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Paragr 

lSBW, 

.Oatract of '11• P er rea4 t the aADUal conven,1on of 
\he Central COD! rence of .American Babble 1n Chic , 
IlliDol• OA Jue 27, 1935 on the »eol aticm or Principle, 
of Refo J'wlai• which waa adopted 07 \he . 1,,aburp 

binical Con:t'e:rence 1D 1886. 

-Dr. Abba Hillel SilTer 

5 of the Deel tion of Principle• ot Reform Judai wh ch• 

adopted b7 Ille Pitttburgh Ra binical Conference 1n 1885 r da aa follow,: • • 

recogniae, in the modern era of univ 0 ra cultur ot he , d intellect, the 

ap roachin o the realization of I r el'• great • aianic hope tor the ea bli 

ent ot the - ... -dom of truth, Jus tic•, and e ce among all men. e con ider 

ouraelv•• no lo er a nation, bu\ relig oua co,UIUII.IU and ther fore expect 

neither return to Pale tine, nor a aacriflci wor hi und•r the aona ot Aaron, 

nor the reator tion ot al'.q' of th la•• concerni e Jewish atate.• 

!hia declaration 1• notewonq in that it w • the first of it1 kind ner 

made by an a 1embl7 of Jewish religiou.a leaders, la¥ or cleric. No 1 i 1 17 

constiluted conference ~here in the whole hiator7 of Iara.el up to, t ,1ae 

decl red c te orical]¥: • • conaider oureelTea no lo er nation, but religiou 

commuuit7.• 

!he arl7 Reform Rabbi• of rica • re certatn1¥ more eager to formulate 

Principle• and claration1 thaA were their confrerea in G raaan,. b7 did not 

wink from do tic ronowic enta, nor d d the old da&e ot .. ra1mu.1 - o 11 

definit1o ericuloaa ea\ - diacour t nem. !he t ct t.ha.t '11q bad to reckon 

with far fewer re1\ra1n,a 1A \he n orld, tr· d tional or 1nat1ht1onal, &ll4 

wi\h an inchoate J wiah OOFmffllD1'7 aD4 minimum of loc 1 Jewilh h1ato17, uadov.b\ed.17 

p.Te wing to their apacioua alMl care-tree theolo 1c depo1ition1. hat impr••••• 



one, howner, ia \he f cl , it w •int• United S ,ea. of 11 countriea, where 

IUCh a declaration n \he INl,Jec\ or Jew1ah nati onal.1 • on fiA4• in the 

Pitt.•burgh plat.form waa made. OA• cannot acco'1nt for it excep\ on the b •i• of its 

being an importation, exotic plant brought ,o these 1horea by 1mm1 rant Bab 11 

from GerJD8D1' and tranaplan,ed here wi\hou\ m.1 particular reference to aoil or 

clima\e. lor ther e waa no\hing in \he .Ameri ~ Jewi ah scene in the Eightiet t , 

made such a declar tion urgent or aipif1can\. !here wa no political preaaure 

fr m wi\hou\, no need \o placade organised anti-Semitic fore••• no nece a1'1' \o 

purcb&ae politic equa.lit7 through &n7 public renunciation of e rlier wq1 of life 

and \hough\. Nor waa there Tisible any atro t.ionalia\ movement• among · erican 

Jewa of \hose dqs • 

.ln\i- • tionalia\ t.endenc1ea amo German Jewa were moat ked becauae 

German ant.1-Semit.iem waa far more Ti nJ.lent and unc ro iaing, and German nat.ionali•, 

followiD Ule r of Lib r \ion, fa.r more in\enae d J :undiced. Th op oai\ion ,o 

\he political ~clpGt.ion of the Jews in Ge~ waa bl\\er and relenll••• througbou\ 

\he n1ne,een\h cenw.r.,, con,inuing int? the twent.ie\h and ch1n1 a compl te Ticto17 

,mder \he Haai regime in our ~- llia1ug like a miasma from the poi•one4 soil of \he 

• Dar Ag •• Jew ba\re4 baa awep\ unin\erru;,t.edly like a p atilential plagu. throuch 

German life d li\era"1re. in:t'ea\lng me.a••• ud c •••• all. e, poisoninc \he near,• 

and m~Dd• of liberal.a aa well aa reac\1onar1ea. of poe\a, philosopher•, ata\ea , 

hiatorlana. 11D.1iciana and churchmen. '?ha venomoua an\1-Jewith Hasi prv}Ha&a-da 

11\era\ure of th 1 at tit\ ea 1eara drew its inepiration pro am and alo • from 

the prolific achool of Jew-baiting preacbera, pundits 4 pamphle\eer1 of \be 

J1ama.rckian era, the7, in \urn, cleri'fed \heir leading ideas from \heir preauraora 

in \he poa\-Hapoleonic era, whoae mentor and model wa \be liberal, an\1-cleric 



philoeopaer 11chte whose attitude is summed up in hie atatemea,, •The onl7 wq 

I aee by which e1Y11 right• can be conceded ,o '1lem ia to cut oft all their h ada 

in one night and••\ n w ones on lheir ahoulder1, which thall contain not sincl• 

Jewiah idea. the onl.7 mean, of protec\ing ouretl vea against \hem i • to conquer 

\heir promited land and end \hem tbere. 11 the Hui er,- "Juda Verreca• it \be 

au\hen\1c echo of the 1Hep, Hep•, cr1 ah.outed by frensied mob a in the 1\ree1II of 

J'ranlcfor\ and Hamburg a ca.lU17 and more ago. 'lbere ia an unbroken line of 

ideolo 1call)r forml \ed, metap)v1ioall.7 sanctioned and ar\i1\icall7 embelliahed 

Jwieophobi& in German,-. ceniuries old, unmalched an,whse else ln the world. 

I\ waa in 1u.oh a milieu that \be Jews of Gertll&Dl' struggled for ,heir ciril an4 

political rights. If. ther fore, Jewi•h lq and religious lee.der• attempled to 

throw oYeri.>oard all the r cial and national Pa.epc• of I•r .... el ill the fond hope 

of cal.min~ \his aea of hate, it thq beliend \.bai e7 could esoroi1e an\1-Semitiam 

b7 prote~siou of patriot11Dl, and in an age ot •c~e cendo• nat ional.lam. \he7 could 

aolYe the Jewlah problem by a correaponding "diminuendo' of ,It•\M na\ionalia, one 

can undere tand t 1eir problem and forgive their blindn•••• 

Oermaa Jewry mi \ haTe been aobered 1n the Seventies when the •\reaction 

••tin and a.n\i•S itiam n red up again. Trei,aohke, Bernha.rdi, Stocker, Durer. 

Marr, ole, - all the tore~r• of tbe preeen\-dq Has1• - \old th• exac\lJ 

how the Ger people felt bou\ the Jew• nnd •11¥ and what the German people would do 

\o them when \he hour of decision arriTe4.. But \be German Je•• con\1Aucl in '1le1r 

ineluctable op\a\1 ve mood, confident as •a• Bab bi Auerbach at the Rab inical 

Conference of Frankfort. tba.\1 "In our da, \be Idea.la of Juat1ce an4 \he 'bro~erhoocl 

of Mn have 'been 10 •treng~e4 thrcnJ&h the law, and 1n \1tu.\1on1 of modern 1t t.••• 

th& t k; oaa uYer a,ain bf ya\ teret, e N w1 be••lilc an eyer nearer approach 

of \he es\abli abmen\ of '11• K dom. of God on ear\h \hrOQ&h the 1\riY1Dg1 of manld,JMl 



(quo\ed from Ph111paon•• .. .,he Reform o•ement 1 Judaism, 11 p. 178.) !h11 waa u\\ere4 

1a ranktort 1n 1846. 7rankton of 1936 1a, of courae, and diacouraging 

retu\ation of 11 \his oca.i,pt1c r cing in which German Jewry ............... -raecl ita lf 

in those •· !he c t atropu ot 1933 brok the b of siail tion 1n ~• 

The whole 1 roYited philoaoplv of Jewiah hia\017 which ia xpr••••d in the doctrinel 

th.al•• are not a nation out reli oua communi'7 baa proved bankrupt and baa been 

11 uid ,ed in t Ts17 b of 1 ta oripn. 

1, would baYe been tar better for the Je•• ot Ge 113 if they bad ep' alive 

a 1\ro tio elf-conaciouane •• They would \hen • •• faced \he ai ttack 

a• a c ah betw en nat onal oup• wi th1il a political t te - aom lh u1 te co on 

in Centr an atern Europe, and their d fe t the7 wou.ld h.' ve re de4 a• poli\ical 

dete \ &.Dd not • the 101• of the r entire p \r1mo • 1 a ilbmeat from t ir one 

d only cultural and ep1r1\ual home. 

Ho confid ,17 Lud•~ Gei r of erlin rocl: • d thlrt yeara o: •Alf¥ 

desire t form together wi'\h h1a corel1g · on1st■ a le,outaide of Ge . 1 •• 

not to e of its inrpr ctic ility, downright ibank:le1eneaa ,ow d then ~ion 1n 

id1t he 11ve1 -- a chimera; for the Gernaan J • 11 rman in h1■ -----------• 

peal1ar1$1U (aicl) and Zion ia t r hi t land onl.7 ot the p at, 110t ot the future. 

(Quoted in J •• Vol. XII, p. 673.) Thir 1e • 1 ,er. Germana whoae •national 

p culiaritiea• • re 1 G , nre neeinc fr G ~ and fin.di re e bJ ,a 

\h011eanda in the l d wh ch •a• n ver t l&Dd of th 1r p a\ but which ver, d finitel.7 

im■t now become the land f their future. !he ich coaauai~ which forced. \be 

\ranafer ot the first Zioni1\ Coner••• acheduled to b held th re, \o el, 11 now 

grateful t aOIIIII of it• d da1Jgb\ ra • finding Yen and nn hope la 

\he l&Dcl which \hose •unp trio\ic• Zioni1\• d built .•.• 

!he1 wer e 1 \oo dogmatic, \heae !.£er and baum.a d Dl fog ~•t inal 

1, 11 well to 1p1D philo1ophie1 of Jew11h hi tor,. I\ 11 dangeroua '° ipore \he 



realiiies of Jew ah e erience. ti eli • d c v ience of a iv tbeoJ.7 of 

Jniah li:t' ·e not o 17 teat• f t v lid t,y. It 1 at \he 

b-~E,,11 oand of \he ccumul ted 1a\oric l xp r ienc • of our eople • t, \e4 a• 1 \ 

were, in e crucible oft •· C rtainl.7, tne hop \J t uch a \heory mi t 

De ~~roTed bJ our en ie• iTea it no aanc\1on wha\aoever; fr our enemi • r tional.1se 
. 

their \ea ite • re dily •• •• c r a tionalize our op••• and t~.,- ve ne•er beu 

known to rel t ecauae f 

.. offered • • 

.,1 • definition of Jewiah lif e hich 

b r aince \be firat d per i n of our people ill the aixth c nt -q, b fore 

\he C on ra, and the aub n\ Toluatar, d inToluntary ration 1ch by the 

beglnnin of the C on ra awa the Jewiah dia ora exte fro the a\ea of India to 

the Pil l • of lie culea and fr the Cau au.a \o ., 1 1a, d t ir f ur\her d1ff'u.•1on 

\hroqhout Europe in th \w nv centuriee whic f 11 ..... , ..... , up \o the preaen\-da.7 

worl~wide 1aapora, Jews • Te faced i • two-fold t of themael •• to 

their ' iven politi d cnl \ural en lrOll! n ta d t the a • time of re 1a 

\o th selTes aa Jewa. B c :u.ae of th1• tw fold reapona1bil1\ ther 

el n\ ot •t.re •• te aion. an4 conflict in Jewiah life in the dlaapora. Th re 

lwqa will b. iatoey is repl t,e w1 the cl ah confl ct of t o •, rac•• • 

peopl••• reltcion• d clas•••· fhe Jewish Jlr.ition d ita tu.11 quota of lhe•• co icta 

when it, was a ol ti l tion in le tine. I\ cer\ainl7 could ot, eacape th 

a non-pol i le l d ttered oatio 1A lb• di ap ra. rh • who could not 1\an4 ~• 

s\r in ot J wish ex tenee ia p ed. 1 da f such Jna ere loat ,o· • 

o~n we;:Q torcibl.7 a 1mU \ed. 'l'hoae • o c ot enctur• t.he prea1ur•• of Jew ah 

life \odq, will alao dia ppear - if \he;y can. !be uwer racial \1-s 1ti of 

\he Naai '11>• • mak1 such 4eaer,ion extremely difficull. II ia i o ible lo 

propound arq fonmla for Jniah surY1Tal iJl \he diaspora - if •• re ly m an tuni.,al -



tr trom a sure of a\re.a and contlic,. 

In our lo h s\017 n ne.,er 4 a unito plan or formula for SUJ- 1T • 

Such f ormul. , if 1 t i • to be aomethi ore than acad ic, t tile iu\o ccoun\ 

not onl.7 the ahifti interest• nnd needs of the Jewa t aelT • but ao th .,. 1e4 

and cbeng p litic and economic ilieu. 1n ich Jewish oups find the aelTee. 

A. formula. wh ch would b vd.i tor Jew sh co r:mn1\1 • 1·v1 in an ire like \ha\ 

of ncient Persi, Greece or Roe which braced n: rous n tio l itiea a.n4 allowed 

\ full nation • :uton~ or\ of politic l indPpend nee would not m \ \ha 

ai tion of t.. Jewiah co,WM& ...... 1\y living in clo ely-kni\, uni-cul \u.r~. tio 

atate l e Fr ce, Ge~, or I _al.7, and to a Ta.lid for th •• coantri•• 

would not b dequate tor a. ti- t· nal state like oland, Cs ch alov 1a. or 
luuai . A Jni h co unit7 11.,1.ng in t e mia. t of le who e cul\ural neT 

wa.a tar inf ri r to its ow , would f ce lto the:r fterent problems ot dju tm a\ 

thaa one lirt in th id t of w.p rior cul 

Bu, th re a w • the will to surTiveJ ot in all sect ions of our eopl , 

\o be au.re, nor a\ all \lm •• bu\ cert inly 1n 9'Uffic1en\ly lar e section• of our 

peo 1 t all ,1 • to • enabled I r l , ,, aurviYe \o \hi·• dq. An a\ all timtta, 

thi• will \o aunive, th1a b ale loy lt; to \heir corpor te xi•t nee and \o \ha 

aubstantlal element• of their to\al herit •• oJected the nee• e\ra,e , \be 

adequate \echAiqu for auniTal. 'lhis \r \egy • diet \ed. not b7 ab tr· ct 

apeC\11 t:on or by apologe,1c1 but b7 the life-hunger of the r ce. t lnde! sible 

will \o 11Te, \he compellin a nae of de ti~. 'fh• aource ot inapiro.tion was w • 

wi~, ri•mc from th protoun hid4•n d _ \ha of the raci , the 1nstinc\1ft, the 

primordial. 

So gr t • \h1a •ire not, di • peopl , tbs.I en it fOWld it 11 e 

beaiqed n threatened, it thrn add \ional bul arks a.round ita sec 1\ and raiNd 

stronger wall• of defense. II did not heait le \o oa• upon 1\aelt in \he cen\urie1 

following the aecond D••' c,1on, a code of diaoipllu wh1oh _,. fez aore rigoroua 



_.,_ 

\ban azr, milit y ecipliu. an whlah ef ect vely de4 in41Yidual1\y ot 

the people d a cured 1\ illlt al tegrQt on. the le, Yer 

relaxed 1ta T gila.nee. II neTer whittled o its requ r enta or \1 suniv 

pro to pe ae •1 • or de\r ctor . Y•r c tenancec1. 1n l pro t.o 

aatiaty othen. It al qa 1 l \ed up n a progr t r tect it own li •• 

• e of t gre t ideal• ot Jew~ ere evolv r aoo e t \b 

nation•• vit eed1 ot aurv l. hi ia \icula.rl¥ tru ot ao-c· ll 

mission id•• 1a no\h 

betom the B bJlonian exil. 

0 \ 

1, i• 

miaaion id o t e r h \e who r 4 

product ot post- xilic time and r c ived ita 

elasa1o formulut on t the haDda oft anonym a :.uit or or ntho s of I 1 

(plu• 34-35 ) who. l Ti du.riD1 \he 7lo111an capt1T1\y- aa inta in. r la 

\he latter half or t P•ra1an period aa orrey int , reached to 

a f&r-fi'UD& dia ora ot Iha new ·ortwii\y ~~ • ich co t I r el 

becauee ot its 1aperaion to coayer\ the ole orl t rllh p f t True 

God, thue 1 • iam the f ra, miaaion.a;rr' reli ion f ,1'Qli .. 1ad. 

th pre-exile propb '•• Ho ea, 

t.he proph •• of the tranai lion r • J t 

d 

historic mandate upon Israel \o con ert the world. e idea of ia1 on did no\ 

enler inlo Jnia religious ~ouch\ until at a \howumd 7ear1 at'8 the J••• 
had e\\le4 ·n . leatine and, 1n 11 1.li\7, w d v r have • ita pe aDN 

if th eople nad not been exiled. 

!he aource f \he 1• on 14-a mu. t • loo 

and not in :u.t \ic p1rltual evel ent o pr 

f r in \h f \ t \he Di _ e1. • ion 

t c Jud.al . It w eYol N, 

conaciou.al.7 or unoonaoiouel.7, 1 rea ona• \o eaper \e \1ona.l r enq, 

out of the indoa \ le will t live o the race, • tr --I& the rale 

of the aca\\ere4 boat• of Israel and of gi i di \7 I 1r u1le 

and their Yul \rilnuallona. II wa• a noble compenaa\or7 1deal, a wanan\e4 'b¥ \lie 
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fact '1ia\ Israel s1lpos•••• a religloua ou,look which tar \r scended that of the 

hea\hen. and a mor code ot superior excellence. Israel knew itself to be e, 

people bee u • of \he piritual he ·gh,a to which i \ d t ined in lta religiou.s 

and elhical deTelopment. this achievement • de 1t cont t;uous of the su; er tittona 

an.d idolatries of the world abou\ 1\. Bu.t politically it w • small, acatte..,.ed 4 

d.eteated peoole - a •worm• amo the nation. dean1aed and contemned. rein ab.all 
4 -

-hie prowl but defe ted people, of which only a miser le remnant now r 1ned in 

the waste -~nd ~esolate places of Judea, whtlat ita ho~t• were captivee d exilea ill 

foreign 1.anda now find that indemnity conception ot de tin.r whi ch woul tdc.e Ule 

edge of t,h ir deteat, awee\en the bl\\ernese of exile, a.nd reetor confidence \o \hoae 

utterly ca1t down? Tlle answer •aa soon for\ho<>aling • the cu.p ot comfort to tb.e parched 

lip11 

•z the Lord. ha.Te called thee 1n righ\ oua • and h.a.ve k.ken hold of th¥ 

hand. and kept thee and ae\ thee for covenant oft~ people, tor a licht of the 

nation; to opG \he olin4 eJ••• to bring out the _ riaoners from th dungeon, and 

them t t sit ln darknesa ou.t of the priaon-hou ••• (Is. 42.6-?.) 

Note that \hia ideal of the mis ion 1• no\ a d Id.al,. a a rniaion or a 

suba\itution tor arq other concept heretofore held ha1ic in Jewith tho,. but onlJ 

a au--·plemenl. an a dditl on, an~th•r bul ark for national aecuri\7. It doe• not 

aupplant nat i onalism. It re-enforoea it. It doee not tt look upon the d1apers1on a 

a blessing. It contronta it aa a tr c fact which, howeTer, mu.st not be permittecl 

to endanger the survival of Iara.el. I\ d.oee no\ a swae \hat \u Jew muat remaia 

in exile 1n order \hat Yahweh 11181' become the God of al l the t1ona. 1, doea not 

proclaim that Ier -el ia no longer a ne.tion bu\ only a religioua eomnNA1~, whoM 

eole raiaon d1eln is the conTereton of the Gentilea. It doe• not d1Torce rel16 1oa 

from nationaliam. The prophecies of Second Icaiah rl wi '1J. \1- recurrent retrain 

of Israel•• a:_ roaching rea,or· tion to Palestine. .u4 when \he prophet• speak ot 
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Keator t1on \hey are not think:1 ot ",he coloniaa.tion o ale ,1ne • a philanthropic 

•ffor, deeen of ge eral ~ port" ( Jl. concesaion e t .... le tine even by anti-

Zloa1a, efo b 11), but of the rebuild ot the political life d home of the 

Jewiah nation. 

