

It relates to the velfare and progress of the New York School of the
College~Institute,

hbbhhn;r have for e been con - the ade
ministration ?!‘ the k School of the =institute, Since
November, 1951, tapart s there have been meetings of interested
persons on the oject, for eonsideratic - general and in de-
i oo v of my own letter of inquiry last November,
which to date en answered tepped a - from ieiw

pation in the m a m months ago, thers: ? fore
ward the subjegt _ _ W of the HU.Cund. IR,
Alumni who utﬂ ) President of the ge=Institute during the
winter, ropreunmhu of a leading
New York w 5‘ : and the Chairman of the Admine
istrative the New ' cck 8chool. Last week there took

place at Buffalo duriu the sessions of the C.C.4i.R. 2 gathering of
more than 26 Alumni of the J I.R, to consider the entire matter of

its welfare and future. With none of these meetings have I had any
contact, They arose out of the situation iteself and because of the
exigencies that prompted the men to come together,

¥hen the J.I.Rs and H,U.C. were united and coordinated under the
::g:la of the Unia I?‘.:lt. was never contemplated that the New York School

askened. llw establishment of the national
headquarters of the ﬁnionm*u c&truﬂu Eastern seaboard
udwiththcrspum in strength and number in s

it was intended that the lNew ork School be maintained at full
il:ruai.ng strength, at the same time that the Cincimnati School
mu to receive similar considerastion., Many speecifie dmh:nn have
led us to inguire rognrdin; the welfare and outlook of the York
Sehool, For students were admitted to the en
class in the New ork Sehno in the autumn,1951, whereas the
Theological Seminary accepted 42 new students, 4An endeavor was made
this year to cancel Commencement Exercises for the three Institute
graduates in New York City, and to transfer their ordinastion to G:la-
cimaati. Only after sharp E: test by those who learned of this
was the graduation of the Yor: men held in the Institute N
No honorary degrees were awarded at the New York Commencement
ever since the ectablishment of the J.I.R., the award of such ﬁomu-r
degrees has been customary,

Numerous other matters continue to give the friemds of the New
¥ork School couse for ﬁan anxiety. I shall merely list a few of the
items, but assure Dr., Hollender and ycurself that if a "bill of pare
tieulars® is desired, it is at hand., I have zlready mentioned some of
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these matters in -;h:ovnhcr, 1951 letter. They include among others
the following: 1) maintensnce of an adequate number of Faculty meme
bers of academic eminance in the New York Schoolj the replacement by
professors of prestige when Faculty vacancies oecurjthe assigmment of
duties in satisfactory form to such Faculty members. 2) Provision for
the reeruitment of students for the New York School in relationship teo
the Cineimnati School and the needs of the Libersl Jewish Community toe
day; serutiny om the basis of a full presentation of the facts of
arrangements regarding standards of admission, practices of the Come
mittes on idissions, ccholirshiss, ete. 3 frovision for the dynamie
administration of the New York School, with the establishment of the
post of a full-time Provost or Rector of the Institute, who can give
steady attention to its needs and development in the every-emlarging
ame of the Union in the Eastern area and throughout the country.
fx)“ sideratiom of a number of ’mﬁﬁe items relating to the d:{-
by-day conduct of the New York Schoolj the membex of its local Ad-
ministrative Committee; the sdditional new person
friends and wellewishers of the New York

FPermit me to say that reports const arise tending to indie
School. Mre _ woﬁ agsures me by telephone that tiere is no such

d¢iscriminatione i Go not care to dignify . {rmauum.
the ates the unhezlthy atmos-
Sechool: I believe these

but their presence in mz unity indie
phere surrcunding the conduct of bie

horoughly sifted. In nz "pill of particulars"
which we are prepared to present, they can be cited and considered.

orts deserve to be t!

We have been told that the _ tothuuhohmrmurn-
tions before the executive and -dministrative heads of the New York
School 1s that sufficient funde are not available. It has bund ine

ted out that there are funds in the New York area on behalf
New York School to be had for the asking, if the proper
Various ngutlm have bteen made rogarhu ine or
Institute which impinge r the u-rn of the Union of Ameriecen
brew Congregations as a le, and whieh

ter before you and Dr. llon-nin. and through
exutive Board of the U.L.B.G.

One m;g:tion is that the ratio of 50f for the College-Institute
B e T e s b e
80 na ce e -

Mnnim., ﬁcluding tﬁ? f: York SMI.W

Another suggestion is that more money might be available if the
Joint Campaign were for the College~Institute in cooperation with the
Union, so that the College-Iinstitute would have pri.oriz.in the dise
tribu{:lon of the Funds. (The Comservative condu its gn
for the Jewish Theological Seminary in cooperation with the Uni
gyuppe, the Seminary receiving first mention and primary allocation.)

have no comment upon these two suggestions, but me bring them to
your notice as President of the Union and to Dr, Ho s @8 Chairman
of the Board, inasmuech as the Union is the all-embracing organisation
of which the College-Institute and other institutions are constitusnts,.



3. Rabbi Maurice Eisendrath

The ma motnhdmmractlrm:hnphnhf“

h tln um: that asuthorisation be m. if it does not ale
rudy for securing designated or 1 as required
for the Gcliop-lnnitut.o s She Felande of the ew Q.hoot. of
course, particularly concerned with the Institute, anl would m any
such auxiliary or designated funds they raise to go specific to
the New York Schook, and not melted into amy pool, either for the Unionj
for the H,U.C, a8 a vhole or in part, 4s a member of the Board of Trus-
tees of the Federation of Jewish Fhilanthropies in New York City, I
know that Moumt Sinai Hospital amnd other itals have sauxilisry or
degigncted funds from thoir Board members friends. I understand
also that the Hebrew Union School of Sacred Music in New York has the

project of a separate board and separate funderaising suthority; soj
to, has the project of the Americen Jewish irchives in Glneimt!..

If suthorization reeo;nit:le‘ and statue had been given to the
Eoponl months ago, the income of the J.I,R. eould have been materially

creased this year by speciel gifts. But es matters have stood and
to such an une

_ no t whatsoever
dertaking by friends of the Jyl.Rs, the [2ithor of this letter neluded.
We nave turned our eiforts ' saign, but no benefit
has accrued d:l.m.b to the J.1 m stance; and, at
the present writ: thn‘.ml. qu&*m benefit, if
the present & continue.

It is felt by us that mo MMwm thoconm-h-
stitute or the i ghould be permitted on “of econcamy
insufficient funds, to perxit the dis on of an ‘.lnsututlu
the K New York Sehool of the Undon, vuia' 8 & Pacred , placed e

Lng.m.r negotiations l}.}h e lnp Rabbi hen S, Wise.
Itbuaho en pointed out that :z:namzmmmmm
toumunmuulopthelu!m 1 within the Union ways
grd meand fn sonct oy Lormg I foligw Che iention: Ind'ly Mo S

suggeste pre «
Institute under the Jdoint Cupd%m are adequate funds to maine
tain both the Cincimmati and the York Schools u-.SIn provided the
intertion with refereénce to the Jyl.R, is present, tio correct pro-
cedures are followed,

A factor of which 1 am sure Dr, Hollender and you are the Executive
Board of the Union will wish to take cognizance, is this: I must spprize
mo!thef.etthnthb«nw“adtbatanukrarh congre=-
gations of the U,4,H,C, which contribute substantially to the Gﬂ-
paign write formal declarations to you that their support is

the satisfactory maintenance and development of the New 8‘001.

congregations include not merely those who were close %o Mhl
St.ephﬂ S, ¥Wise ing his lifetime, but also those who b-nm that
of the on in its new orientation presup
M ork School, and the unwil s to surrerder t ﬂch of
School to the Jewish Theological inary or the Yeshivah,

I do not wish in this letter to go .into dctau. but, as I have
said, the material is st hand in concrete form, It is my earnest hope
that the Executive Bozrd will not dispcee of this lntu' mu!&ﬂ
the untl thet it has no relationship to the administration of
HeUsBo=dodRe, but that the latter :la an entirely internal, domestic
matter under the sole g‘ urisdietion of the College~Institute. Let me
remind you onece more that there are many friends md; and wlllin;to
assist in the maintenance and development of the New York School, if
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they are permitted to do so, and to conmtribute mbstant.ially and di-
rectly as required by & mt’.er plan,

It is our belief that in the structural reforms of the Union, pro-
vision should be made for a local Committee, to share in the uuio
ment of the New York School which can become one of the Union's dmr
nnu this Committee to be inte ed with or added as an auxiliary
S Shringthened Institute Aduinistrative Gonk itsess I au sure Suth
nd Dr. Hollender are aware of the contimuing and increasing rest-
egsness with reference to the Innitm among its many friends; at
tilaa this unease becomes sharp indi énattan at specific steps taken or
nned, I reflect the sentiments almupofﬁhndlotth
s the College-~Institute, and Liberal I there~
tm pl.leo this matter before Dr. Hollender, yourselfl the Executive
Board through you. Ittlourhﬂﬂﬁltawtmo‘thmw
be appoin to make a tho !.i X { the entire situation,

and to bring at an early d: which seem ware
ranted. &uhi:’ ; e could . sides as
to the Institute and matters ..:auuth

validity of any guestions that arises :
Belicve me to be, with assurances of esteem,

a.;_r“.. ’ i m"'

mmu I, Newmm



P Conntal fark Voot

Dy Bamuel 8. Hollender of the Eoerd
bi Meurice Eisendrath, Prnldm u.a.a.c.

'" !ﬂ’k. '. !I
¥y dear Doctor Hollender and Rabbi Eisendrath:

ing z.stay at Marthss unoyrrd I voted in the "Herald
Tribune” ﬂiﬁ" an srticle of eomside
erable length tﬁ- hea Rabbiu at 15 New

:.:.l: :;_e

mpd nnr .?mil vﬁwn m
up o’*

the New York agu, ' ik fact that

headouarters in lew k'-;ﬁ;l.ty.- : '

of the JoleRe, but it is Sur hope that if the mfuw.m
ticle indicutes a new and corract orientation ™ _
Ingtitute leaders, we - Rabbis and laymen :
time and energy in other chamnrels. It is re that the de=-
sire of those who have wished to aid the J.I.B. in sutstastial form

HE
1
iaf
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