'1:11 one, therefore, who attemp,1 to exploit the is\oric ission idea of 

Iar .. el aa an a.r ent a int Jewish t · onalism or· gainst the rebuild of al etin• 

or 1n Justifica tion of the Galut 11 gu.11'1 of o s d1atortion of ~ idea which ia 

Tery cl arl7 and nnamhigu.oualy defined. in its original sources. fh• prophets did not 

belieTe that \he, Jtwa ahould 0-oittlmle to live 1n exile, nor tbl:.t.t they ahauld welcome 

the Dispe sion a Q blecs!Dg for the sake of their mission. !he7 did not sq that 

th• J••• ere exiled 1R: or4'£ tho.\ tbeJ !Jligllt become God'• w1tn••••• t o the Genlil •• 

They exhor,ed th• Jew, in exile \o find. 1\re~\h 1n de:te t. Thq sought \o su t 1n 

\h• b7 the thou&b,\ tha' \hough thq bad been driTa into uile their sipifioan~ 

1n the econonJ¥ of the orld. wae not , an end. On \he oontra17. tile7 now bad the 

glorious oppor\un1'1', throuch the example of their .teadf 1tnes1 to Yahweh, and throll&h 

the moral t ne of their llvea, lo acquaint the whol heathen world 1th their ge· t 

ap1r1'tua.l heri -- the true knowledge of God. and the nobility ot 1a worlhip. 

e.tiou. race, land, language • re alvqa Y1 tal and iJldiepensable concept• 

in Je•i•h life, lndi olubly associated of course wi\h religion. It•• ver a 

ca•• of one or ,n o\her. !he7 were all one, or icallf united. There ••r• Ii•• 

when one or the oth r bad \o 1:>e eirea ed. hen Yer one of the•• factors of surviYal 

• s threa ten d, the etrong inalinc, of \he ·eople ralli d to its efenae, Hence 1n 

our history we fiD.d er• of accentuation of one or another ot tb ... ae seT ral concept• 

and er. a of attenuation. But never wa.a fW7 one ot thell abandoned • wit11 the \1 

of th Reform Rabbia f f.i r~ which i1, of course. a very recent awl eeem1ngl.7 a 

rapidly vanialdng phenomenon. 

there 1• a atrikin& a1m11ar1\7 to be aeen be\ween the theore\ic poa1,1oa 
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taken by Paul d that taken by th• extree 1 adera of Reform Juda.lam; and bad the,e 

men be,n aa conaiaten a• Paul. and had \hey tr· 1la t•d th ir loquacity about the 

mi sa1on ot Iar 1 into a re 1 m1se1onary propaganda ae did Paul d hie tollowera, 

the logic of eventa would al■o have braught bout \he secession of their up !Ila 

fa-oaa Jewish life. Yor the7, too, were dena.t1onal1zed Jews. They, too, conceived 

of Israel • •a candle wh1oh lights other, and conaum s itself." fhe7, l oo, tried 

to erect Jew ah lif e upon the slender, aaggin tilt• ot a few theologic abstract 0119. 

Thq, too, felt the Law to be a burden. They focuaed ~eir an\inomite odium on the 

Talmwl and the Shulcban Arueh. 'lhe Bible they apared, for after all tbe Bible••• 

sacred 10 to Christiana .... But tho e law• of the Bible, ainst which Paul inveighed -

c1rcumcie on, Sab • ath ob e .. ·vance and die\ary la•• -- came under their obloqU¥ ao. 

the use of the He r • language 1n plll)lic worahip, t ey maintained. was not onl7 w.mece,aary 

trom a legal po1nt of v1ew but from arq o\her point ot v1n. (Franktor, Conf rence) 

The7, too, believed t~t '1le world • · s on th thre old of great new beginnings, 

bewi\ched by the hope of• aranatha.• To I em, too, as t o the apocal.¥P\1c Ti1ionarie1 

of the 1irat Century, the Kingdo of God ·a• jut around the corner ...• Liaten t o the 

words of Ar\icle 6 of the 1ttaburgh cl ration which echoed si ilar sen,1ment1 amonc 

ae:rormer1 everywhere i " • recognize, in the modern era of uni ver ,· al ~.il tu.re of h ar, 

and intellect, t a proachi of the realisation of Iar el•• great e ■ianic hope 

tor the eat blie ent of tru.'Ul, Justice, and peace among all • •••• The7, too, 

cozr,er,ed the na t lonal Messianic hop• of I er el into a Pauline apocalyp••• A • s1an1c 

hope not bound up with the reetoration of Isr el to ~ lestine is • _ 17 not found ill 

Jewiah relig ous 11 terature anywhere from the ,1.me of the second Iaaiah \o our own 

dq, • cep\, of courae, 1n ,he writing• of th••• Re- ormera and aome of the Helleni tic 

apocal.¥Ptlc writer• who \hroqh ""'llecorJ and o\her deYlcea attemp,ed to univsrealiz• the 

\eachi~• of Jud 1am found in the orah ao as to 1mpres1 the non-Jewi1h world w1 \h ,u 
excelleD07 or the Jewieh fallh, and who conver\ed the Jewith national essiah in\o a 

Niaca.rnat1on of 41Yiu power who ah01114 Jud• men al \he end of dqa.• atioaal 



r a,orat1 n • Yeey h I of • ea C 1 tr ta Yr, ince \io. fo 

suba,1tute for \hi• tlonal d an ti- t onal • urel.7 transce de t . nebuloua 

• 981&DiC •, on t plea of religi nolu\1on, is \o e 11'7 not o 

but of di1t r\ion. It 11 oUl new and ++■a• oov.at.erteit. 

\el.7 \he vi• of '1l• • en did n t pr ail. !hey• re uic.cly llenged. 

!he e• of J wr. recoil d fr ~ • '!he facla of lif e .oon 41aa1p led t tumea 

of their uiYera iaiic ro,Lllld.l,, ..... uag. '.flw7 1ave now b•• c letel7 11 ui te 1n the 

Y -q land ot their tiYlV• The United Sta.tea, becaua• ot it1 p cu.l pol tic l 4 

1oc1al oonf',. ......... - ,1on, tor 1111• ~• •cop to t •• 14- and tbel' were ncei ved 

wl\h oouider let vor ng cer n claa•e• of our peopl, p t1cul 

It 1a idle, of cowae, ,o t ot our le • no lo~r a nation but a 

rel i gi ou, C0111Dll1D1'7, ln the f oe of th f ct lllona of Jew1 are t ad.al' rec i aed 
. 

b7 the l • of Ilona ■ 

milliona raor recognised 

on.al minoritie1 in o d, Lithuania, C1 ch 1lo•alda, 

lltwb tiatino\ natioDal.1'1 1n SoYiet Busaia. wh•r• aa 

region 11 actually ei built d hundred.a of \houaancla in P l tine 

where Jewiah ho land 11 beinc er \ed under the term• of mandate ot t L - ~--

of Ia,1on1 which recognise• not only ,he national exiat nee of \ha Jew· ah peo le 

bu\ 1,. hie\orlo claim ,o a tonal home. It ia n \ o ly idle ,o repea, the 

rel igiou• c on11nmi\¥ ahlbbole\ of \he earl7 ll former, 1n our 

t 1aa,10 and r1d1culoua. 

bul aleo qu1,e 

I, ahoul. be bone in m.lAd, al ao. I t .:.onal.iam 11 1omellm • forced 

on th• Jew, •••n •heA he doea not pai-ticularlf or Ye 1,. In the etrucgle, tor 

eX&IIl)le. •'• n the zmmerou n tionalltl • 1n lu\ern aa4 Cen\r l :zurope, ea.oh 

cl rlag tor ••lf-4et \ion, the J•••• 11n 1n lr ai • '• have \o lake 

•14•• or uclare ••l••• \o be an a llldepuda, natlonalit7. I\ waa a cue of 

accep,ing the oulhrea of Ru\haiana, Cr \iona, Slarak9 an4 of o\h r na\ional1V 



croup• which were far infelor lo \heir own or ot •••ertln& tneir own. o Jewilh 

goup •a• a• compl \el¥ d nat onalised a• were lb• Jewi•h communist• of Ru111a. 

!'ne7 were anti-religioua, anti-Zionl t, an,1-Bebrai1I. !heir aole allegiance wa1 • 

to the prole\arian c ••• And 7el, with the triumph of »olaheY1•, th••• ver, 

Jewi1h COJDIIWli•t• ba'Ye 'been forced 'by the logic of evenla not onl7 to carry Oil a1 

mllllber1 ot a Jn· ah national i ,y in SoYie, Ruaaia but \o undertake \he bu1ldinc of 

a ■eparate J wiah Republic 1n Si eria. 

political realiti a in Je•i•h life lodq, 

Je•• are 0Dl7 a rel1g1ou■ cominmit,. 

• canno\, th refore, in th face of the•• 

intain ~ \heologlc t1ct1on that the 

And what of \he myriad• of our ... eople who are non-religioua or an11-rel1g1ou1, 

who C&D accept neither the lbeology of Juda1• nor it1 oode of relicioua olaaervanoea, 

Orthodox or Retora, and who are 7et very loyal and c,1ve Jewat Ia there no room 

for th• in the houaehold of Israel l h re •dul no\ be, if •• regarded Iarael a• 

a •religioua cnman111l'71 •xl+wt ■■'b excluaivel7. But being a nation, and not a religioua 

comnmn1\7, \here i• room in Israel for all Je••• excep\ for \hose who do no\ wilh \o be 

Jna and wno declare ••• ve no porlion or inheritance in our f there I hOU8_. •.•• 

And the•• are being trag1callT r•i.Dded in some p ,, of tbe world , even \houp 

\hq foraake their 1Dber1tance in \heir father'• houae, they will not find their por\1on 

or inheritance &J\fWhere el•• in the world. ..• 

Should •• not rather re ,· rd 1\ aa -oroY1den\ial \ t 1n thee• da.Y• when formal 

religion 111011.Dg ite nold unon great nl111ber1 of our p•opl• and when \hia lo•• \hrea\aa 

to undermine our exia\ence a• a people, \hat \he national and racial ■en.,1men\ baa 'been 

rekindled araong ~ of our eople ao t t \h•T wiah to r 1n Je•• and to 11Dk up 

\heir dea\ln.y with the deatiq of I1rul 1n 10M it nol 1n all of the sphere, of 1\■ 

orea\iv1 life? 

!he Jnilh p•opl procluoed the Jni■h religion, bu\ people and religion are 

aol a,nony ows t rm,. fbe Jnlah nlicioa 1• a atta ooloal&l and world-reTolu\ioniaiDc 
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concourse of • irit, id • UD.foldi themaelYea in t l f of _ eople of 

r,1cu1ar character \ r n\. h\ \he Jniah r ligion o • not exbaua, the 

tu.11 cont nt o the J wiah p ople. In r lation \o its r lieion, l•r 1 ia bo\h 

1.Jlent cenden\ a.a 11 eYeey e· t artia\ in r 1 tion to \be creation of 

hi• geniua. ~- l •~1 declar d: • If th r had b en no J wa \here would .., b en no 

Torah. and t e J •• did not d.er11' their high•• \e fro osea, but oa•• d riY 4 

hi• high ea\ \e ,,,.....,_ ' Jna. • 

!be J wiah r lig · on 1 th nobl st er " tion of our ople 

git\ to civ111zat · n. It oa8••••• such va , reaervoira f ir 

d our upreme 

l trut.h t \ i\ ha1 

been &ble t suet 1n 1 ir n rat ions n en r t ona t our ople and r t 1a 

their sacr · r c l loyalty der all cir t •• and up n 11 leYela of culture. I\ 

Illus ecame atro at f ctor 1n he surYiYal of our p ople, the enduring tie. 

I\ is doubtful. wu\ ., \he Jew ah people can lo 1un:1Te in the diaepora without 11 -

UDl.esa the o er urv1val factors ar reinforo d t o degree which w111 compen ate uch 

a maJor lo••· Je • aec:u.l cultural 

J wiah upa i T min ri\7 r1gh,a. 

be possible in COWltriea wh re~• 

In auch ccam\rle■ \be J81fiah group mq aurv1Ye 

Ta it divorced fr atro rellgioua 107 Ile. thi i• poa 1ble, lhoup not 

ro ble. But in countrie1 wher inorlty rigbta are not pos 1'ble, where there • •t• 

n actiTe \1- eml\1• which toroea \be J• b upon h elf, the ta of Jewilh 

IIUffiY l will bee 1ncrea.•1ngl.7 difflcul\ aa religion lo••• \■ 1Dfiuenc• ~on Jewa 

and \herew1~ ao it■ poser of na\ional conaen t on. 'l'ho • religioua l era, 

\herefore, •bo are todq te chlng '11• r li ion of I ■r l \o th 1r people, • re no, 

onl7 le di th t.o f t n■ f livln tl'\1\h which can'" \en refnah their 

1Acl1Y1dual 11Y••• bu\ are ao oonaeni \h oat potent torae which ~\ 

the I ha■ shel \erecl d pr "" the Jew1ah people. 

:au, \hey ahould not subetltute p1•• par\ tor the whole - even if 1\ 11 the 

ma,Jor par\. BaYelo lllia, in hi■ 1n\roduclion \o J. K. Hu.Yaucil,IA•• •.1 Rebours•, 



mak•• the 1ntere•\1ng obaerT· tion that th essential distinction beiween the olaesio 

and t • decaden\ in ar, and liter;,."'1.r 1 \o be found 1n th fact that. 1n \he claesi, 

t.he pa.rt• are aul)ord1~t•d to the whole, wherea.a in \he deca.den\. the whole ie 

tubordinated in the paria. •The cla,e1c tri'fes after those virtues which the whole ma:, 

be \ expres11 the la\er ma.nnv "\he dee dent depreciates \he inlportanoe of t1.1e whole 

for the benefit o! it ·"!arts, and 1trina after the vir~• of individualiem." 

Jewiah lif also posa•ssed in iis gr ='' epochs thia cla aic b l ce, end 

the aim of religious leaders ti,da;,r should be to reotore 1 t. ~ tributarie1 flow 

into the h1ator1c cbaxmel of Jewiah life. In r cent y ara aorne zealous and moat.11 

uninformed partisan& h :ve attemp,ed to reduce Judaiam to what 1• a oni, a tr ,,ct1oa 

of itaelf - to race or nat1onal.1am or fol a¥• or tbeolog1c batractiona. Q,u.ite 

unoon■c1oualy they are fala1f¥1"£ .Ju.daiem. ii la mar"JC of decadence in '11e diaapora 

that so ma:A1' of our eople have lo t the &ense of tlie clae ic barmo»_y in Jewieb lif'• 

and are sttsm,x attemptmc to 1u.'batitut• a t for thf} whole. 

It ia the 4otaJ,. program of Jnilh life and des,1»1 which the rel1g1oua leader• 

of our people shoul d stress today - the religi oua and moral v· u.a, the universal 

concepts, tile dat.e of m1 aion, aa •• ~-1 aa the Jewish p•ople itself and a.ll ita 

national a9]11rat1ona. thus ~• streng\h r d aecurit:, ot our life will e retrie'f'e4, 

and whether in Pale tine or in t.he diaapor , ·• ab.all move forward unafraid on the 

road of our de tiq. 
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,o have eacap d t 9 notice of 80 many of hia Refo C llu=cL-C. oft t d • He, 

too,•• oa d to the eator tion idea but e nev rthel • int 1n d th t we 

ere a peopl united t merel.7 by religiaua t1ea but alao b7 raci 1 d ti Dal 

ti• by hiatorical experience• co only aha.red. (See S. Bernfeld 

era.cow, 1 00 . 49, not). 

It 1a u1 te possible that it a aet of pri oipl • had been ad t d b the 

Fr~ tor\ Conference, or by 1 a predece or, tho B awick Conf r ce of l , 

t decl r tion aimil r tot one of th ittaourgh Conference would ve 

b en doptecl. But their ••ry reluctance to • dopt au.ch decl tion of rinciplea 

1• it• lt aignific t. 

!ha hiladelphia Conference of 1869 waa the iret to formul te platfol"lll 

of Refo Judaiam. !hi• decl .a.r tion likewise d ee not cont in the creed ot 

\lonal abJur tion found 1n the ittaburgh 1 t . • theolo ic coa p lit 1am 

ot the fr ra a oft e Phil d lphi con1t1tut1o of form Judaism found ufficient 

peace of Dllnd in eir aYowal t t: •Th esaianic of Iar el ie not \be 

re1tor tion o t e old g wi h t te under t of D vid, involv a 

aeoond aep tion fr t • tions of th th •... e looK on the d etruction of 

\n aecond J wiah coIJDon al\h not a a puniehm nt for the a1Atulne • of Iar el, 

but • r sult of tli d1Yine purpose rneale4 to Abraham, which, • • become 

ever cl the world•• h1a\ol')", oon•i•'• in thi1 diaperaion of 

th J••• to 11 nh, for the r liaati n of th ir high priea,17 

mi eion, tiona to the true owled e d worahip of God.• 

!h 17 R form Bab 1• of Am rica w re certa.inl.7 aH'e er to toJ'Dllll te 

Principle• d eclarationa were their confrerea 1n Ge . !he¥ did no, 

ahr1Dk fr d<>&ma\ic pronOUDC en\1, nor did the old - adac• of r smu• -

omni• defini\io periculoa et - diacour • th m. Th fact t t they had to 
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solution, accord1 ly, l~ in a thorough- oing er die tion of ull ev d nee of 

ep tism. r Jews this ant tot 1 s 11· tion. o t • not excl d. 

For other s 111· tion topt •hort of rel ioua sun-en er ut t • reli ion to 11D 

which they dhere4 had to be purged o"
1 

tionali tic el nta. 

ln the Aufkl erung era who e symbol i• oaee Mend 1 ohn. 

endelssohn • -• of c urae neither a refonn ... r nor an anti- tionali t. He 11a1 a 

humanist who aought to find pl e for the religiou ly o servant J • in the pol ' tic 

and intellect l milieu of ·eatern opean civilization. But under the influence ot 

the r tionaliam d coam olitanism of his day and in hia a erneaa to pers , de the 

German peo le of the J •'• qualificat on, or ci\laenahip, he "neutralized" Judai• 

theologic lly by den_yi its unique and challenging character as a ystem of belief 

and restricted it t o the st tu• of a revealed law r d1n.ne legialation which •a• 1n 
I 

no way i n confiiet with tbe law oft• land. He, furtherm.on. passed over in silence, 

though perhaps not intentionally. the •national• ahaJ" cter of the Jewilh people. 

N tiona.11 • be it reme ered, ••in endelssohn•• dq not a• fully develo ed a concep\ 

and the idea of aep rate tional i tie1 within atate was not quite as repugnant and 

1iniat.er the, b came 1 tr. Nevertheless end•leaohn•• thesis t t theolo 1• 

priv te tter and t t JUdai• is nothl ., ore ti an a revealed code of laws, largel.7 

ceremonial. bl.• reticence touch1n the 1na\1onal• deatiQ" ot Iar el w a aels d upon 

b7 contemporariee as Just1f1c tion for a1m1lat1on. 1, was but one etep re dles1 

of its lo ·ic non-aeguitur, from the position t en by endelaaohn tot t of hi• 

friend and admirer, David :Friedlander, who in '1le •:1-pistle of Sev ral Jewi11h Fath ra 

to Councillor Teller• offered to accept Christianity if cer ln doctrine• 1uah a.a 

the Trini\y • re el i tecl. Dorothea endelsaobn after her conYersion to Chr1at1anlty, 

felt Justified in a i t d been &11Te, w0\11.d not ve bee 

aaddened by her act. Thi• flr•t eneration of • e:nl1gh\ened1 Berlin, Frankf'or, an4 

Y1enne1e J••• were convinced that the1r olitical and aocial ,alY \ion lq 1A 



deorientalis and Germaniain lve,. in UIG,I-~ w-aDvlv•• liq oth r eopl• in 

order to e ccepted ae quals by other eople. course t e:, • e ve. I the 

land of th poll-tax where Je tred •~• b en the o t vul , v _01 nt d 

na tained in all Europe, they p rmi t ted the sel T • to indulge in • shful th nlc:1~. 

'rhey might w been cautioned b, the cool dmonitions • of th ir Christi 

cont mpor 1 • who dviaed t e, • eller deftly dviaed riedl der, not to cont 

Jewiah efforts , •Re11gioua mo rniaation• wit the hope of politic 1 e ualit7. 

Schlei cner, t non-Jew, greed the Jewia roblem f more re 1at1ca.lly 

fun ent 117 than id the G-...... ,.a.~ Jews of his d y. He ned t em t t the 1 ortan\ 

di!f nee betw n them and non-Jewiu world • ot religious but tional. 

It too the G Jewa a century d a half to rec nc1le t ems lvea finall~ to \hie 

,m.riel4 fact . 

The • tional • character of t b came evidPnt within a f w 7 are 

after the French Revolution. In the aiperb exult t1on of t, evolution e rl ts 

of citi~enahip were t d to the Jews of a.nee. Bu.t w n the revolutio tenor 

had ated, a and mu.tter • were aoon rd inat \hem. '-n ti-• itio 

lit.erat.ure made 1ta e anoe. A particularly violent outburat of Jew-hatred made 

itself ife•t 1 the er=~•~ape 1 French province of Al.aace. !be ttltt-..de of 

Ba.poleon wa• th1 but fr endly t the· •· H •" conaideri the rev c tion 

or curtail ent of th ir c1Yil ri ts. Th re motive which rompted e conYocation 

of the a bl.7 of Jewiah not l•• in P is in l 06 - e tore er of the Sanh drin -

was \o oroae-examine the Jew1 of r ce, to discover wh ther thq were one hundred 

percent p triotic and desening of th citisenahip which the ••olution bad beato .. d 

upon th • !be qu ationnaire submitted to the As 17 waa to ferret out aome 

po•aible excuse for the bro tiona of their ri ta. '?Im.a the auth que ti ll 

re da •Do th• J••• who ar natiTea of ranee are tr \ed aa ench citisen1 



-
b7 \he law l on Fr ce aa their t erl fN fourth u tion r a •Do 

the Je•• conai er the Fi ench th ir breth rn or dot •Y look upon • 

fhe sa ly • of cour ed t t • Jews of Fra.nce re ded • ce a 

their 1 t rl , 11 • their ro r • • .. ".""'' .ou y rocl d t eir 

loyalty t o their r • to ef r t all coata. 7.'hey feel 

called on, ••••r, • did e Pitta u.r Con r who • • 

neit.her aolicited. for an opinio • nor • re d- re ed .. ol i tica11¥, to d cl • t t 

the Jews er not n tio • only a rel · iou1 COUIDIUDi,7. or d1d t , e de the 

hope of tional 11-t 0-1 oua G re orm ra !ew 

decadea 1 tr. 

But it w cl a.r fr Y ry f ct t such an • bl.7 had b • conTok d, 

and au.ch question• • eel nationai•m. would fro non • the c tr 1 f c, of 

Jewiah xp ri ce ot o ly in rr ce. but ev ry aa ao n • the J"• let, 

t.heir tto a d r ched out for c Til d pol t c l r ta. .A.a in G r • o 

aleo 1n the wer Jew, whom t th increaai tlonaliat • nt nta 1 

th 1r enTir nt w th corr apo d cb1l tion ot their own, although th re did 

not transpire 7 auch thorougb.going rel1g1oua reform move nt oac ench a• 

amon tie G r Je••• 1ranc• w • Catholic. reli ioualy orthodox. re•• DO 

popular Prote tan\ DlOV ent for the J••• of Fr ce ,o model t 

....... t.79 .. ,-li ..... ..,,.. ... ~lliMlA!lftt.i- \lonali i t,endencie, -~ 

•• Anti-• tiam waa t mre v rulen t and unc rom1 aiAC, r 

tionaliam, fo l lowin t, • of Lib r tion, f more 1nte • 

!he opposition to the politic 1 e cip tion of th Jn• n G • • itter 4 

relentl.ee1 t.hJ'..., .......... ,out the ninet.e n c \-~, cont.inui in\o the tweut.i•lll aa4 

achieYinc c lete Tiet.or, ,mer the sir 1m in our dq. Rie like a 

■1&- t \he po11onecl ao11 of the k •• Jew tre4 ba.1 swept, uint.erru.p\e417 

like peat.11 ntial pla through German life an4 11\er ,~. infeat.in& ma•••• 



and clas••• 1ke, po aonin the he \a d mind1 f liberal• swell • re ct ona.r1 • • 

of po'•• p 1loaopher a, et tet en. 1ator1 •• ai c1 • d chur n. The v n oua 

an\i-Jewiah N 1 propa and.a liter ture of the l •' fift en y • ew ita inapir tion 

pro r d log a ro the "" rolific cb.ool of J ba ti pr cher , pundit, 

pamphleteer, oft Bi rck1 er. an they, in turn, derived their l ding 

fr eir precu.raora in t ~e pot- apol onic era. whose m ntor nd mo l • •\he 

11 r , anti -cleric iloepher Fichte • os at t i tude i au ed up in. 11 

st te nt: "The only w I e e b.r which civll right• c oe conceded t o them i to 

cut oft 11 their e da 1n one n1 t and aet new onQe on th 1r hould ra, which • l 

contain not 1 1 J wieh id . only ans of pr otectin our, l vea i na, 

t i• \ o conquer t heir rmiaed. 1 d d aend th \ re.• The zi c -q "Juda 

Ver re e" i• the ,.u\hentic ech of the "Hep, lep". cry ah uted by renzied mob1 1n 

the atree\ of ~ankfort g a cent~ 'lhe . e 1a unbroken 

lin of i deolo i cally formlll ted, met phyeicall7 ct1oned and t.iatic· ly 

embellil&hed Judeo hobi in O l"'JJlaD¥, centuries old. unaatched a.n;,,rhere else in the 

world. It was in au.ell 111eu. tha t the Je • ot Ge st ed tor ir civil 

and polit1c· 1 rights. If• ther f r e, J wish l d rel iglou.s leader• t t empted to 

throw overo rd 11th r ci· l d t ~onal b Q n • of Isr el 1n the fon hope ot 

calming \hi aea of te, if lhQ' believed t • t they coul exorcise An\1- S m t.iam 

b7 profession■ of p tr1ot11m, and n ge of •<;r •cendo" nat oJlaliam, the,- could 

aolve the Jewieh roblem by corre•ponding •diminuendo,. of , .. 119 tionalitm, 

on c u.nd rt d \ eir roble 

The Rua ian Jewi lh 

the elt- aame ailing t ct1c 

ti•semit1 tl n , 

•a• definit ly -oro-J'ewilh. 

d forgive 1r blindness. 

nteia of the i ti• d eventiee re•or\ed to 

land in which th r w • far l••• 11 tera.J7 

the educ ted cl ae• t s s 1ocie\7 

t1- · ti 1 er t tioA which Hold.he c , ted 
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1D G to pea• the i n\ol r t pirit1 of G tio 11am, i er. for 

•xample, c ted in 1 r r 7 re bef ore tr •ie d eilluai in T ,. . 

fi C d him upon the lon rd r d ch lead• from 11 11 \ion t o u\o- eip t 

~ o\hera the b ' iuda of a1 J. eli Y d t \ in \borough 

Buaaific iion and • th hope of ult tea T tion. !h 7 dvoc te4 

the u •of\ Ru a1 

J.\ o t ey conceded 

the ab donment bo\h of Yidclieh Bebr •• 

1 r l i iou die\inctiTenesa. 

tio 1 re isaance, or the reconstruction of J w ah homel 

both f t s\ic d un elco . It wr too r action -.,:7 

J wiah 

P l attn•• • 

ide to enterta1D tot 

in of enli \e nt when a vor1 breeze fi l l ed their ila d ey f 1, 

\h elvee ei 

•a• too re·ct1 id 

1 harbor of liberty an equality. It 

d too illo ic • l'at history baa logic of her 

own. J. abarp re ct on ae\ 1n ,mer the same Lie tor Csar Alexandr II, and 1A 

1871, t J'••• of Russia. l 4 ~ 11 d bitt rnesa of po o. !he po oa 

of 1871 and r xtenaiTe and brut po roma of l 81 broke the ba of 

a • il ti n in Rua1ia. !be aolution cl 11 did not lie in t formula "Ru aiaa1 

of the Moaaic-Perwa1ioa.• In 1882 the Cheverei Zin appear on the sc ne. In the 

aame y r the conTer\ed inalter pa.b iahea hia •auto--... cip ti n. Ru 11an Jeff7 

••' b t solTi ita robl • thr elf- elp, till' mas1 em1 tion \o 

other lauda, t o the upbuildin of a · Jewiah hom land in Pal atine, \ o 

n tio l concentr tioa and O\lltural rev1Yal, 

politic 1 

r c\ o 

i \1 n 

regime. / 

•tr c\1 n ••t 1D 

c\ion in ef:t'or\ \o br t power ot \he hostile 

1a. Treitachke, Br 

Stock r, Durer, arr, ole, - all th• torefunnera of\ ,1. -

\ol th exactly bow the Ger p opl elt about the J'••• d wq and 

di, 

• 
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German peopl would cl t t when t ur of dee• n r1Y d. Butt r 

J •• con\inue4 1n their inelu.ct le opt t1Ye o4. con id 1&\ • 

at the Ra inical Confer nee of r on, t t: In our d 

a bi nerb ch 

id la o Ju tice 

1 we and 1nat1-d the brotherhood ot men have b en 10 atr then cl t t 

\utione of modern et tea, t they c n•~•r !PY be red. e • wi\a 1 

eYer nearer approach of the eat liahment of the Xin ot G d on th through 

tbe 1tri Yi • ot ._.. ... ind ( uot d r 11 i n' • 11 Th R rm oY ent in Jud iaa, • 

P• 178.) Thia •a• ut\ered in Fr nktor\ in 1846. fort ot 1936 ia ot c •• a 

d d iacour r fut t1on of 11 thi • noc 7Pt1c ro ;.110 in cb 

J wey rsed it elf in tho •• 1be ta.atrophe of 1933 br e t b · of 

aaimil tion in G • wbol r Tiaed loaopb.J ot Jewie 1 tory which 

ia u:pre ••cl 1n the octrine t \••are not nation but r 1 · ioua cOU11W1it7 

baa proYed bankrupt I been 11 ui \eel in t Yer:7 home of 1.t a ori in. 

hile t l of G J ry, with cour • of 

iahed tionally- nded 1 era of t e type of ••• 

He~s , od nhe r, rans p er, olff aoi.., Rup i n, Hant•• Otto ar ur 

tin Buber, t lked to UDhe d ng Gent.11 a about t he unoffendin atatu.a of the 

J••• • o ly another rel ioua 

the G I were re din d 

tholo 1e1 of C berl in, 

r len\le e proce•••• of i stor,. 

.......,._.~ • . In their e 

di• ranchia cl, a r1pt of 

degrad d I few Jew1ah C011111W1iti 

thou1and 7 •· 

pa\holo ic 17 chauT nis \1c ~Cl,4--.._ 

1nn r d outer life 1n the aame w~ 

and in all other re rda " c t-und- Deu\s en• , 

the t nalietic the••• d the Ary rac•

D 1 it ch, Gun th r d o 1enberg and the 

ceM d" tin• the order o \he 7 

\ t Je•• of Ger ~ have b n 

rd-won ina of century d balf, ucl 

eyer en ded 1n th l ,, \wo 

, except \ho• ot t • 1 &D4 

ou.p et the criai1 of\ eir 

their Bu ian brethren a half centuJ-7 
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f ceatur.y b f ore - tro r 1 1. t r COT r'¥ Of 

•of, lr own pe le, tin 1 so. 

J • t 1 t ' 
ive a ro • d t. n "!I f C ' s1 

at cl olitic 1 

ui\e c o 1n O r •• t ir d ' y woul 

r ed a p lit c d f not t lo • of tr ' a• 

ly cult r • ir • 
Ho• confid ntl7 Lu 

desire to o \o \ r w 
. 

r · cti c il \. 

(•1cl) Z1 n is tor mt 

J • Vol . XII, p. 73). 1r 

• re l 

f 1 

a tow t! 

• 
ly f \ 

79 • 01 .. 
of G r •• not 

t \i h •• 

ti~PA) ~!cul1ar1t1•! 

t d 1n 

p cul.1 iti " 

t no\ of n • tr 
I 

d f nd re e a. tn-. 1 which ,. nn r , 1 eir 

p st but • ich v r t 

tore 4 the tr afer 

eld l, i n w 

.. 1 th 

• The7 w re 11 t do t C. t 

1, 11 11 t api h loaoph •• ot 

r l tl • of Jewish e r1ence. 

of J w19h l e • Onl.J' t 

theb of the 
1\ were, 1n t crucible of th • 

co l ot r future. 1ch 

• 1rat Zionist Co 

t of 1ta 10 • re re find 

oee "un. tr otic" 110 ia\a buili ••• 

• ••• 
iah 1 to17. It 

conve 

l f it• · l di\. It 

le 1 • riencea of 

r 1nq, \he hop 

•• 4 o ela e1 11 

giY ory 

n t 

ople, t a\e4 1 

• 
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'1lem1elY • • ~ tol"IIIU.l 

ire 11 t t of 

I 

1ch 

- 1 

d e Y id tor Jewiah co .niti • livi 

cient rai, Greece r • which e r r • 

in 

t onalitiea llowecl th 1 ti l an rt of politic-1 ind pend c• 

would not e\u '11• ai 

uni-cul tur 1 t ional 

tio of Jewish coa.-u~ .... ity liT in clo ely- it, 

t tel ce • G r • or I ly, d a to a • 

Y id tor \h •• countr 

Csech lov ia, r 

•• t ti- 1onal t tel ol&Dd, 

in t d t of p ople •ho•• 
cul "1r n1 T W 

of 4Ju• nt 0 

t nterior t 1\ own,• 

liv in e 1 t of 

to eth r dif fer , r obl 1 

su rior culture. 

Jut t re•· 1' • will \o surviTel ot in l ectiona of le, 

\o • ure, DOr t 11 ti •• , ut cer nl~ IIUf icientl7 1 • • ctio ot ur 

people t 1 t • t • led Ir el t vive th1 . d tall t •• 
\ 11 will to SurT Te, thia sic loy· \y t o t or \e i1tence ~nd t o tb~ 

ubet ti el ents oft r t ot rit •• J ect d the ece t,r t , the 

a de qua te tee mi ue f r 1n v . Thia str te waa die ted ot by batr ct 

speculation or ~olo tic a bu~ y th• lif.,.l er of t r ce, th ind aible 

•111 \ 11••· • n e of ~ tiiq. th 90urce of in ir tion wa alw • 

within. r 1 1 

pr rdial. 

fr the rot hidden \ha ot th r i 1, t e atinct1T•• the 

So reat w ill d a ·re t \ • • eople, t t en 1\ f d ita 1 fe 

beaie d d thr tene4, it threw dil ona1 bul• ka 

■tro .er lla ot deten.e. It did not heait· te \o 

it• 1 r i1ed 

o • u on \alt in \h.e c nturi a 

follow the econd. D atruc\ion, cod of 1c1pl1 •, a u.gi&U1 ... ol--------=~-----~-;---

which ore rigo .. _,...__ 

tile 1n41 Tidual1 '7 t the eopl 

a• whol, neYer relaxed 11• y 

a-q lit diaoiplin , which • fectivel;y aate 

ecurecl it 1n t d1aintacr tion. eople. 

1 •• It nn r whittled down its r quire ,, 

or ita aurTiY progr to ppe • n•1e■ or dAtr tori. It nev r co tenanced a 

ded 



inimal ro \o tiaf7 other•• It lw • 1 1 ted on pro to 

pro\ ct it• own life. 

en the fira\ eat criaia eveloped in Jewiah l followin t \ onal 

ct atrophe in 586, the at l dera ot the eople 1 edi tel7 rushed to the 

defenae of Iar el thr , t. ne4 w· th exti ction. !he prophet.a, who d h retofore 

caalig \ed ir people for eir idol t17 d eir dnee■ d led 

down upon th doom and d atru.ction, now abruptly ~Ul6• th ir in-.ecti•• ■t7le 

and in word• of com.for\, encoa.ra.,; • .wGDI and hop • ek: to heal \he wound• and revi•• 

the broken ap1rita. The ate~, ~ield J ah, who before the tional 

c lamlt7 wr ote ••1\h a e?l of iron, and_with e .oint of diamond• and whoa• 

mou\h ••a sharp sword, now speaks like c c.1.aaionate fa er to his bruised d 

suit r children loYiDgq, tend.erl7. •The o l t tar left of \he eword 

have found e 1n the wilderne , even Iar 1, n I go t o c me him to r st ..• 

Ye&, I ve loved th• w1'11 an ev \in love, t r fore• \h ffection ve I 

drawn thee. &in will I build •• and th u ahalt be built, O Yir in of lsr el. 

in sbal\ \h • orned with t.hT tabret1, and shall o forth in the ce1 of 

them t, IT1'• ••• And \hey ah 11 come ai in th heigh\ of Zion and 

ahall flow unto the oo4ne • of the Lord •... and t 1r • ul 1 • a• a tered 

rden, and \he7 ahall not pine more t 11.• 

Xsekiel, who 1n the tenae, tr ic int rl be\ween 597 4 586, be\ween the 

fira\ t e aecond d por tiona, till c 1 4 don 1mprec tio I u on the sinful 

in Zion d uttered terrible nd fr tic denunc1 tion■ int \h• in \he 

de aper te hope of •en1ng the c • p roach , now. that \he 

blow had f 1 d \he peopl 1 cruahecl, clued hope-beret\, find• nn 

Yoice new •• ne 11119\ 1br• \he upon t • al 1n \hat •1 1 I 

11v .• The people llllat not dieJ B hold I will open 7ao.r aYee and c :uae 7<1fl 

,o coma up out of 7our Yea, O peopl .• .••. Jlai\h &D4 cODfidenoe ma\ • 



rekindled. • hold h re I, and I• 11 e· ch for rq ah ep. and a t 

Aa ..... h9P erd • e\h out hia tloCJC int e d t · the 1a o hia sh ep 

out. 

t • 

aep· ted ao will I SP 

dq ot clouds thick 

tot all p cea ether they ve b en tt red in the 

lme11 • .And I will rin \he out from t p oplea. and 

ther them fr the countries, and •111 ri them into their own land; d I 

will feed them upon the mount ins of Isr el, b the etreama, and in all the 

habit le place• of the cou.ntey. I will feed \hem in a. ood p eture, d upon 

the high oun taina of I•r el shall th 1r fold be; •... I will • e t t which was 

lost, and will brin back that whicb • 1 driven away, and will bind up t t which 

• • broken, and will atre then t • t which waa aickl ..•. 

Ponrtul and exhiliaratin new ot1t1 ri thr n t1e poa~ex111c prophecies 

ot Jeremiah, lselciel, Obadaiah, Joel, Ha 1, Ze , lachi, d of colll"••• 

Deu.tero-Ia 1 . 'In e ie otifa - Fer notl 

" e ~r thou not, Jacob. servant, 1th the Lord, neith r be dis ed. O Israel; 

lor I will ve thee from af d t land of their c ptivit7.• 

(J r.30.10). Th e it e motif: •1 will r atoreJ• •And I will tun youz 

tiona, and from all \he pla.cea whi\her I c pt vl\7, d t er 7ou fr001 all t 

haYe driven you, aa1th the Lor, and I will bring you bac into the pl ce • nee I 

cauae4 7 to be c rie4 awey t1ve.• (Jer. 29.14). Th re ia e motif ot 

•An w covenan,1• The old cov twas broken and d to be 

toned for in blood d t •· An• co enant will now • de, a covenant ot 

everlaati love and pe ee. (Ez k. 37.26, Jr. 31.31). Th r• 1• the ta.rtling nn 

otif: 

no inherited 

and the fe 

"Every man a 11 die for hi• own iniquit71• Th r 1a 

11,. th• exile• ahould throw oft the oppre aive aenae of guil\ 

of retr11>u,1Gn becau1e of the aina of their f th n. (Jer. 31.28-9; 

lz • 18.,; 33.10). Th• gull\ • b en ~id off. ilt(Ia. 40.2) Th re 11 \he motif 



ot •'fhe. \estlng in th furnace of a:ffi1ct1.on. • --xlle and 

w.:f'fer1ng w re intend•cl not \o cru.ah Israel, but to clean••• purify and streng\hen 

him. There is if ot 

s 1th the Lord. who Yeth the sun for a 11~\ b7 ~. and t.he ordtnancea oft 

moon and of th star for al gb.' b night, who stirret.h up the sea., t t the 

•a••• ther eof roar,. . If these ordinances depart fro, e. al th. the Lord, t en the 

eeed of Isr el aleo 11 ceaae trom eing a nation before e forever." (Jer. 31.35-6). 

.. A 11 t, unto ti. 

national• The mi sion idea.J e.re is nothing of the mta ion idea among the rophets 
{l;,v.;<'Y\,AJ,!J -

wh pr ched before \lie xile. It 1, product of post--ex111o tim a and received its 
--••• I -cla sic formulut1on a.t tne hande of the on_ymous author or ~or• of Iaaiah 40-68 

(plua 34-35) who: liTing during the Bab7lo111an p\iTiV e.• •ome ma1nt in or 1a 

the latter half of the P rs1an period a• Torre:, d other• tnl!.intain, preached tz-x 

to a f -fitUlg diaspora of the new ,op ortun1t~ challenge which bas com• to Israel 

becaus of its diaperaion o convert 'Ule whole world to the worahip of the One, True 

God, \hut mald.ng Juda.iem \he firs\ •mia1io r' religion of manki.nd.. 

the re-exile prophe\1. HQsea., .Ainoa, Micah. Zephaniah, Nahum, Haba.k:kuk, and 

the prophet.• of the transition era. Jeremiah and ;Jaekiel. know nothing of a:q hiatoric 

mandate upon ler l to conver\ \he world.. !he idea of miaeion did not ent r tnlo 

Jewish religlou.a thuQgh\ until almost a thousand ,-ear• alter \he Jew, • d aettled 

in Ps.leat1ue and., in all probab111t7, would nev r have de it• appearance if the 

people had not been exiled. 

poaae ion•• • s a. commonl7 

een•• of an · nviola.ble coTe 

t Israel wae a people choaen by God, 'Yahweh•• •special 

\he pre-exilic prophets. 'lhe 

- Yahweh'• covenan\ • th Israel made at the \lme ot 

\he Exodua fromEQP\ - • · .. • do lan\ in their thought at all time■• Thal\hia unique 

a.ncl covenanted relationship tered 111,0 be\ween Israel and Yahweh. \he God of 

Holineae, made Ierael a• lo ae it ci> aenecl \h.11 covenant. of Iarael a hol.7 people 



in the mida, of the aurroulidin idol troua peopl • w • al.ao tr ly felt by 

them. Jut t t these convictions 110 carri d with them the impl a.tion that 

Israel mu.a\ be ?ah eh• 1 meaaen er to conTert the he then world waa not en tert ined 

by them. !he phraae in . 19.6 

•.And ye shall be unt me a kingdom of pri st■ d a holy- tion" - even if•• saume 

tit is pre-exilic • aa,y1 no\hin bout aD7 mia•ion to the entilea. 

deft d spacious ho letice c red euch. a meani into it. The maJe tic 

apoca1.Jptlc Ti■ion found in Ia. 2.2-4 and 'icah 4. 1-4 -- the T1eion 

of Zion a the 91>1 tual center oft e world. and of all n tion■ fiowin to the 

hou.1e of Godot Jaco in order to learn_of His waya of Ju tice an pe· c• ia concededl.7 

of poat-e~ilic ori 11-1. So are all the refer ence• acattered thr the writ s of 

their pil 

hll of the tu ture conver ion of all the people a of the earlh. ot 

Zion and ot Iarael a• the erv t of God who will bring '1111 

conversion bout. 

the 80urce of the isaion Id mu.at ~•~•f~e be looked for 1n th f ct ot the 

Diapers ion and not in any :utom tic 11>iri tual deYelopment of prophetic Judaiam. 1, 

•a• evolYed, consciously or unconacioualy. in r eponse to desp rte n tional 

emergenc7, out of the indomitable will to live of the r ce, a■ 

the morale of the scattered hoste of Israel d of iTing me 

ana ot atre thening 

d dip! tT to their 

exile and their Ta•t tribulation■• It aa a noble compens tor, ideal. warranted b7 

the fact t t Israel ~ po ••• a religiOUI outlook which tar tranacended t of the 

heathen, and moral code of auperior excellence. I ■r el knew 1teelf to bel a\ 

people be :u.1• of the spiritual heigh\a to which it had a\taiud in it• relig10U9 and 

eibic develop ent. Thi• chin ent de 1 t cont tuou.a ot the auperetiliona an4 

idolatries ot th~ world about it. But politica.117 it• s a.mall, acatlered aD4 

dete t•4 people - a •rorm• amo the tion1, de1piaed and cotemned. h ein s 1 
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of the Gentil •• It d I not d1Torce rel1g on from n tio lia Th prophecies 

of S cond le iah ri with the recurrent re r in of Ir el'• ppro chin r tr tion 

t o P stine. " r not, for I w1th \he; thy ae d fr mt 

th w. t. 1 t o then rth: 1 Giv up•. and 

to the south: ' . ri from fr, d !y d ters ro the • 
e d of th r (I . 4 6). And we the _rop ta e of tor· tin \!ey 

re not th1 1 of H\he colon·~ation of 

dese"ii of en r au_ or\" ( conceas 

Ref Rnbbia), ut of t 

nat · o. 

Zion rebuilt 

fol owi the x 1 . d t 

re u1ld1ng o 

wi the hope o conv rti t 

Zion will beoo~e t r 11 1~ e c 

I Jealou 

I ahall r t 

.. r Zion wit 

t o Zio , " 

e t 

1 ati e s a philanthropic fart 

on de t 1 tine even • 
I • ti-Zionist 

the politi l lie d home of the J wish 

a o te th a oft• ro.leta 

d .em • bei in . 

• tio 

i r econc i l ble 

111 come to Zion. 

1th the Lord of hosts: 

I J lou. for r with t furyJ •.. 

will , 1 t of J hold, 

• ve pe _ le fr t" st C nd f r o t. t"" t co mtr d I will ri > \hem 

and e:, ah 11 d 11 in • mids t of ~r rus •• •• {Zech .. ~). 

Centuri s 1 tr, J ah leYi, reint rpr et1 tli• 1 aion I fort J •• 

o! hi d re ( a1n it is 1 bly intertwin d 1th t , t1onal a pi r. t1ona, 

with eople. 1 fresh the teme of Deutero-Isa.iah. 

Israel amo the n t1on is li \h • h t amon t or • of t body, t e moat 

1enaitlve ..nd the mo t important. I r 1 auf ere for th sin• of nankind d through 

Ir el•• peculiar r cial reniua or p\n for rel ion (or prop ecy • Halevi 

prefera it) the tio • of '118 e lb will be exalted. But Iar el 111\l t live if 1\a 

d it t be reatored to ita OWIL 

land, wher alon rophecy c· find 1ta co enial 1011, and it mu t re•ive '11• 

Hebrew 1-~--• ich alon 0 ~ th- ~ • At , ue 44G per"'ec" •\6 um .1or au.ch proph~. The 



•euzar1•, you• 11 r call, cloeea 

Ra bi who converted the Kin o 

but there c e no dou.bt t t 
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tne note of the r turn to P 1 ti • of the 

Chaaare. Halevi 1 em xtre e in hi vie••• 

r • esaenti· a e concerned, he in 

d rect line of thentlc Jew a 

!Gr el. 

tr dition. He voiced t e or conviction• ot 

A1J¥ o e, erofore, who tt ta to expl it tne istoric 1 aion Id a of 

Israel as an gum nt in t Jewiah • tionalism or inst the rebuildi ot 

P le tine or tn Ju t1~1c· tion of the • ut 1 guilty of gro distort on of an idea 

which ia very cl rly and unambiguously defined in i ta l sources. The 

prophet• did not believ • t the J a should contiDue to live in exile, nor t t 

theJ ahould welco e the Dis ersion aa blesain for the sake of their mission. 

The7 did nots t, t the Jew• were exiled 1A 9!:Ml t they mi t hecome God'• 

witnesses t th G tiles. They exhorted t 1n xil to find atren \b 

in def at . Tney sho • t t ) uata.in them by th t ta.ht t ough they d b en 

dr1Ten into exil , t eir s 1 icance in the ec nomy of the world w not a \ an 

end. On th co tr y, the¥ now had the orioua o_ ortunlty, through ~ 

example oft ir st adf tn as i o Yahweh, and through them r tone of their 

lives, to acquai t th whole he then world w th th 1r t an rltual erit • -

the true Knowledbe of ~od, d t • nobility of Hi1 worahi. 

The Jewa, duri t e cbaoti ceuturiee which followed the Destruction, 

e loy d 1v rz mane to preserve t tional 11 e. e · ve aeen how the 

proph ta so t t or ator tne o the oeopl by 1Y \hos• l1Y1 , 1na1de 

d outside 
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of ale \lne an insp riii • of deat1ny. 1'h p le, lvea, 

in xile, once the f irat shoe ••over, r cov re their 

ancient. faith d loy lt1 •• B \he riTera f • bylon t ey Towed et r 1 loy lt7 

to Zio, th ir t l e: •It I tore thee, . Jeru. 1 • ma,,y my ri , band 

for et hr ni 11 The pri ata ela or ted code of ritual d c r ony d 

reli iau.a di cipli e which 1n ractic 1 wa:y w a intended ,o helter\ el re of 

Isr el from the - "the uncleann••• ot t ntil ••• 

keep it • arate and distinct people. In Ju.de ,11e returned exil • under ara 

1 stituted mot dr stic roe••• ot 1 tional pur tin and reconstruction order 

to • Te t e life of the c mmuni'J. In ia se tor the pr aerv tionot th faith 

and the purity of the rac1 l Esra ordain■ t • t t foreign •<n n who the 

J••• had • rried uld • put • , a• well the cnild en om of th , d tha' 

they ahould • •eparate t. mael••• fro t e p ople o land." Bsra dra•• no 

diatinction etween tho e elongi to the peopl I f on d oab, 1n t 

whom ,here exia\ed of old law of perpetual exclusion from the •congre \ion 

of Yahweh• (D. 23-4) and o\lwr eopl • like .~ ... ,..... gyp,, in t wh no au.ch law 

exlatecl. ara did not even \oler t• roaelytiem. for he doea not eat \he 

conv r ion of th ae forei •1••• a• an alt rnat1Ye t their d1Torce. !hi 

attitude• aha.red neither by the rophet1 who preceded Esra nor by • bbia 

of ter ti •• Th• Halacba r cops d ro1elyti and accorded t\111 ata"1■ lo 

t pro el7te, incorpor, unreae • dly into the life of the tion. 

. 17 an cute cri 11, t • r ar ot x,1action, 

ever preaen\ in the tel1UOU9 11:te of \h1■ 111&11 hara ae4 oo .......... -1 \7 which had been 

deliYered oTer Mto th aword, ,o c \ln\7, to apoili and ,o oontuaion off ce• 

could ve c le4 tonh such harah and extr e ct1. !he uatlon wi\hdr .. aa 1\ 

we •• to its a l t ci del, for t nal tand Clo6C-•t the f ore•• which thre tene4 

t.o oYerwhel 1\. Iara d lehemiah did not •nationalise• the God-concep\ of IarQel 
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in the aen • of loc lia1 it. They di not turn b e nd • of t cl o in 

the reli ioua evoluti n f Iar el - a• 1ome Bibl cal er tics i ine. Y weh 

ia ,111 the 1d Univer l Lord: • Thou e t, e Lord. even Thou lone. Thou. 

h a, • de h • ven. t he h a ven of ens. with all their host, arth and 1 

thi a tha~?her eon (Neh. 9 . 6) ••• But the hour now dCWc:11,AA'da anoth r ~mp a; The 

i edi te for the Judean co 

Hence the unuaually atro 

a re r Jected b c :uae 

not of th r ce a Iar el. 

Isr el - f or tne abanclo 

lty ia not aavin the world but s vin its lf. 

tion d 1 guage. '?he r i • 

rofeaaed the aame f 1th they were nev rthelesa 

sp ech waa rightly interpreted b him 

a1 a si to aa 111 tin: •In tho e d,qa l aaw I the Jewa t nat had married 

women of Aahdod. of 0 • f o b and their cbildr• apoke halt in the 

apeech of shdod. and could not epe&K in th~ Jew 

language of each people. uarr eled with th • and euraed them and note 

certain of · t em• ...• 

lation, r ac • land, lan • were alwqs vit 1 nd indi ·pena hle concept• 

in J wish 11fe, india,olubly a ooi ted of courae with religion. It w a never 

c • ot one or the other. They w re 11 on , or ically united. !here were 

time• when one or the o\h r bad t o be tr aed. ihenev r one of these f ctora 

of surv val • • thr• tened, t he tro natinct of t • eople r all1 d to 1ta 

defense. Hence in our h story w fin era• or accent ti 1n of one or another 

ot \heae 1everal concept• d era■ of ttenua\ion. Jut neve. •a• aD¥ on ot \hem 

abandone4 - Wl\11 the time of the Reform Rabbia of erman,- wh1ch 1a, of cour••• 

a very recent d 1 •1.n&l.7 a rapid.17 vaniahi phenomenon. 

T • aound, ~ractical ••n•• t Iar el and 1ta exp rience through m&.D¥ 

centur1•• of tial or tot 

dopatic or tic ooucemiDc of the•• ooncep,1 exoep,, of course, 1A tu 
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entirely divorced fro n ti , r c, 

Jewish law, t t fi lly pl c d t e 

Aa me ianic m ve ent, • s. 

1 • d fro t di c nl n of 

ide 1e ph r of Jewiah li •• 

t millenial exp ctationa oft· t 

preac 11 the dve t oft e Kin dom o Gd, ad c llin n tor pet c d moral 

purific tion in or er to scape t d be orth.f of dm • on in \o 

the 1 dom, th e si 1am of Jesue m t well have found pl ce, • for time 

• 

it actuall did f1 

apo taay n it. The 

pl •• amon s ctiona of J wry who d tee\ d neith ,r erea1 nor 

ly Judaeo-Chri tiana n Fal. tine were J •• ·n all re rds. 

:But Paul, a roduct of e cul tu.rally dilut d Hll ni tic d ora. nt rt i ed 

vie•• which centurie• lat.er . form bi• in ~ r d in AJ. er ica c e to entert in. 

These • of oelon ng to a J wiah n ti d t e de ire to r serYe tl at ation 

nd to re-est lish th Ki d of Ir 1 waa 41.Y pr• nt with 1. Rae d no 

ai 1f1c ce. •All th tiona of th rth 

Race 1a in aulin . eolo - t hosed into 1 aociety of believer ••• 

•For t ey n t 11 Ir el, which e of Ir 1, er b caua y r the seed 

of Abraham, are they all children ••.. Thq which r t c ildren of th fleah , 

these ar not the children o God; butt• children of the r ise are counted for 

the aee4. (Rom. 9.6). Unl1 tthew, :ul is ot nt rest,ed in t, bl shin the 

DaY14ic enealo ic deac nt of Jeaua. (I' 1. 1.4). J •' Jewish ori ia ie of 

no particular m n\ to h m. ile J u direct d hie eaaage - th r~.....,,~ 

Jewi1 mea ianic - ap cif c ly t •the lot sheep of tn h use o Ir el" -

and was not artic:ul rly inter at din proselytism. aul c lled h1 self the Mapo tl" 

to the Gentil ••" d h. chief cone rn w· s to c r th osp 1 of• Y t ion to the 

non-J ••• Peter, he d clared, w • intrusted with t, e ood n •• for the J•••• 

he fort heathen. . 2. 7). the ateri idea of Paul •a• that, 1n • mu.ch 

• e illeni waa fat pro c ing • en the purgin and wi o 1 o 
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dietary l ••• thia pur faith • een obacur d. ve11 4 v n to Iar el (II Cor. 3.15) 

and made di f cult of ace ... tance by no -Jewa. The c mi of the • ai in the 

person ot Je8'\la put end tot reign of thia Law. N conv ra1on to the true 

faith ia acce ible to every rely thr faith - f 1th in the On. Univer al 

Lord and 1n the tonin power of the dea ot J sua. Thia 1 tter ide 1a e ential 
' 

to the doctrine ot Paul. The a in of dam bro t de t I it a puni ahn n t upon 11 the 

gener tiona of men (ct. D.R. 9.4 

This a1n bad to e atoned tor by a ancrif ci l death - for o ly such a sacrifice 

could be proper tonement tor ch a sin• before men could obtain t ope ot 

et rnal life. The crucifixion ot Jesus was th t sacrifice. All n would have 

had t o die at the nro ch of the Ed of~. c uae 11 men are a nera. Bu\ 

Jeaua av d them f rom dea\h b ana of hfs o d \h. In hia death all who 

believe in im die •tigurativel to th ir old 

life. They c e redeem d to e threehhold of 

d re reborn into then w 

re dles1 of r ce or nation. who eschewed idolatry and ccepted the orifice of 

Je1U1, dyi for all men, will 1 wal 1n the newness of life" d will inheri\ 

) . 

et rnal lif e. It 1a not the observance oft e •• of the 1orah which beatowa life 

et1-> nal, i.e .• admi sion into th in dom of God• 1ch ia fast aporoach1ng. I or\al 

lif e comea throu&}l accepting tea blood• cri ice of J • In Me1aianio t • 
the Law ia not needed. (cf. ). 

But what w • the purpose of Yin the Law by God to I r 1. and w , ia the 

aignificance oft e lection of Israel - a doctrine which Pal accep\1 (Rom. 11.29). ID 

Paul 1 • reply- one f inda the clue to the re aon wey the J wiah people ha final.17 \o 

reJec\ him and h1• religioua t 1 . The giTi of the Law1 of the Torah \o 

\he J••• carried •i* 1\ the poaaib111t7 and the o portunit7 ot tr a e.c-11:ng \hem. 

It ia the Law t t ivea ain ita p er. I Cor. 15.56). ere there 11 no law 

there 1• no ab a inat the law. •sin 11 not impu\ecl where \here ia no law.• (Rom. 6.13) 



Thu1 the La•• of the Tor • r e ordained 

mi t multipl7, 10 t t there would be eater need for the grace f God which 

came thro the a\on nt aacr1. 1ce f J us. fh disobedience of the J • • •a• 

th efore th Gentile•• opportunity to a ill s l vation. A.a f the Paul'• 

new mes age of lad t i ding• ia concerned. t he Jewa are treated a■ enemi • of 

God. (R • 11.28) Ju\ becauae \hey had been chosen y God and e elov d by Him 

for t heir f a th ra• •••the• , loo, wil l be saved from sin through the ce ot God 

ult tel7, af ter 11 the e then ~• been redeemed. 'l'hus Iar el. in the da of thia 

fervid, JD¥&ti 1 theolo 1 , 11 no lon r a nation but t neologic p wn. Then tional 

character of e Jewish eas1an1c i d al 11 1 ored, • it was ignored centurie1 l ter 

b7 :form Babbie. It ia disaolYed in a univer l 'aal.v tionism, quite like the 

denationalized •M saianic Age• ot lhe Ref m Ra 11. re is, however, one exc \ion: 

1th aul !ll tione vaniab into the iri ano ity of Kin en Co • 

the Reform Babbia, only the Jewi■h nation. Th ir theology took z alou.a toll ot 

Jewish !1atiennl1 but topt shorl at Ge . .A.uatrian, Fr!9nch r er ic· tionaliam. 

ith Paul the a old hope ot th in ther1 ot the disper sion d th deliTeranoe 

ot Israel f rom they-~ of Rome giYe1 • to an apo lyptic conTeraioniem i n whi ch 

Iara.el ie only incid ntall aignificant because in olden da¥• God d announced 1A 

advance the d newa to Abraham in the words& -All the h thane will be leaaed 

through yau.• and thrOD&h the Je•• '111 ■ lea1ing re ched t e h aten. ( 1. 3. 8 ff). Thi• 

ia the ■ole role scribed by P ul t o Isr· el in t e con • of world-salv tion. 1th 

tl18 nationalism prophet■ of Isr 1 a reborn and politicall r habili t ted ople 

•uxalmbxewwee■1c 1tro and secure 1n it1 own land waa ao to b come 11 t 

unto the world. fh nationa of th th woul d flow unt~/;'de ed •tor <111\ of 

Zion would go forth the Torah.• 1th P ul., orah •a• form of alaver7, and Zion 

ha4 no significance a• th• pi tal of tion but onl.7 aa th• locale of a Temple of 

whoa• ritual u - 1c oel)r apprOYed. o won er t t 1a n w ro of proa 1¥\1• 



wh ch demanded the• crifice of ao • of the ea enti 1 eurv v -v uea ot Iar el. 

t ~1th au orn resistance not one fro J •• who d n t cc t d J • the 

Me iah but even fr th early Judaeo-Chr1•t1ana. In cl• 1c Judaia there were 

al•&¥• two el nta, ne universal. i.e .• pure reli ion intend d or l n. the 

other local, 1.e., the law■ of the Hebr w pl ty, int nded fr J •• only. :ul, the 

Roman citizen d t • product of the d1terranean cultural melti pt,, cc t d 

the first. The second he re ded pri cipally a 1t'Wnbl lo in the ,8¥ of 

the first. herefore, noth1n but th faith mattered. The Jewish tion, land. 

language and law were of small consequ nee, p ticularly in view oft e roachiD£ 

milleni l denoument. But not all th 17 follow ra ot J sua flt • he did. 

A bitter atru le raged within the ar y churcn a. 1.n t thee te chin• of ul. 

The Pal stinian Judaeo-Chri ither ti- tio 11 •• 

'fhq were lad \o welcome c nverta t their only • 

pro elytea w owe e willing to ccept not o y th rinciple of the Unity ot Go d 

the but so the entire di cipline of the • 

inclu iv of the Abrcr.uc1,1.Mitic rites. Sau th Holy D obe rv ce and e dietary 

lawa. 

Paul'• vie•• prev led in the 

re ded fro Jewiah lif e and b c 

the nati nal uprial • 

ew sect. Aa r aul t th• aec t t dil7 

at first non-Je• h th n aa\1-Jewiah. ID 

in 70 d 136 the Judaeo-Chri tiana retuee4 

to particip te. Their loyal \o ide, not to eople. 

!here 1a atrikin i 1 ity to be a en bet•• the theoretic poaition 

t en by :ul an that taken b· t e extr • l der a of Reform· Judaim; and t ••e 

en b en aa con iat nt • Pual, and had \hey tranal ted th i r loquaci \f bout the 

mis1ion of Iar 1 into a na1 miaaionary propaganda aa did Paul and his followers, 

the lo ic of ev n\a woul. ao v. br ..... ~--t about \he aecese1on of their oup 

fro Jewiah 11 e. Jor thq. too, were d tionalisecl Jen. !ba7, \oo. conce1ftel 
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of Iar el at Mac dle which light• oth ra and con 

tried to erect Jewiah 11 e u_ on the lender. • 1 

e taelf . 11 e7, t o. 

tilt• of few eol 1c 

atractione. The7, to, felt the Law to e 

n i t odi on the almud and the .nulc 

urd . Th y t ocuaed t r t 1-

ruch. The :Bi le the1 sp ed, for 

tter all the Bible w ••er d lao to Chr eti ... But \ho1e la•• of the Bi le, 

1n1t hich Paul inveighed - circumciaion, Sabbath ob1er'fance and di t 

1 we - cam under t ir obloqcy •o. T u•• of the Hebrew l e in public 

worship t y intained waa not onl7 unnec saa.ry fro a le 1 J1aim point ot view 

bu\ fr m other point of vie•. ( •rankfort Con r nee) :And while Jewiah bis 

were \hue p tic 11.y c aigning \he Hebrew 1-~-- of :Br el •• 

a Chri tian, roae to it• def n •• urg d ite Jew1 aa 

of the prqer• d a• . bond ot univ, 

longer understand Ule .langua 

but rather in t ach it more energ tic 117 than They, t~o, believed 

that the world •a• on t e threahhold of r t, new b innings, oewitched by tae 

hope of • t .• To th m, to, a tote pac yptic vis onari • ot \he 

irs\ Cent , t e K n d m of God w a Just ound t e corner._ .. Lia ten t, the 

word1 ot rticle 5 of tne Pittab gh Declaratio which echoed 1imil • ntiment1 

amo Ref or era ever1"Where: " e recognise, 1n t e modern era t unive al cul tun 

ot heart d intell ct, the a ~r cni 7 of the re 1sa,1on of I1r •l'• 

• aianic hope for the eat hliahm nt of tru~. Juatice, w-1d p ·c• ong all en• ...• 
().-

~he7, too, converted the national esaianic hope of I rael into Pauline pocalyp••• 

A e11ianic h e n \ onnd vp wi tn the re•torati n of I1rael to ale tine 11 llmpl7 

not fOWld in Jewiah religious literature &Jl¥Wb re fro the time of the Second 

Ia&1ah \o our own dq, except, of courae, 1n the wri\in of \he• Reformer• aD4 

eome ot the Helleniatio poc 1 tic writer• who t -m•~" le o-q and other deYioe1 

attempted to univeraalise the te chin• of Juda1m found in the or , ao a• to 
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Y riti • ot Iar el, forte resen· tion and ropa tion of which he • 

cho••n by the d of hi•tory.• (p.6). 

But • i• the cone t ot •r c • m re Xal ted than II ti nttt should 

rac l t t 11 commit one irreyoc bly to reli ious belief• which 

Ito• not of th race beco a Jew by cc p\i Judaism,•~ c ot one 

Mextri te• hL~self fr Juda ism oy reJecti it? Id \ifying Judai with r ce 

ia mm ao more lo c 1, and in on d , far less delect hle t an identifying 

1t with •nation.• 

Dr. Cyrus cller, other Weolo ian, thau&h not of the co erT t1Te wing, 

ia quite as vi oroua i den_yi that \he Jew1 r r ce. In hi• recent ddresa 

before the Seminary National Council, he declareds •somet1mea p•ople aq tha\ 

\hq a.re J••• b7 race and 1ome\imea t t th~" are ln• by nationali \y. Bo p opl• 

1• w.ttering todq ■or• from ·thl■ r ce or tio theory the Jn sh people, 

and \o \h .. xtent t t the • doctrine1 ve b we ve given a 

weapon into \he hands four enemiea •... The Ge State doea·not close •~ogs, 

it doe• not forb id religious teachi s. T tat• outlaw• the Jew on th race 

\heory.... then llhould •• 11 into this tr p1 b¥ ebould •• declare our el••• 

a r ce or kul tur? •.. • Let ua t into our mind• definitely once for all t \ 

even b f ore t 

nation in Pal ,1 , •• ec 

are nothlllc". 

the le, ve before t deatruction of our 

d )e.a\ •• are or•• 

Dr. Adler lao la ora under the fond illusion wnich •• dia :u. aed before --

that if our en i a would onl,y r lise t •• are rel1 ious coIIIIIW11\7 and not 

a race or ;nat1onal1'¥, thq would au\omatically ceaae ,o bate us. But th1• 

highly adJual le dipl tic ph11oaopq of Jewiah hiator, d ce1Te• no one. Inst.ea4 

ot cent ring the a\\ack upon the whol fl•• race theo17 of th t te which in 

Ger bad i\a r1g1a int He elian thea1■ t the St Hau\ be a natioDal 
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~ "1leolo c !icti n that, e J •• are ly a r li ioua c auni\y. 

At1.d • t of \he IQ'ria.de ot our eopl who ar non-religioua or ti-r 1 igio,a. 

who c· accept neither the theolo of Jud ism nor it1 code of r 1 · ioua obaervancea 

Ortil.odox or Re orm d who o.re 1 \ very 1 1al and ~ctive Jewa·t I \h ! e n room 

for them 1n e h sehold of Iar el 1 Th .re would not b , if •• r r ded Isr· 1 

aa111 religioua co--v• exclua1vel7. Jtut being nation, d n t reli ioua 

c..,...,..n ...... 117. t.h re is room in I r 1 for i:}J. Jews. except tor tho • w do not wiah 

to • Jew• d h declare 

,. • . Ye no portion or 1nher1 t ce in our f • er • hou •• ~ .•• d the• re •in& 

tr -ic 11.y reminded in eo e p· t, of the orld 

1Dher1tanc• in th Jir fa ther's houae t ey will not find their or\ion or 1nh rit ce 

~h•r• el e iA the world •••• 

Should YJe not rather re lU'd it. • provld n\1 t · tin these da.1• • n formal 

religion is l~s 1ta hold upon eat number• of our peopl and hen thi lose 

\hrett.tene ,o un ermine our existence aa a people, that the t onal and r ial 

een, en t a b ) n. re ind.led ot our eople ao that the:, wiah to remain 

J••• and to link up their dee,111¥ w1 th the sti of Israel 1n some if not in 

all of the spherea ot ite er tive life7 

The Je•1ah poepl produced the J wilh religion, but eople and reli ,1on 

.. :e not on,JI.OUI term1. '?he Jewi rel • Oil 11 colloa and world•rev luti n-

isiug co course ot piritual d I un oldinb th ael•e• in the life of a people 

of a p· ticular character and t r en,. but~ Jewiah reli ion do I not 

exnaual \ne f'u.ll con,en\ of \he Jewieh people. In relation to it• religion, 

I r ~•l 1a o i in.en\ and tr acenden\ aa ie nery 

\o the er ation of hia gealu1. 

\ i \ in rel tion 

d clarecl 

Judah HaleYi. • If th re had beo no Jews th re • uld ve b en 110 Torah, nd the 

Jew, did not der1Ye their high eat te from osea but 01•• der1Yed hi• higb. e \ te 



-
fr Jewa { 11 .. 56) .. 

J The Jewiah religion ia e noble•\ er t n f our eople and our s rem• 

11, to c viliz ti n. It po ea■ea such Y. at reservoir• of spirl l tru tit 

• been let su t a1n and inspire gener tiona upon n ration, of our p ople 

d rt 1 t ir sacr ·fic l 107 l\7 und r 1 oircum ea and upon all level• 

of culture. It thus be t e tro t factor 1n t urviv l of our people, 

• the endur1 tie. It 1 doubtful whe er the 

Jewi ah eopl c· n lon .. ~ urvi ve in th d ora w1 thout it - unl.e • the other 

aurT1v factors are reinforced t en • te such a maJor 

lo••• J wish a cul cultural autonom.v be . o aible in countries ere the 

Jnis oupa achieve minorily rlc}lt1. In such muta countr1•• t Jew1a roup 

•WT1Te even it d1Yorce4 t •tron reli ioua lo7altiea. Thi• 1• po aible, 

\h not pro ~le. Bu\ in U1e• wher e 1 y right■ a• not poa■ible, 

wher there exia\e n act v \1-a ltia, • i t orcea the Jew b uoon hi elf, 

the t of J wiah aurYivil wil l b come . ere ai y difficult a 1 religion loaea 

ita intluence unon Jewa and erew~ 1 also it■ pow r of tional conaervation. 

oae rel i 1au.s l dera. the., , • o re, toda¥, teaching the r l igion of . 

Iar l , t ir people r e _, only 1 i t em t fount 1n• ot 11• truth 

which •• eten "! eah the i r individual liv •• ut e lao conaerving 

\he mo \ po\e t for n.1ch, t.nroughout t • a, ~ • aheltered and pre .. ne4 

th Jewi eopl . 

But 

maJ r P ,. 

lhould not sub \itute a par, for t • whole - ev n if 1\ 11 the 

velock 111a, 1D hie intro tint J .• Huy '• A Reboura• 

Ulitoll~• e int r a\in obaerv t1o sen\ial d1a\inction et• en the 

cl• 1c d • dee de, 1n rt d ltte tu.re ia be found \ • ct t ' 

1n » C ■ the cla 1c \be p \a u • aubordi \ 4 to the whol , whereaa in 



J 

J 

-
\lie 4ec d n\, the whole ia BUbordi ted in th \a. •ih cl aaic atrive1 
at\er ~ose Ylrtuea which t whole beat expre a; th 1 t anner (tha 
decadent depreci \eat impon c• of th whole for b netit of 1t1 p ts, 
and atriYe• fter t e v r"1e t 1 dividuali .• 

Jewish life lso po •••••cl in ita gr t epocha ,h1a claas1c b a.nee, and 
th aim of r l iou 1 dera to ahould b t o restore it. tri ut i a 
fiow into t e historic chann l of Jewi~ 11 e. In r c nt y • aoo 
and oatly uninfo ed ar\is • ve a-..~ted to reduc Judaism t o t • e only 
a fr cti n of i tself -- tor ce or JDl'ii••ia nationali1m r folkway■ or theolo ic 
ab r acti ne. it uncon■cioual th y re f a !yi Judaiam. It is a k 
of d c e di apora t ....... ~.- of ur p opl v lost t e aen•• 
oft• claea1c rmoQT in Jew1ah life d ar t 
fort whole. 

It ia t • \ota.l _ro of J wi8h life 

t o aub titute a p t 

d atin which th r ligioua 
lea.dera ot ur p epl a ould streaa d - t rel oua d m r •. t. 
univ " • l concapta, th ~~WIQte ot miaaion, wel l t • Jewish ople its lf 
and all ita nat onal aap ir tiona. Thua t tre th nd a c ..ri,y ot our li e ill 
be retr1 Y 4, 1 whet:n.r in P 1 ti or in Ule di apora, we 1 l move :forward 
unafraid on e rod tour atiiv. 
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I RAEL 

ABB HILLEL ILVER 

I shall de ote my elf principally to a di u ion of para raph 5 of 
the Declarati n of Principl ad pt d b the Pitt bur h Rabbinical 

onference in 1885 which r ad as follow : \Ve r co niz , in th 
modern era of universal culture of heart and intellect the approach
ing of the realization of Israel reat :Me ianic h pe for th e tab
lishment of the kingdom of truth,, ju tic - and peace am n all m n. 
We consider ours Ives no longer a nation, but a religfou community 
and therefore expect neith r a r -turn to 1 ale tine, nor a acrificial 
wor hip under the sons of Aaron, nor the restoration of any of the 
laws concerning the Jewish state." 

Thi declaration is noteworthy in tbat it wa the fir t f it kind 
ever made by an a embly of Jewi h religiou 1 aders lay or cl ric. 

o similarly con tituted onf r nc anywh r in th wh le hi tory f 
Israel up to that time d dar d cat ori ally: ' W on id r our
selves no lon er a nation but a religi u c mmunity." Individual 
Reform Rabbis, like Gei er and Holdh im and many th r did of 
course, prior to 1885, proclaim thi the i time and a ain. But it i 
significant that even the Frankfort onf rence of 1845 which wa 
dominat d by th xtr m 1 ft wing f th G rman R f rm mov -
ment contented it lf with a re olution th t: ' Th l\Ie ianic id a 
hould rec i e prominent m ntion in th pra r , but all p titi n 

for our return to the ]and of our fath r , and for th re torati n 
of a Jewi h state hould be eliminated from the prayers." 

It i of cour e, n thing to ay that it i d irable, f r one reason 
or anoth r, for the J ewi h p opl to r main where th y ar and n t 
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to strive after national restoration in Palestine; Galut nationali ts 
of the Dubnow chool the proletarian Yiddi hists of Soviet Russia 
and many others be ides anti-Zioni t Reform Rabbi would subscribe 
to uch a doctrine. It is quite another thing to announce that: «\Ve 
con ider our elve no longer a nation but a religious community. ' 

Rabbi \Y ch ler, for example, clearly gra ped thi difference which 
eem to have escaped the notice of so many of his Reform colleagues 

of that da). He t o \i .J oppo d to the Restoration idea but he 
nev rthele maintained that we were a people united not merely 
by reli :ou tie but al o by racial and national ties and by historical 

'.:periencc c mm nly hared. ( ~e . Bernfeld - 011 !)1i1 nn~u, 
n,n,;i 11'~ racow, 1900 p. 49 note.) 

It is quit po ible that if a et of principles had been adopted by 
the Frankf rt onference r by it predece or the Brunswick Con
ference of 1844, a declaration imilar to the one of the Pitt burgh 

onferenc would have been adopted. But their very reluctance to 
ad pt uch a declarati n f principles is it elf significant. 

The Philadelphia onference of 1869 wa the fir t to formulate a 
platform f R form Judai m. This declaration likewise doe not 
contain th creed of nati nal abjuration found in the Pitt burgh 
platform. The th olo ic co m politani m of the framer of the 
Philad lphia on~titution of Reform Judai m found sufficient peace 
f mind in the avowal that : The :Mes ianic aim of Israel is not 

th re toration of the old Jewi h tate under a descendant of David 
involvin° a econd e1 aration from the n tion f the earth .... 
\\ look upon the de truction of the econd Jewi h commonwealth 
not a a puni hment for th infuln of I rael, but as a result of 
th divine purp e revealed to Abraham, which, a ha become ever 
clearer in th cour e of the world hi tory, con ists in the dispersion 
of the J w t all part of the earth f r the realization of their high 
pri tly mi ion t 1 ad the nati n t the true kn \! led0 e and wor-
hip of God. 

The earl Ref rm Rabbi of America were certainly more eager 
to f rmulat Principl and D clarations than were their confreres in 
G rmany. They did not brink from dogmatic pronouncements, nor 
did the old ada e of Era mu - omni defmitio periculo a est- discour
age them. The fact that they had to reckon with far fewer re traints 
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in th N w ,v orld traditi nal r in tituti nal and , ith an in hoat 
Jewi h communit and a minimum f l al J \\ i'l1 hi t ry undoubt
dly a wina to their paciou and ar -fr th ol i d l o iti n . 

\Yhat impr e on , how v r i th fa t that it wa in th Unit d 
tat f all c untrie u h a d larati n n th ubj t f 

Je, i h nationali m a in th Pitt bur h platf rm , a mad . 
On cannot ace unt for it xc pt on the ba i of i b ina an im1 orta-
tion, an exotic plant brought to th hor • by immigrant Rabbi 
from German and tran plant d here with ut any I arti ular r f r n 
to oil or climat . F r th r , a nothincr in th Am ri an J wi h 
cene in th i0 hti ~ that mad u h a d larati n urrr nt r ignifi

cant. Ther wa no I olitical I r ur from without no n , d t 
placate r aniz d anti- emitic fore n n ity t purcha polit-
ical qualit throu 0 h an publi r nun iati n of arli r \ ay of lif 
and thou ht. ... r wa th r \ i ibl an tr ng nati nali t m v m nt 
among he Am rican J w of tho day . On an readil und r-
tand th I liti al moti b hind uch formal urr nd r of J wi h 

nati nali m mad by some J ws who liv d in G rman during th 
p ri d f trua I for mancipati n and qua it in th nin t nth 
centur , and by ome group of Jew in Ru ia in th eag r h I fu1 
y ar of the arly r ian of Al xander II. But wh in Am ri a? 

The Reform mov m nt in G rmany did not ,riginat in any great 
outp urin f pirit, or in any outbur t of religiou f r r or re
vivali m. H nc , while producinnr a vi orou polemic and VViss n
schaf t lit ratur it produc d n gr at th logic or m ti lit rature. 
It wa part of a compr h n iv purpo t adju t J wi h Iii prag
maticallv to it n w nvironment. It , a a n iou xpedi nt, not 
t rein tate proph tic univ r ali m in J wi h r li 0fou thotwht- th t 
wa rationalizati n- but to gain for th J w full right f itiz n hip 
by pr ducing the prop r ff ct upon th civil authoriti . It wa 
a um d alb it rr n u ly hat J wi h I arati ·m, manif t <l in 

f lkway ritu I and ni and in th 1I iani 
tali n f a r turn t Pal ' tin , a r p n ibl for th non-

u picion and h tilit and f r th ir r luctan to on ed to 
J w full p Jitical qualit . Th a cu ati n of th rud r and 1 

phi ti ated anti- mit of that da lent er d n to that a um1 -
ti n. Th luti n ac rdin 1 la in a th r ugh-a ino- radicati n 



oi all e idences oi separati m. For some Jews this meant total 
a similation, apo ta y not excluded. For others assimilation stopped 
hort of religious urrender but reli ion purged of all nationalistic 

element . 
The pro e s began in the Aujklaerung era whose symbol is :Moses 

)iendel ohn. l\Iendel sohn wa , of cour e, neither a reformer nor an 
anti-nati nali t. He wa a humanist who sought to find a place for 
the religiou ly ob ervant Jew in the political and intellectual milieu 
of \Y tern Europ an civilization. But under the influence of the 
rationali m and co m politani m of his day and in his eagerness to 
per uade the German people of the Jew qualifications for citizenship, 
h ''neutralized J udai m theologically by denying its unique and 
challengina character a a system of beliefs and restricted it to the 
tatu f a re ealed law or divine legislation which was in no way 

in conflict ~ ith the law of the land. He furthermore, passed over 
in ilence, though perhaps not intentionally, the national character 
of the J wi h people. Nationalism be it remembered, was in 
:Mendel ohn • day not a fully developed concept and the idea of 
eparate nationalities within a state wa not quite as repugnant and 
ini t r a it became later. Ne ertheless fondelssohn s thesis 

that theology is a private matter and that Judaism is nothing more 
than a revealed code of law , largely ceremonial, and his reticence 
touchin the national destiny of Israel was seized upon by contempo
rarie as ju tification for a similation. It was but one step, reaardless 
of it l 0 ical non-s quitur, from the position taken by l\lendels ohn 
to that of hi friend and admirer, Da id Friedlander, who in the 
Epistle of Several Jewish Fathers to Councillor Teller offered to ac
cept Chri tianit if certain doctrines such as the Trinity were elim
inated. Dorothea ::\1endel ohn after her conversion to Christianity, 
felt ju tifi d in aying that her father if he had been alive, would 
not hav been addened b her act. Thi first generation of enliglit-
ned B rlin Frankfort and Viennese Jews were convinced that their 

political and ocial al ation lay in de rientalizing and Germanizing 
them elve , in making themselves like other people in order to be 
accepted a equal by other people. Of course they were naive. In 
the land of th poll-tax wher Jew-hatred had always been the most 
vulgar, vi lent and u tained in all Europe, they permitted them-
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elve to indulg in , i hf ul thinkin . Th mi ht ha b n au-
tioned by th co 1 adm niti n [ om of th ir hri tian c nt m -
raries who advi ed them, a Teller d ftl ad i ed Fri dJand r not 
t confound Jewi h ffort at religious mod rnizatimz with th hop 
of political equalit . chleierma h r th n n-J w, gr p d th J w-
i h problem far m re reali ti (' 11 and fundam ntally than did th 
German Jew of hi da . H , arn d them that th important differ
ence between th m and th non-J wi h w rld wa n t religi u but 
national. It took the German Je, a cen ur and a half t r c ncile 
them el e fina1ly to thi unyielding fact. 

The national character of the J wi h pr bl m b cam id n 
within a few years after the French Revolution. In th up rb xulta-
tion of the Revolution the right of citizen hip w r rant d to h 
J ws of France. But wh n the revolutionary ard r had abat cl, 
grumblings and mu terinO' , r o n heard again t them. An anti-

emitic literature made it appearanc . A particul rly i l nt ut
burst of Jew-hatred made it elf manifest in the G rman- p aking 
French province of Al ace. Th attitude of Napoleon wa an thing 
but friendly to the Jew . H , wa con id ring he r v cation or 
curtailment of their civil right . The real motiv which prompt d 
the con cation f th _ A sembly of Jewi h no tabl: in Pari in 1 0 
-the for runner of the anhedrin- was to cross-examin th J w 
of France, to di cover whether they were one hundred p r ent patri
otic and de ervin of the citizen hip which the R v luti n had be-
towed upon them. The que tionnair ubmitted t th A mbly 

was to ferret out ome p ibl xcu e for th abr ati n f th ir 
rights. Thus the ixth que tion read: Do the Jew v ho are nativ 
of France and are treated a French citiz n by the law look upon 
France a their Fatherland? ' The fourth qu tion r ad: Do th 
Jews consider the French their brethren or d they I k up n them 
as aliens?" 

The Assembly, of course, affirmed that th Jew of France re
garded France as their Fatherland, and all Fr nchmen a th ir 
brothers. They loudly proclaimed their I yalt to France and th ir 
readiness to defend her at all co ts. They did n t feel called up n 
however, as did the Rabbi of the Pitt burgh C nference who were 
neither solicited for an opinion, nor were hard-pre ed politically to 
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d lare that th J w w re n t a nati n, only a religiou community. 
,.or did they deny th hope of national re toration a did the all-too

zealou German reform r a f w decade later. 
But it wa clear from the ery fact that uch an a mbly had b n 

convok d and uch qu ti n a k d that nationalism, w uld fr m 
then on be the c ntral fact f Jewi h experi nee not onl in France 
but r wher a o n a the J w left their h ttoe and reached 
out for civil and political right . A in Germany so al o in France, 
there were Je\ "ho met the increa inO' nationali t entiment in 
their envir nment ~ ith a corre p nding m dulati n of their own 
althouoh there did n t tran pir any uch th rough- ino- reli ious 
ref rm movem nt am n the Fr nch a am ng the G rman Jew . 
France , a atholic religiou 1 orthodox. There ,va no popular 
Pr te tant m vem nt f r the Jew of France to model them elve 
after. 

:\lo t marked, h we er, , r the anti-nati nali t tendencie am n 
G rman Jew because German anti- emitism wa far m re virulent 
and uncompromi ing and German nationali m following the \Yar 
of Liberation far more inten e and jaundiced. The oppo ition to 
the political emancipation of the Jew in Germany wa bitter and 
relentle throu h ut the nineteenth oentury ,, continuin into the 
twentieth and achievin a complete ktory under the ~ azi re ime 
in ur day. Ri ing like a miasma from the poi oned oil of the Dark 
Ag J w-hatred ha wept uninterruptedly like a pe tilential plaoue 
through German life and literature infe ting ma se and cla e alike, 
poi oning the heart and mind f liberal a we11 a reactionarie of 
p et , philo opher tat m n hi torian mu ician and churchmen. 
Th ven mou anti-J wi h ... azi propaganda literature of the last 
fifteen year drew its in piration prooram and logans from the 
prolific ch ol f Jew-baitino preacher ~ pundits and pamphleteer 
of the Bi marckian era, and he. , in turn deriv d th ir 1 ading • d a 
fr m th ir precur or in the po t- ap l nic era who e mentor and 
model wa the liberal, anti-clerical philo opher Fi hte who e attitude 

ummed up in hi tatement: "The only way I fee by which 
civil ri ht can be c need d to them (J w ) i to cut off all their 
head in on ni ht and et new one on their h ulder -v hich hall 
contain not a ingle Jewi h id a. The only mean of protectin 

6 



ur Iv again t th m i to onqu r th ir pr mi I land and . n l 
th m there. The Nazi r. Juda J'crrcck , i th auth nti ho 
of the Hep, H cp, cry houted by fr nzied mob in h tr t f 
Frankfort and Hamburg a c ntur and m r b f r . Th r i an 
unbroken line of ideolo ically formulat d, m taphy. i all) ·m tion ct 
and arti tically mbelli h d Jud ph bia in G rman) nturi old, 
unmatched anywhere el e in the world. I l wa in u h a mili u 
that the Jew of Germany lived and truggl d for th ir ivil and 
political right . If the: f r J wi h la and r liO'i m 1 ad r f 
the reform gr up and al f om of th rmaniz d rthc dox and 
con rvati e group attempted t throw v rb ard all th ra ial 
and national baggage of I rael in th fond hop of a]ming thi . ·1 

of hate if they beli ved that th could xor i anti- miti m b 
pr f ion of patrioti m, and in an aO' of crescendo nati nali rn, 
could olve the Jewi h pr bl m by a rr p ndin, diminuendo in 
J wish nationali m, one can und r tand th ir plight and forgiv th ir 

blindne wher a one find it difficult t a count £or th a ti n f 
American reform r except on the ground ug(Fe ted abov . 

The Ru ian Jewi h intetlig nt ia of th ixtie and . \. nti 
re orted to the elf- ame unavailing ta ti in a land in v hich th r 
was far le literary anti- ~miti m than in rmany, and in \ hi h 
the educated cla e- of society w re definit ly pro-Jewi h. Th anti
national incantation which Holdh im I hant d in G rmany t app a 
the intolerant pirit of German nationali m, Pin ker, for xampl 
chanted in Ru ia for many year befor tragic , di illu ioning v nl 

forced him upon the Iona hard road whi h I ad from a imilati n 
to auto-emancipati n. lany oth r am np; th b t mind of 
Ru ian Jewry believ d that in th rough Ru ifi ati n and a imila
tion lay the hop of ultimat alvati n. They adv at cl the , 
of the Russian language and th abandonment b th of Yiddi h and 
H br " . At m t th y n ed d a minimal r Ii i u di in iv n 
The idea of a J wi h national r nai an r the re n truction f 
a Jewi h homeland in Pale tin wa t th m b th fanta ti and 
unwelcome. It was too reactionary an idea to entertain in an age 
of enlightenment when a fav rin bre z fil1ed th ir ail and th 
felt them el e carried alon to the d le table harbor of lib rt 
and equality. It wa too rea tionary an id a and t o illo ical. But 
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hi t ry ha a l gi f her own. A harp r acti n t in und r the 
am Liberator 'zar Alexand r II, and in 1 71, the Jew f Ru ia 

sampled the all and bitt me f a po r m. The po rom of 1871 
and the m r ·t n iv and brutal pogrom of 1 81 broke the back 
of a imilation in Ru ia. The luti n cl arly did n t lie in th 
formula Ru ian of th M aic Per ua ion., In 1882 the Chovevei 
Zion appear n the c ne. In the same year the converted Pinsker 
publishe his Auto-Emancipation. Rus ian Jewry et about solving 
it pr blem through elf-help through ma emigration to other 
land , through the upbuildin of a Jewish homeland in Palestine, 
through national concentration and cultural revival, and through 
r volutionar economico-political agitation and action in an effort 
to break the po, er of the ho tile reactionary re ime. 

G rman Jewry mi ht have learned the ame lesson in the eventies 
when the 0 reat reaction et in and anti- emiti m flared up a ain. 
Treit chke Bernhardi tocker Diirer, ~farr l\:fole - all the fore
runner f th pre ent-day Nazis- told them ,exactly how the Ger
man people felt about the Jews and why and what the German people 
would do to them when the hour of d cision arrived. But the 
German Je, continued in their ineluctable optative mood confident 
a was Rabbi Auerbach at the Rabbinical Conference of Frankfort, 
that: "In our day the ideal of justice and the brotherhood of men 
have been o strengthened through the 1aws and institutions of mod
ern tate that tlrny can never again be shattered. \"\ e are witnessing 
an ever nearer approach of the e tablishment of the Kingdom of 
God on earth through the strivin s of mankind ( quoted from Philip-

n' The Reform J.Jov m nt in Judaism, p. 178). This was uttered 
in Frankfort in 1845. Frankfort f 1935 i of course a sad and 
di couraging refutation of all this apocalyptic romancing in which 
German Jewry immersed itself in those days. The catastrophe of 
1933 broke the back of a imilation in Germany. The whole 
improvised philosophy of Jewi h hi tory which is expressed in the 
doctrine that we are not a nation but a religious community has 
proved bankrupt and ha b en liquidated in the very home of its 
origin. 

While the leader of German Jewry, with the exception of cour e 
of the small but distin uished group of nationally-minded thinkers 
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of the typ of :Mo H B denh im r Franz 01 I nh im r, \Volff-
ohn Ruppin Hantk Otto \Yarl>urg and Iartin Bu r talk d t 

unheedin Gentil ear about th unoff nding tatu of th J w 

a only anoth r r Ii i u t , ho in all th r r gard , r Eclrt-und
Nur-D utsch n, th G rmair w r r adin~ and ab 'Orbin<, the na
ti nali tic the e and th Aryan ra m th logi f hamb rlain, 
Fri drich D litz ch, Gunther and Ro enberg and th r 1 ntl Ir -
e e of hi tory, made rac and nation th ord r f th day in 
G rmany. In their nam and at tlrfr beh t th J , of G rmany 
ha e been di franchi d tripped of all th ir hard-w n gain of a 
century and a half and d grad d a f J wi h mmunill h· e 
ev r been degraded in the la t two thou and y ar . \nd n w th 
J , f G rmany, exc pt tho f th mall and path 1 gicall 
chauvinistic aumannite group are me ting th n 1 f th ir inn r 
and outer liv in the am way a th ir Ru ian br thr n a half 
century before-a strong national revival, th r di cover of the 
cultural herita0 e of th ir own people, Pal tin , mioration and 
pre umably al o, uch underground political action a their tout t 
pirits dare to re ort to. 

It would ha e been far better for the Jew of G rman if th y 
had kept alive a strona national self-con emu nes . Th y w uld 
then have faced the Nazi attack a a clash h twe n national roup 
within a political state-something quite ommon in ntral and 
Ea tern Europe, and their defeat would have b en reaard d by th m 
a a political def at and n t as the lo of th ir entire patrim ny 
a bani hment from th ir on and nly cultural and piritual horn , 

CJil' :lN Jn~tv ~ !JO 1~l. 
How confidently Ludwi G i r of B rlin proclaimed thirty y ar 

ago: Any desire to form, togeth r with hi c r li i ni t , a p ple 
outside of G rmany is, not to speak of it impracticability downri ht 
thankle ne toward th nati n in wh mid t he liv - a him ra • 
for the German J w i a German in hi national peculiarities ( si I) 
and Zion is for him the land only of the past not of th futur . 
(Quoted in J.E. Vol. XII p. 67 .) Thirt ar lat r G rman 
who e national peculiariti s w re all G rman (in th ye of J \: , 
of cour e, but n t of German ) were fl in° fr m Germany and find
in refuge by the thousand in the land which wa never rea11y the 
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land of their pa t but which mu t very definitely now become the 
land of their future. The :\Iunich community which forced the 
tran fer of the first Zionist on°re cheduled to be held there, 
to Ba I, i now grateful that some of it ons and daughters are 
finding a ha n and a new hope in the land which th e un rateful 
and unpatriotic Zioni t had built. 

They w r all t o dogmatic the e Geiger and l\1aybaums, and 
Vooel tein l It i well to spin philo ophie of Jewish hi tory. It 
i dangerou to icrnore th realiti of Jewi h experience. The time
line and con enience of a given theory of Jewish life are not the 
onl te t of it validity. uch a theory must be viewed against 
th background of the accumulated hi torical experiences of our 
people te ted a it w r in th crucible f the ages. Certainly, the 
hope that uch a theory might be approved by our enemies gives it 
no anction what oev r· for our enemie can rationalize their hates 
quit a readily a w can rationalize our hopes and they have 
never been known to relent because of any sweet and appetizin 
definiti n of Jewi h life which we offered them. 

Ever ince the fir t dispersion of our people in the sixth century 
b f re th ommon Era, and the · ub equent voluntary and in
voluntary migration which by the beP-inning of the ommon Era 
aw the J wi h diaspora extend from the Gates of India to the 

Pil1ar of Hercules and from the aucasus to Ethiopia, and their 
furth .., r diffu ion throughout Europe in the twenty centuries which 
follm ed up to the p:-esent world-wide diaspora, Jews have faced 
the two-f Id ta k of adju ting them elves to their given political and 
cultural en ironment and at the ame time of remaining loyal to 
them elve a Jew . Becau e of this two-fold re ponsibility there 
was alway an element of tre , ten ion, and conflict in Jewish life 
in the dia pora. There always will be. Human history is replete 
with the clash and conflict of nation , races, peoples, religions and 
cla e . The Jev i h nation had its full quota of these conflicts 
when it wa a political nation in Palestine. It certainly could not 
e cape them as a non-political and cattered nation in the diaspora. 
Tho e who could not tand the train of Jewish existence dis
appeared. Myriad of uch Jews were lo t to us. Many others 
wer forcibly a imilated. Tho e who cannot endure the pressures 
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f J , i h lif t da th ir iltV i"i1 ~O , ill al di aPJ ar-
if th an. 1 h n w r ra ial anti- miti ·m of th . Tazi ty1 
m kin uch d rti n .·tr m I diffi ult. It i im1 . ibl to I r -
p und an formula f r urvival in th lia. 1 mi- if , r all 
m an sur i al- ur f tr . an l mtli t. 

In ur 1 n hi n r h, l a uniform I Ian < r formuh f r 
I. u h a fc rmula if it i. t > l ·om thing mer than a a
mu t tak int a ount not c nl) th hiftin<r int r t and 
f th J , th m Iv ut al: th vari I and h·rnging 

politi al an n mi mili u in whi h J , i ·h find th m-
f rmula , hi h , uld I valid for J m1muniti 

living in an mpir lik that f an i nt P r:ia " r R m 
, hich mbra d num r u nati maliti .• and ·tllm I th m full na-
ti nal aut n >my h rt f p Iiti al ind I nd n Id n< t m t 
th ituati n f a J wi ·h mmunity livin, in a ly-knit uni-
ultural nati nal tat lik mod ·rn Fran· , G rnnny. or lta'y; and 

a f rmula valid f r th ou • , ould not b ad quat for a 
multi-nati nal tat lik P land akia, or Ru ·:ia. .~ J ~ -
i h mmunit Ii inf}' in th mi ural niv au 
, a far inf ri r t it vm, , 1ould th r nt I n hi m. 

f adju tm nt than n livin(J' in cf a . up rior ultur . 
But th r , a alv a th will t ur . Tot in all • HL' of 

ur p t b ur n r at all tim but c rtainly in • • ntly 
lar f ur pe pl at all tim t h, v nal I d I. ra 1 t 

da . And at 11 tim th amazin , ill le . urviv 
t uoh and hard p 01 1 wh m th Rabbi: d ~:ir1 nat rJ 

mou~~ rv C'TV., thi ob tinatio Juda·orum thi: ba:i • loyalt., to th ·ir 
and tc th ub tantial 1 m nt • of th ir t >tal 
th n r trat O th ad iuat t hni 1u 

for urvival. Thi t c1· ot by an • ah ·t ula-
ti n or l y ap Io, tic th lif -hun<r r >f th r·t th in I•-
f :i ibl , ill t liv t 11i of d tin . Th . our f 
in piration , a ah ay , ithin, ri ·inc, from th I r found hidd n 

f th ra ial th • • tiv th I rim rdial. 
t \J a thi • t di a a p that , h n it f und 
• d and th ·1 thr , additional bulwark ar und 

urit and rai d tr n, r , all f d f n • . It did not h itat 
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to impo e upon it elf in the centurie following the second Destruc
tion, a code f di cipline, a regimen of I11'tv>70 n,,~o which was 
far more rigorou than any military di cipline, and which effectively 
afeouarded the individuality of the people and secured it against 

di integration. The pe pie, as a whole, never relaxed its vigilance. 
It never whittled down it requirement or its survival program to 
appea e enemie or detractor . It never countenanced a minimal 
program to satisfy others. It always in isted upon a maximum pro
gram to pr tect it own life. 

When the fir t great cri i de eloped in Jewish Ii f e following the 
national catastrophe in 586, the .0 reat leaders of the people imme
diately ru hed to the defen e of I rael, threatened with extinction. 
The prophet , who had heretofore castigated their people for their 
idolatry and their moral waywardness and called down upon them 
d om and destruction, now abruptly change their invective style 
and in word of comfort, encouragement and hope seek to heal the 
, ound and revive the broken spirits. The stern unyielding Jeremiah, 
who before the national calamity wrote ' with a pen of iron, and 
with the point of a diamond" and whose mouth was a sharp sword, 
now peak like a compa sionate father to his bruised and suffering 
children lo ingly1 tenderly. '''The people that are left of the sword 
have f und grace in the wilderne s, even Israel, when I go to cause 
him to re t. .. .. Yea, I have loved thee with an everlasting love, 
therefore with affection have I drawn thee. Again will I build 
thee, and thou shalt be built, 0 virgin of Israel. Again shalt thou 
be adorned with th tabrets, and shall o forth in the dances of 
them that make merry. . . . And they shall come and sing in the 
hei ht of Zion and hall flow unto the goodness of the Lord ... 
and their oul hall be as a watered garden, and they shall not 
pine any more at all. 

Ezekiel, who in the tense, tragic interlude between 597 and 586, 
between the fir t and the second deportations, sti11 called down 
imp ecations upon the sinful in Zion and uttered terrible and frantic 
denunciations against them in the de perate hope of averting the 
calamity which he saw approaching, now, that the blow had fallen 
and the people lay cru bed, dazed and hope-bereft, finds a new voice 
and a new message. For now one must' breathe upon the slain that 
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they might live." The p ople mu t not di ! B hold I , ill p n 
your grave and cau e you to m up out of ur gra O M 
people. ' ... Faith and c nfidence mu t b r kindl d. 'Beh Id 
here am I and I will earch f r l\Iy h ep and k th m ut. A a 
shepherd seeketh out hi flock in the da that he i am ng hi 
sheep that are separated so will I eek out of all place whither th y 
have been scattered in the day of clouds and thi k darkne . And 
I will bring them out from the peoples and gather th m from th 
countrie , and will bring them into their own land~ and I will feed 
them upon the mountain of I rael by the tream and in all th 
habitable place of the country. I will feed them in a good pa ture 
and upon the hi h mountain of I rael hall th ir fold b ; . . . I 
will seek that which was lo t and will bring back that which was 
driven away, and will bind up that which wa~ broken, and will 
strengthen that which was ick.' 

Powerful and exhilarating new motifs ring throu h the po t- xiii 
prophecie of Jeremiah, Ezekiel. Obadiah, Joel Haggai, Zechariah 
l\1a1achi and of cour e Deutero-J aiah. There .i the r rberating 
motif: nt,"n ~tit- ' Fear not!'' Fear thou not, 0 Jacob, 11y 
ervant, saith the Lord neither be di mayed O I rael; For I will 

save thee from afar and thy ed from the fand of their captivity. 
(Jer. 30.10.) There is the m ff: 'n:uvi 'J wiU r tor ! And 
I will turn your captivity and gather you from all th nation and 
from all the places whither I have driven ou aith the Lord and 
I will bring you back into the place whence I cau d you to be 
carried away captive. (Jer. 29.14.) There i the m tif of 
iiiv,n n"i.:J A new covenant!" The old co· enant wa broken 
and had to be atoned for in blo d and tear . A new co enant will 
now be made, a covenant of everla ting love and pe1c . (Ezek. 37.26, 
Jer. 31.31.) There i the tartling new m tif: n,o., U1~.:J fV"N 
'Every man shall die for his own iniquity. ' There i no inh rited 
guilt. The exile hould thr w ff the oppre i en e of uilt and 
the fear of retribution because of the sins of their fathers. (Jer. 
31.28-9; Ezek. 18.4· 33.10.) The guilt ha been paid off. (I . 40.2.) 
There is the motif of "JY ,,.:,:i 7'n,n:i "The te ting in the furnace 
of affliction.' Exile and ufferin were int nded not to cru h I rael 
but to clean e, purify and tr ngthen him. Th re i the motif of 
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~N7tv' n~J Th Et rnity of I rael. ' Thu aith the Lord 
who gi th the un for a light by da and the ordinance of the 
moon and of th star for a light by ni ht, who tirreth up the sea 
that the wave thereof roar .... If the e ordinances depart from l\Ie 
aith th L rd then the eed f I ra 1 al o hall cea from being 

a na ti n b for Ie f rever. " (J er. 31.3 5-6.) And th re appear 
th n w, imp rial and maanifi nt motif of: tl'U~ 71N A light 
unto the nation ! The mi ion idea! There i nothina of the 
mi sion idea among the prophet who preached before the exile. 
It i a product of po t-exilic times and received it cla ic formula
tion at the hand of the an nym u author or authors of I aiah 
40-66 ( plu 34-3 5? ) wh living durina the Babylonian captivity, 
as ome maintain, or in the latter half of the Per ian period a 
Torre and oth r maintain preached to a far-flung dia pora of 
the ne\J op rtunity and challenge , hich ha come to I rael , becau e 
of it di p r ion to convert the wh le world to the worship of the 
One true God,-thu making Judai m the fir t missionary religion 
of mankind. 

Th pr - xile prophet Ho ea Amos, -Iicah, Zephaniah, ~ ahum, 
Habakkuk, and the prophets of the tran ition era, Jeremiah and 
Ezekiel kn w nothin~ of any hi tor1c mandate upon I rael to con
vert the world. The idea of mi ion did not enter into Jewi h 
reli iou thought until almo t a thou and years after the Jews had 

ttl d in Pale line and in all probability, would never have made 
its appearance if the p ople had not b en exiled. That I rael was 
a p ople cho 0 11 bJ God Yahweh' special poss ssion, wa a com
monl accepted lo trine among the pr - xilic prophet . The sen e of 
an in iolable CO\ enant-1' ahweh co enant with I rael made at 
the time of the Exodus from Eaypt- wa dominant in their thou ht 
at all time . That thi unique and covenanted relation hip entered 
into between I rael and Yahweh the God of Holines made Israel, 
a Jon a it ob er ed thi covenant, a holy people in the midst of 
the urrounding id latrous peoples was al o strongly felt by them. 
But that the e c n i tion al o carried with them the implication 
that I rael mu t b Yahweh ' me nger to c n ert th heathen 
world , a not ent rtained b them. The phra e in E . 19.6 cnNi 
w,,p 'lll C'Ji1.:, n:,~oo ,~ l'i1n And ye shall be unto l\1e 
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a kin dom of pri t and a holy nati n "- v n if w a um that it 
is pre-exilic-sa nothin ab ut any mi ion t th ntil . Onl 
ery deft and gen r u ho mil tic can read u h a m anino int it. 

The maje tic ap calyptic 1 10n f tl O i7 r1'1nN found in I ·. 
2.2-4 and :\licah 4.1-4- th vi i n f Zi n a th piritual nt r f 
the world, and of all nati n flowin to th h u f th G d f 
Jacob in order to learn of Hi way f ju ti n-
cededly of po t-exilic ori in. ar all th r f r nc catt r d 
through the writin of the pr ph t , hich t II f th future 
ion of all the pe ple of the earth of th ir pilgrimag t Zi n and 

of I rael a th er ant f God , h will brinO' thi conv r ion ab ut. 
The ource of the ~Ii ·i n Id a mu t th r f r b lock d f r in 

the fact f th Di p r ion and n t in an automati piritual d v 1-
opment of proph tic Judai m. It, a ev Iv d n iou ly r un on-
ciou ly, in re p n e to a d p rat nati nal m rg n y ut f th 

indomitable will to live of th rac a a mean f tr ngth ning th 
morale of the cattered h t f I ra 1 and of giving m anin" and 
dignity t their xii and th ir va l tribulati n . It wa a nob) 
compen atory ideal, -v arrant d b th fact that I ra l did I . a 
religiou outlo k which far tran c nd d that of th h ath n and 
a moral code f uperior c 11 n . I r- 1 k1 , it 1f to b a 

reat people becau e of th piritual h i0 ht hich it had attain d 
in its r Ii iou and ethical d elopm nt. Thi a hi ment made it 
contemptuou of the up r titi n and idolatri of th , rld ab ut 
it. But politically it wa a mall atter d and d f at d p opl -
a wonn amon the nati n , d pi d and ont mn d. \Yh rein hall 
thi proud but def at d pe pl , of which nl a mi rabl r mnant 
now remained in the wa t and d lat pla f Jud a whil t it 
ho ts were capti e and xil in f r ign land n , find that in
demnifying conception of d tiny which , uld tak th dg off th ir 
defeat, sweeten the bitt rn f xile, and r t re onfidenc t 
those utterly ca t down? The an w r wa n forthcomin - th 
cup of comfort to the parched I ip : 

' Thu saith the Lord, the Redeemer of I ra 1 hi Hol One t 
him who is de pi ed of m n, to him who i abh rred of nations, to 
a servant of rulers: Kin° shall s e and ari , princes, and they 
shall pro trate them elves ... I will pre erve th e and gi e thee for 
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a covenant of the people. ( I . 49. 7.) I the L rd have called 
thee in righteousness, and ha e taken hold of thy hand, and kept 
thee and set thee for a covenant of the people, for a light of the 
nation; to open the blind eyes, to bring out the prisoners from 
the dungeon, and them that sit in darkne s out of the prison-house. ' 
(Is. 42 .6-7.) Light and salvation will come to the whole world 
through I ra I who i God' ervant ufferin° in the pre ent but 
de tined to ultimat triumph and vindicati n. Thi i the n,w,n 
i'JO 'JN - the v ond dully new o pel which th econd I aiah 
now proclaim . Thi i the n w vi ion and h p which the spiritual 
guides of Isra 1 project d for their people in order to save them 
from death in d feat and xile. 

ote that thi ideal of mi ion i not a denial, a revi ion or a 
ub titution for any other concept heretofore held ha ic in Jewish 

thought but only a supplement, an addition, another bulwark for 
nati nal security. It doe not supplant nationali m. It re-enforces 
it. It doe not look upon the di per ion as a bles ino. It confronts 
it a a tragic fact which, however, mu t not be p rmitted to endanger 
the urvi al of I rael. It does not a, ume that the Jew must re
ma n in exile in order that \'. ahweh may become the God of all 
the nation . It does not proclaim that I rae1 i no longer a nation 
but onl a r ligiou community, who e sole raison d etr i the c n
ver ion of the Gentil,es. It does not divorce reli0 fon from national
ism. The prophecies of econd I aiah ring with the recurrent re
frain of I rael approachin° re toration to Palestine. Fear not for 
I am with thee; I wi11 bring thy ed from the ea t and will ather 
thee from the w t. I will ay to the north: 'Gi e up, and to 
the outh: K ep not back • bring Iy sons from far and 11:y 
dau hter from the end of the earth.' (I . 43.5-6.) And when the 
prophets peak of Restoration they are not thinking of the coloniza
tion of Palestine as a philanthropic effort de erving of eneral up
port (a conce sion made to Pal tine even by anti-Zionist Reform 
Rabbi ) but of the r building of the political life and home of the 
Jewi h nation. 

Zion rebuilt and I rael in athered are the pa ionate theme of 
the prophet following the exile, and they did not re ard them as 
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in any \ ay irr m ilabl wi h th h I of om· rtin th 
, rld t Yah, h. Th nation: will om t l Lion. Zion will 

m th r Jicri u nt r of mankind. ''Thu: :aith th Lord < f 
h t : I am jealous for Zi< n with r at j alowy, and I am j "'alou: 
f r h r with r at fury. . .. I hall r turn t Zion and will dw 11 
in th mid t f J ru al m .... B hold, I ,rill ~a,· :\ly I ll 1 fr >m 
the a t c untry and from th w t ountry 'HHl I will bring th m 
and th hall d, 11 in th mi l t f J ru:al m." ( Z h. 1 .2. 

nturi lat r Judah Hal vi r int r r t ' thi • :\Ii ·: i< n I I a f >r 

of his aa and h r a 1ain it i • in l arably int rt\ in I , ith 
the nati nal a pirati n with p I le, lancl and langul 1 • Hal \'i 
tak up afr h th th m of I ut ro-I aiah. I ra l am mg th 
nati • lik th h art amona th organ of th body. th mo t 

• h and t important. I ra l for th :in · of man-
kind and th I p uliar ra ia • , r r -
Ii i n ( r pr Hal i pr • t 1 n of arth 
\ ill be xal . I ra I mu • ·f it: uniqu(' rift· ar to 

ntinu to bl mankind and it m I t b r d to it · wn Ian I 
al n proph cy can find i l • nd i mu. t r \'iv 

th Ian hi h al be t rf ·t m dium for 
u h pr phe . ) ou , ill r th n t lf 

th r turn t Pal in of th R vh 1 kin 1 lf th 
hazar . Hal vi may ic but th r 

n d ubt that a far a ntial h wa in lir 
Jin f auth n • • h tradition. H major onvi tion: 
of I rael. 

n one att mpt x1 I it th hi • l\Ii i m 
Id a of I ra nt aaain t J wi h nati nali m r a rain t 
th r buildi r in ju tif1 ation of th Galut i r • 

gro di tor n 1 a , hich • cl arl) and una 
d fined in i • inal ur ' ph t • did n b 
the J ntinu nor tlr t th y h uld , I-
come th Di per i n a a bl k f th ir • • Th y 
did n t a that the J w xil d in order th mi ht 
b come God til . 1 h . h rt J v 
in xil t find tr in . Tl u tain th m b 
the th u ht that thouoh th had b .·ii th ir i -
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nificance in the c n m of th , orld v a n t at an end. On the 
contrary, th y n w had th pportunit through the example of 
their steadfa tn to Yahw h and throuuh the m ral tone of th ir 
Ii e , to acquaint the v h le h athen v rld with their gr at piritual 
heritag th true kn wl d f God and the nobility of Hi wor-
hip. 

Th J v durinu th ha tic nturi v hi h followed the De truc
tion employ d v ry mean t pr er e their national life. \\ e have 
e n h w the proph t uuht to r t re th morale of the people by 

gi ing tho e living in ide and ut ide of Pale tine an in piriting and 
u taining en of d tiny. Th p pl th m el in exile once 

the fir t hock of t rr r and di may , a ,. r recovered their ancient 
faith and lo alti . B th riv r f Bab Ion they owed eternal 
lo alt t Zion th ir nati nal h m : If I forg t thee O Jeru alem 
may m right hand f rg t h r cunnin . ' The priest elaborated a 
cod of ritual and r m ny and a r Iiui u di ipline v hich in a 
pra ti al way wa int nded t h It r th 1i f of I ra 1 from the 
O'lJ;"l I1N01~- ' th un leann of the G ntile ' and to ke p 
it a parate and di ti 1ct pe pl . [n Judea th return d xile under 
Ezra fa in° a n w ri ~ in tituted a m t dra tic proce s of national 
pur 0 ati n and r n tru ti n in rd r t the life of the com
munity. In hi z al f r th pr rvation f th faith and th purity 

f th racial t ck Ezra rdain that the foreign women whom the 
J w had marri d hould b put a, ay a w 11 a the children born 

f th m and that th h uld parate th m 1 e from the peoples 
f th land. Ezra drav n di tinction b h een tho belon ing to 

th p pie of Amm n and I ab a ain t , h m there exi t d of old 
a lav of perp tual exclu ion from the n re ation of Yahweh ' 
( D ut. 2 - 4) and th r p opl lik Ed m, Eg pt, again t v horn no 
uch la, exi ted. Ezra did n t n tolerate pro elyti m, for he 

d e not ug t th c nv r i n f th e forei 0 n v ive a an alterna
ti e to their di orce. Thi attitude wa hared neither by the proph-
t who pr ced d Ezra nor by the Rabbi of later time . The Halacha 

re crnized pro lyti m and a c rd d full tatu t the pr el te, in
corp ratin him unr er edl int the lif of the nation. i"'lnJtv il 
i~lJW l~P:,. Onl an acute cri i , the fear of xtinction e er 
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pre ent in the lif of thi mall, hara .ed ommunity whi h In 1 
b n deliver d over to th w rd t captivity t p iling and t 
confu ion of face c uld hav call d f rth uch h'lr h and xtr m 
act . The nation , ithdr , a it w r to it la t ita<l l f r a final 
tand a ain t the force which thr at n d t O\' rwh lm it. Ezra an l 

_ eh miah did not nationaliz th God-cone pt of I ·ra 1 in th 
of localizinO' it. They did n t turn back th han ls of th 
the religiou e olution of I ra 1- a om bil>1ic-t1 riti imagin . 
Yahweh i till the One and Univ r al Lord: ' Thou art th Le r I 
even Thou alone. Thou ha t mad h av n th h av n of h av n , 

with all th ir ho t, the arth and a11 thing· that ar th r n ( ... ~ h. 
9.6) ... But the h ur n , d man l cl anolh r mpha i. • th im
mediate ta k for the Jud an c mmunity wa not to , av th w rld 
but t ave it lf. H nc th unu ua1Jy tr ng 1111 h·t i u1 n ra 
nation and Ian uacre. The amaritan ar r j ed b au , th >U 1h 
th prof d th am faith th y , r n v rth 1 n t f th 
ame race a I ra I. Kehemiah ri to th d f n f th language 

of I rael- for nati nal r i al ah ay goes hand in Ir nd with lan
guacre revival and the abandonm nt of the H br \: [ h, a. riahtly 
interpreted by hemiah a vid nc o[ a imitation: 'In tho · · 
day al o aw I the J _v that had married m n of A hd d f 
Arum n, and f Ioab and th ir hildren spok half in th 
f A hdod, and could n t peak in the J , • Ian 1uag but • rd-

ina t the Ian ua e of each [ opl . \nd I quarr I d \ ith th m 
and cur ed them and mote c rtain f th m .... , 

... ation, race, land Ian uage \ er alway vital and indi pen abl 
concept in Jewi h life indi olubl a dated f our with r -
Ii ion. It was never a ca e of ne or the th r. Th w r all on 

r anically united. There , er tim wh n on or th th r had 
to be tre ed. \\"hene\ er n of the e fact r f ur ival wa 
threatened the trong in tinct of th pe pl ralli d t it d f n . 

Rene in our hi tor we find era f accentuati n f on or anoth r 
f the e everal cone pt and ra of att nuati 1 . Bu n \' r \ a 

any one of them abandoned- until th tim of th R f rm Rabbi 
of Germany which i of c ur a er r ent and min l a 

rapidly ani bing phen menon. 
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The sound, practical ense of I rael and its e perience through 
many centurie of partial or total di per ion over the earth, sa ed 
it from bein do matic or fanatic concernin any of th se concep s. 
On ne ubject only wa I rael fanatically d matic-the monothe
i tic article of it faith. Jewi h life could n ver tomach the type 
of doctrinaire, arro ant and militant racialism and nationalism which 
i de a tatin the life of the \\ e tern \Vorld today. Israel recon
ciled in life and practice idea theoretically irreconcilable. It was 
a ca e of ,~~ ;ir l'i01Y1 tvN ,,:, ?N'1::Jl1 b'JJ ,,,., t,N:Po 
i1f nN ill l'P'f.0 O,J'N1 i1f. Thus it spoke of a Universal God, 
itu:i ,.,, nmii1 'i1?N ?N but at the ame time it also spoke of 
'7Nitt'' 'i1'7N 1;, the God of the people of Israel. It extoiled the race 
as Wip yi r but admitt d m mb r of other races into the racial 
famil) through pro ely i m and it reco nized no biologically superior 
and inferior race . It alway I nged for national re toration to Zion, 
but from the day f Jer miah on, it admonished its children, dwell
in in for i n land I to live as 0 ood citizens to seek the peace of the 
cit , hither I have cau ed you to be carried away c ptive and pray 
unto the L rd for it for in the peace th reof hall ye have peace. ' 
It pr scribed a complete code of Jewish l w for its members living in 
and out of Palestine covering every pha e of life but it also lay 
down th qualifying precept NJ'i Nn1:>?0i Nl'i - in all matter 
of la\ in ol ing no ba ic tenets of faith the law of the land is 
binding. It exalted the Hebr w 1angua e. It was the w,p;, 11w~ 
It mad the teaching of it bligatory. i:i,, '7'nno j?1J'n;,w:, 
1.oy ,:),o l'N cNi .i1iin ,,o,o, w,p;, 1,w, ,oy ,:i,o P~N 
,-,:i,p 1~N:, ,, ,,Ni ;i-,,n ,,o,o, Wipi1 pw,. Yet it per-
mitt d, though it did not counsel prayer in all langua es ;,',::,r, 
11;v? t,:,:i >7.0'V, p'V? t,:,:i and tran lations of the Bible were made 
and by and lar 0 e welcomed as early as the third century B.C. The 
Jew welcomed Gr ek culture- rPJP i10:>i1 until it showed itself a 
peril to Jewi h culture when they violent! rejected many phases 
of it. 

D trinair f th \ hit -black ither- r variet r . vho like to have 
life and hi tory simplified to fit in neatly in some theoretic frame
work which they arbitrarily con truct to ser e their ta tes or their 
times are impatient with the e eemina incon ruities and contradic-

20 



tion in Jewish life. Th y Ii htly rej t what v r th find pra -
tically or ideologically, inconvenient. They ar unawar of, or th y 
consciously ignore the trong lif - en , th urviv 1-wi. dom, th 
adjustment-geniu of the p ople which produc d th m. A r ligi u 
creed, once you grant it pr mi e , ma , 11 b looicall n Lt nt 
and undeviating. But a peopl i n t a creed and a pe pl ' ]if 
and culture are determined by hi toric fore " hi h ar not logi a1. 
I rael, confronted throu h mo t of it hi t ry with an ev r hancring 
and threatening environment and , i hino o un·iv , had to tak 
into account all the economic, political oci logic and p ych I oic 
facts in its environment and make prop r adju tm nts t th m. 

But it ne· er sacrificed ntial valu for t mporar xp di n y. 
It was a case of T,' nm ~N iHO Cl tll~ rm~. Th re w r • 
many movement and ects \J ithin I ra 1 durino it long hi tory 

• -Sadducei m, Pharisai m, E eni m hri tianity H lleni m Kara-
ism, Kabalism, Chassidi m, Ha kalah Reform Zioni m. Th y all 
in their day, quite naturally, led to bitter conflict and parti an hip. 
That is true of such movement amon° all p ople . But the J wi h 
people, as uch, found room for all of them '\'Yithin it fold, except 
for Christianity. E en the Karaites who reat d uch turm i] and 
dissention in Jewish life were never outlaw d b our p ople. Thu , 
for example, :Maimonides in the ver mid t of a bitter feud b tw n 
the Rabbinites and the Karaites,, a feud alr ady centurie old in 
Maimonides day, neverthele s urge a policy of broth rly toleration 
toward the Karaites, to treat them a Jew , circumci e th ir chil
dren, bury their dead, comfort their mourner , and treat their wine 
as ritually fit. For, after all, the Karaite , r lo al J , r ard
less of their opposition to the tradition and authority of the Rabbi . 
They were devoted not only to the God of I rael and the Torah but 
to the land of Israel. Soon after the ri e of Karai m, group of 
Karaites, forsaking home and friend , migrated to Pale tin and 
established communitie known as th 0 11'~ "~ :lN the Mourner 
for Zion. Their zeal for Pale tine exceeded that of th Rabbinite . 
They loved the Hebrew language, and the birth of the science of 
Hebrew grammar and philology in the ~Iiddle Aae i t be er dited 
to them. 

But in the case of Christianity, it was the Pauline in i tence up n 
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a religious creed entir ly divorced from nation, race, land or language 
and from the di cipline f J wi h law that finally placed the mov -
ment outside the ph re of Jewish life. 

As a mes ianic movement, in pired by th mill nnial xp ctation 
of that age, preachino- th advent f th Kin dom of God and callina 
men to r pentan and mora] purification in order to e cape the 
n'tvO ,',:in and be w rthy of admi si n into the Kingdom, the 
Me iani m f J u mi ht " II h v f und a place, a for a time 
it actually did find a place, amon(J ction of Jewry who detected 
n ither her y n r apo ta y in it. The early Judaeo-Chri tians in 
Pal tin w r J , in all r uard . But Paul, a product of the cul
turally diluted H lleni tic dia pora entertained view which centu
rie later Reform Rabbi in Germany and in America came t 
entertain. The n of b I n ing to a Jewi h nation and the desir 
to pr r that nation and t r -e tabli h the Kin dom of I rael 
wer hardly pr ent with him. Rae had no i nificanc . 'All th 
nation f the earth are made of one blood. ' (Acts 17 .26.) Rae 
i in Pauline the l gy metamorpho ed int a uni r al oci ty f 
beli vers. . . . For th y are not all I rael, which are of I rael, 
n ith r b cau they ar the eed of Abraham are th y all children . 
. . . Th y which are the chHdr n of t.he fl h these ar not the chil
dren of G d •• but the children of th promise are c unted for the 

d. ( Rom. 9.6.) nlike l\laUhew Paul is not intere ted in e -
tabli hin° the Davidic de-cent of Jesus. (I Tim. 1.4.) Je u ' 
J wi h ri in is of no particu]ar mom nt to him. ,, bile Je us 
directed hi m a e- a thorou h-goin Jewi h m ianic me a e-
pecificall to th lo t h ep of the hou e of I ra I - and wa not 

parti ularly int r ted in pr elyti m Paul called him elf the apo tle 
to the Gentile , and hi chief cone rn wa to carry the go pel of 
alvation to th non-Jew . Pe er he d dared was intru ted with 

th good new for the Jew , he for the heathen. ( Gal. 2. 7.) The 
ma terin idea of Paul was that in a much a the millennium wa 
fast approaching when the purging and winnowing of mankind would 
take place, the whole human race should be rapidly converted to 
the ne true faith. Thi ne true faith con isted in the abjuration 
f polythei m and idolatr and in leadin a pur lif - in other word 

thical monothei m. uch a faith ha been in the ke pin of 
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I rael ince the day f Abraham. But becau of th La f 
1 Io es- the cer monial and ritu 1 la, , .g. circum i i n th b-
ervance of abbath and Holy Day and th di tary law ,- thi 

pure faith ha be n ob cured veil d v n t I rael II r. .15 and 
made difficult of acceptanc by non-J v . Th comin of th 

le siah in the per on of Je u put an nd to th r ign of thi Law. 
Now c n er ion to the true faith i ace ible to v r m .. n mer 1 
throu h faith- faith in the On Uni er al Lord and in th at ning 
power of the death of J u . Thi 1att r id a i e ential to lh 
coctrine of Paul. The in f dam brou(rht death a it puni~hm nt 
upon 11 the O neration of men: 

( f. D.R. 9 .4: c,,)1, Nn"O N':Jilit' no i1nN , 'i11N ,ill ;"'l'l'ltjn:J 

Per contra cf. ab. 146a: □nr.,71,r ilj?O.:J 'J'O 1i1 'V noyw ,~ tv ) 
Thi in had to be atoned for b , a acrifi ial d ath f r only u h a 
acrifice could b proper aton m nt for u h a in- b for m n ou]d 

obtain the hope of eternal life. Th cru ifixion of J u , a that 
sacrifice. All men would have had to di at th appr ach of th 
End f Days, b cause aH men are inner . But Jesus av d th m 
from d ath by means ,f his own death. In hi death all , h l Ii v 
in him die 'figuratively' to their old 1 , and are reborn into th 
new life. They thus come redeemed to th thr l1old of the King
dom. Henceforth every one regardle of rac , or nati n , ho 
e chewed idolatry and accepted the sacrifice of J u , w h di d f r 
all men, will walk in the newness of life' and will inh rit t rnal 
life. It i not th ob er ance of the law f th T rah whi h b tm: • 
life eternal, i.e., admi ion int the Kin°dom of G d , hich i fa t 
approaching. Immortal life com thr ugh acceptin th blood a ri
fice of Je us. In :\le ianic tim the Law i not n d d. (cf. n10' 
i1.J ,n N~, n,:n N~ Ci1.J J'Ntll n'tv0i1). 

But what then wa the purpo e of iving the Law by God t 
I rael and what is the ignificance of the el cti n f I rael- a do -
trine which Paul accepts (Rom. 11.29). In Paul' r ply one find 
the clue to the reason why the Jewi h people had finall t reje t 
him and his religious teachin° . The i inu f the Law f th 
Torah to the Jews carried with it the po ibility and the opportunity 
of transgres in them. It is the Law that give sin it pow r. (I 
Cor. 15.56.) ' in i not imput d where there i no law. (Rom. 
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5.13.) Thu th La\: rd in d that ff n a am 
them b the Jew mi ht multip1 o that th r , ould b 
need f r th grac f G d , hi h cam thr u0 h th atonement a rifi 
of Jesu . The di b <lien of th J w wa th r f re th G ntil ' 

pp rtunit t ain alvation. A far a PauJ1 n w m a e of 
glad tiding i concern d th J , ar tr at d a n mi of God. 
(Rom. 11.2 .) But b au th had be n cho en by G d and are 
bel ed by Him for heir father ak th y too will be av d 
from in through the gra of G d ultimately after all the heath n 
ha e b n r d m d. Thu I ra I in th hand f thi f r id 
my tical th l ian i n J na r a nation but a th olo ic pawn. 
The national character of th Jewi h de ianic id al i i nor d a 
it , a i nor d c nturi lat r by R form Rabbi . It i di ol ed in 
a univ r al alvationi m, quite like the denationalized ... fe ianic 
A of the Reform Rabbi . There i , how ver, one exception: 
V\1 ith Paul all nati, n vani h into the piritual anonymity of King
dom Come. \:\l ith th Reform Rabbis, only the Jewish nati n. Th ir 
theolo y t ok zealou toll of J wish nati nali m but topped hort 
at German Au trian Fr nch or Ameri an nationali m .... \' ith 
Paul th a e-old hope of th in atherin of the <lisper ion and the 
deli erance of I ra, I from the yoke f Rome ive way to an 
apocalyptic conver ioni m in which Israel i only incidentally si -
nificant becau e in olden day G d had announced in ad ance the 

ood n , to Abraham in the word : ' All the heathen will be 
ble ed throu 0 h ou ' and through the Jev thi ble in reached 
the heath n. Gal. 3. ff.) Thi i the ol role a cribed b Paul 
to I ra I in the ec nom of world- alvation. \ ith the nationali t 
prophet f I ra I a reb rn and politically rehabilitated people, 
trong and ecure in it own land , as to become a light unto the 

world. Th nation f the arth w uld flow unt Zion red emed 
for out of Zion , ould go forth the Torah. \Vith Paul, Torah was 

a form of lavery, and Zion had no ignificance as the capital of a 
nation but only a th locale of a Temple of who e ritual he scare ly 
appr v d. o v nd r that thi n w pr ram f pr lytism which 
demanded the sacrifice of o many of the e ential ur ival- alue of 
Israel, met with tubborn r i tance not alone from Jews who had 
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not ace pted J u a th iah I ut v n fr m th arly Juda )-
'hri tian . 

In cla ic Judai m th r , r ah a., - two 1 m nt ·, rn univ •r:al, 
i. . pur religi n int nd d f r 11 m n th oth r I al, i .. , th 
la, f the H bre, p lit int nd d for J w only. Paul. th 
Roman citizen and th pr du t f th .J. I dit rran an ullural m lt
in -p t accept d the fir t. Th nd h r gard d prin ipally a a 
tumbling block in the way f th fir t. Th r f r n >thin, but 

faith mattered. The J wi h nation land Janguag and la, , r 
of mall consequence particularly in vi , f th appr a hin mill n
nial denouement. But not all th arly f llow r f J u f It a h 
did. A bitter trug le raged within th arly chur h a ain t th 
t achin of Paul. The Pal tinian Juda - hri tian \ r n ith r 
anti-n mi t nor anti-nati nali t . Th y , r lad to , 1 m n
vert to their l\1e ianic Judai m but nl a p,~ '1l J r lyt 
who w re willin to accept not n] th prin ipl >f th l; nit 
G d and the nJ 'J:l n ,~o l]:ltO that i a :lrl' l1 1l but al o th n
tire di cipline of the Law inclu i e of the Abrahamiti rit abbath 
and H ly Da b er an and th di tar lm .. 

Paul iew pre ailed in th n , t. r ult th t 
teadily receded fr m J wi h Hf and b am at r t n n-J , i h and 

then anti-Jewish. In the national upri in s again t Rom in 70 and 
135 the Judaeo- hri Li n refu e<l to parti ip . Th ir l alt wa 
now to an idea not to a peopl . 

Th re i a trikin imilarit t b n th th r ti 
po ition taken by Paul and that tak n b m 1 a f 
Reform Judai m; and had the m n b n a n i t nt a Paul 
and had they tran lated their 1 quacity ab ut th mi i n f I ra 1 
into a real mi ionary propaganda a did Paul and hi f 11 ,. r th 
lo ic of events would ha e brought about th c i n of th ir gr up 
al o from Jewi h life. But with Paul, th mi ion v a a rac to 
ave the world. \Vith the R form Rabbi it v a a ro kin -h r 

race. The e reformi t Rabbi , t w r d nationaliz d J , . Th Y 
too concei ed of I ra 1 a a candl which light th r and con-
um it elf. ' They too, tried to erect J , i h life upon th lend r 
a 0 ing tilt of a few th ologic ab tracti n . Th y, t , felt the 
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Law t b a burd n. They focu ed their anti-nomi t dium on the 
Talmud and th hulchan Aruch. The Bible they pared, for aft r 
all the Bible was acred al o to Chri tian .... But those law of 
the Bible, again t which Paul inveighed-circumci ion abbath ob-

r ance and dietary law - came under their obloquy al o. The 
u e f th H brew 1anguag in public wor hip they maintained wac 
not only unnece ary from a legal point of vi w but from any 

ther point f vi w (Frankf rt C nfer nee). And while Jewi h 
Rabbi were thu practica11y con igning th Hebrew language to 
oblivion, Dohm f Br tau a hri tian ro e to its defense urged it 
retenti n by Jew a the lanc,uage of the prayers and a a bond of 
unity and reminded them that if many Jew no Ion er under tand 
the languag th olution Ii n t in aband ning the language but 
rath r in t a hinc, it mor energeticall than before. They too, be
lieved that the world wa on the thre hold of great, new beginning . 
The · too w re b witched by the hope of ]1,1 aranatha. To them too, 
a t t.he ap calyptic vi i nari of the fir t century the Kin dom 
of G d wa ju t around the corn r . ... Listen t the words of 
Artide 5 f th Pitt bur h Declaration l~.rhich echoed similar senti
m nt amonc, Reformers everywhere: '\'\ e recognize in the modern 
era of univ r al culture of heart and int llect the ,approaching of the 
realization of I rael s gr at :Me sianic hope for the e tabli hment of 
truth ju tice and peace am ng aU men .... ' They to converted 
the national l\Ie ianic hope of I rael into something like a Pauline 
apocalyp . 

A Me ianic h pe not bound up with the re toration of I rael to 
Pale tine i impl n t found in J wi h religiou literature anywhere 
from the time of the econd I aiah to our own day except of cour e, 
in the writing of the e Reformer and some of the Hellenistic 
apocalyptic writer who throu h all or and other devices at
tempted to univer alize the teachin of the Torah so a to impres 
the non-Jewish world with the excellency of the Jewi h faith, and 
who converted the Jewi h national l\Ie siah into an "incarnation of 
a di in p wer who hould jud e men at the end of day . ational 
re toration \ a the ery heart of th l\Ie ianic ideal from it very 
inception. To ub titute for thi national ideal an anti-national 
purely tran cendental nebulou 111 sianic Ag on the plea of re-
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v lution i t b ruilty mt f r vL·i n but , f 1i t rti n. 
th n , and count rf it. 

Fortunat 1 th vie,,, f th e m n did not I r vail. Th y w r 
quickly chall ng d. 1 he ma of J \ TY r oil d fmm them. The 
fa t f lif di • th fum • of th ir uni\· r~ali. ti · roman -
incr. Th y h di ·er dit d in th v ry land of th ·ir na-
tivity. The , b cau of it · p culiar poli i al and 

cial c nfi ur ti n for a tim gav op to h id a · and th 
w r r iv d with • a l favor am f ur 
p opl particular! am ncr ur G rman-J wi ·h immigrant.. I ut 
th y ar bein rapidl a band n d. 
Pitt burcrh Declaration felt th inad 1ua • of t 1eir delinition. 'l\ i 
in th D Iara ti n th y p ak f th II J wi. h I O( 1 .' 'I h y do rn t 
d fin th t rm "p pl ' bu th v ry fa t that th y r :ort d t 
th t rm indicat that th f lt that th t rm "r ]i~iou ·ommunity' 
·om how failed to o er th full an ·a of J wi h r ali i . . 

Dr. Kohl r who convok d th Pi t burgh ~ nf ren and h ]p I 
to draft it D clara ion. f und it n ary in hi Th ology to ·up-
pl m nt thi d finition of I rad a a r Hgiou community, with th 
c ncept of rac . • Th J , i b rn into i (Judai m) an anrn 
extricat him If from it e n by h r nuncia i n of hi · faith, which 
\ uld but r nd r him an ap tate J , . Thi ondition .·i ·t • lJ -
cau the racial mmunit form d and till f rm , th ba i of 
the r Iicriou c mmunity. I i birth n t nf ion, that imp : 
n th Jew th bliaation lo , ork and triv for th t rnal veriti 

of I ra 1 for th pr rvati n and propaaati n of whi h h ha b n 
cho n b the G d of hi t r . ' p. 6.) 

Bu "h. i ncept f "ra • any mor .'alt d than ··n· -
ti n "? \Yh h uld ra ial fa tali m c mmit on irr \'ocably t 
r Ii i u belief \: hich hould b \i luntary? If n not f th ra 
can b come a J , by acceptino J udai m , h an not n x ri at 
him elf from Judai m b rejectina it? Id ntifyina Judai m , ith 
rac i no m r 1 ical and in our day far m r prov a 1v than 
identif 

Dr. 
belie 
quite a 

in it , ith nation.' 
yru Adl r thou h belon in to h 
that th J ~ ar nl a reli i 

in denying tha the J \ 
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addre before the eminary Nati nal ounci1 he d clar d: ome
time peop1 ay that th y are Jew by race and sometim that they 
are Jews by nationality. o p ople i uff rin today more from 
this race or national th ory than the J ewi h people, and to th extent 
that thes doctrine have been preached, we have gi en a weapon 
into the hand of our enemie .... The German State does not close 
ynagog it does not f rbid religiou teaching . The tate outlaws 

the Jew on the race theory .... "h then hould we fall into this 
trap? \\ hy hould we declare our I e a race or kultur? ... Let 
us get into our minds definitely once for all that even before the 
destruction of the Temple e,·en before the destruction of our nation 
in Palestine, we b came a reli iou community, and that we are or 
we are nothin . 

Dr. Adler labor under that fond illusion which we discus ed above 
-that if our enemie would only realize that we are a religious com
munity and not a race or a nationality they would automatically 
cea e to hat u . But thi highly adju table diplomatic philo ophy of 
Jewi h hi tory deceives no one. Inst,ead of centering hi attack upon 
the wh le fal e race-theory of the tat , hich, in Germany had its 
ori in in the He · lian the i that th • late mu t be a national 
unit ba ed on race homogen ity Dr. dl r coun els the Jew to 
abandon entirely the very concept of race as a factor in Jewish 
survival. This is in keeping with those ad and futile tactics of so 
many Jew in the last one hundred years who tried to whittle down 
the content of J wi h life in order to meet a temporary political 
emer ency. 

It i idle of cour e, to talk of our people as no longer a nation but 
a religious community in the face of the fact that millions of Jews 
are today reco nized by the law of nation a national minoritie in 
Poland, Lithuania, Czecho lovakia, millions more as a distinct na
tionality in Soviet Ru ia where an autonomous Jewish region is 
actually bein built and hundred of thousand in Pale tine where 
a Jewish homeland is bein created under the term of a mandate 
of th Lea ue of ation which r co nizes not only the national 
exi tence of the Jewi h people but it historic claim to a national 
home. It is not only idle to-day to repeat the 'religiou -community" 
shibbolet of the early Reformers but also quite fanta tic. 
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It should be borne in mind al o that nationali m is om tim 
jorced upon the Jew, even when he doe not particularly rav it. 
In the struggle, for exampl , b tween the num rou nati naliti in 
Ea tern and Central Europ , each clamorin for elf-d t rmination 

' the Jews, living in their mid t, have had t tak ide r to d clar 
them elves to be an independ nt nati nalit . of 
accepting the culture of Ruth nian , r ati n I vak an I of 
other nationality group which v re far inf ri r o th ir \ n r f 
a erting their own. No J ewi h roup v a a c mpl t ly d nati n
alized a were the Jewi h communi t of Ru ia. They w r anti
religiou , anti-Zionist, anti-H brai t. They w re Int rnationali t . 
Their ole allegiance wa to the prol tarian cla . nd y t with th 
triumph of communism the e er J ewi h ommuni t ha b n 
forced by the lo0 ic of e ent no only to carr on a m mb r f 
a distinct J ewi h nationality in oviet Rus ia but to und rtak th 
building of a separate Jewi h Republic in ib ria. One ann 
therefore, in the face of the e political realitie in J wi h lif , main
tain the theologic fiction that the Jews ar only a reli iou m
munity. 

And what of the myriad of our people who re non-religi u or 
anti-religiou who can accept neither the th 1 y of Judai m n r 
it code of reli ious observanc Orth dox or R f rm, and v h ar 
yet ery loyal and active Je~ • ? I there no r om f r them in th 
hou ehold of I rael? There would not be if , r r ard d I ra l 
as a "reli ious community exclu i ely. But b in a nati n and 
not a religiou community, there i room in I ra l for all Jew x ept 
for tho e who do not wi h to b Jev and who declar : U~ J'N 
1J':JN n':J:J i1~nJ1 p~n '\Ye have no p rti n or inh ritanc in 
our father hou e. . . . nd th e are b ing tra ically r mind d in 
ome part of the world today that e en th ugh they f r ak th ir 

inheritance in their father s hou e th y will not find th i r porti n 

or inheritance anywhere el e in the world .... 
hould we not rather r oard it a pro id ntial that in th da 

when formal religion is lo ing it hold upon great numb r of ur 
people and when this lo thr at n to und rmin our e i~tenc a a 
people, that the national and racial entiment ha be n r kindled 
among many of them so that they wish to remain Jew and t link 
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up their d tiny wi h th d tin of I rael in m if not in all f 
the ph re of it creative lif ? 

The J wi h p opl produ ed th J wi h religion but p ple and 
religion are not yn n mou t rm . The J , i h r li i n- and I u e 
the term in it cu tomar en f r I do n t beli v that a cl v r 
n ol gy-the u e of a , rd in a ne-v and un ancti n d en - i 
qui al nt t a n , th I g - i a c lo al and world-r v luti nizincr 

c ncour of piritual id a un( ldin~ it H in th lif of a 
p ople of a particular charact r and temperam n but the Jewi h 
reli ion doe n t xhau t th full c n ent of the Jewi h p ople. In 
relation to it religion I rael i b th immanent and tran c ndent as 
i • every gr a arti in r lati n t th er ation f hi geniu . N?1? 
ili1ni1 i1l1'il N~ ~Nirl'' 'l:l d lared Judah Hal vi. If ther 
had be n no Je\7 ther would hav b n n Torah and th J \ 
did not d riv th ir hi h e tat from .i. l e but lo e derived hi 
high e tat from h J w .' ' ( uzari 11.56.) 

The J wi h religion i the er ,, ning achi m nt of ur p pl and 
our uprem giH t ci ilization. It po e ed uch va t re er oir of 
spiritual truth that it ha been able to u tain and in pire genera
ti n upon generation of our people and to retain their acrificial 
lo alty und r all drcum tance and upon all level of ultur . It 
thu becam the tron~e t fact r in the urvival of our p ple th 
NO"P ~ro irvp, th - nduring tie.. It is doubtful wh th r the J w-
i h pe pl can long ur ive in the dia para without it- unl th 
oth r ur i al fact r ar r inf re d to a d gre which will com
pen at uch a major lo . J \J i h ular cultural aut nomy may 
b po ibl in countri , h re the J wi h gro 1p achieve minority 
ri ht . In u h ountri th J wi h roup may urvive even if 
divorced from r li 0 i u loyalti . Thi i p ~ ibl th uoh not prob
able. But in c untrie wh r minority ri 0 ht are n po ibl where 
there xi ts no activ anti- miti m v hich fore th J w ba k 
up n him elf the ta k of J \l i h ur ival will bee me increa incrly 
difficult a r ligion lo it infiu nc up n J , and th r with al o 
it po er f na ional c n en ation. 1 ho relicriou 1 ad r th r -
fore, who ar today, teachin° th r li ion f I rael to their people 
are not only leadina them to fountain of Iivin truth which can 
sweeten and refr h their indi\ idual liv but ar al c n r ing 
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the mo t potent force which, throu bout th , ha 
preserved the Jewish people. 

But uch religious leader hould not at em t to ub ti ut a part 
for the whole--e en if it i the major part. Havel ck lli in hi 
introduction to J. K. Huy man A Rebours mak th int r ting 
ob er ation that the e sential di tinction b h n th cla ic and th 
decadent in art and literature i to be found in the fact that in th 
cla ic the parts are subordinated to the , h l 
caden the whole i ubordinat d in th part . 'Th cla i 
af er tho e irtu which the whol may b t xpr : th I t r man
ner ( the decadent) depreciat the importanc f th , hol for the 
ben fit of it part and tri e after the virtue of individua]i m. ' 

Jewi h life also po e ed in it great p h thi la i ba]an 
and the aim of reli iou leader t da h uld b t r tor it. Iany 
tributaries flow into the historic cnann 1 of J wi h lir . r n r cent 
year ome zealou and mo tly uninform d parti an ha att mpt d 
o reduce Jewish lite to -v hat i only a fra ion of it lf - t ra r 

nati nali m r folkway or th ologic ab traction . Qui 
ciou l they are all falsifying Jewi h life. It i a mark of d 

in the dia pora that o many of our peop]e hav ht lhe n 
cla ic harmony in Jewish life and are attempting to ub titut a 
part for the whole. 

It i the total program of Jewi h life and de tiny which th r -
Ji iou leader of ur people hou]d tre toda - the r ligi u and 
m ral value , the univer al one pt , th mandat of mi ion a w l1 
a the Jewish people itself, and all it nati nal a piration . Thu th 
tr n th and ecurity of our life , ill b r tri v d and , h th r in 

Pale tine or in the dia pora, w hall m f rw rd unafraid upon 

the road of our de tiny. 
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