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My Zionist career began when I was a lad of eleven. At the
suggestion of my father I organized, together with my brother Maxwell,
the first Junior Zionist club in the United States. We named it the
Dr. Herzl Zion Club, after the illustrious founder of political

Zionism wvho had died that year.

When Dr. Herzl died, my father, whos=ioved Zfomwith a
pagsionate love, mm:m in his "Eprince_and a
leader has-this day fallen in TSTael." A few dEys—imter<he took us

to a packed memorial service which was held in one of the large
synagogues on the lower east side of New York, where men and women
wept bitterly as if for a lost son. They wept for an uncrowned king
who, in a few brief years, had kindled the hopes of a homeless people
and, by the magic of his personality, had stirred their Messianic

dreams of




national restoration, yet had died a poor, broken and tired man at

the age of forty-four.

The f].ub conducted its meetings, which were at first held in

the narrow quarters of our home, in Hebrew. Father supervised our
programs and corrected our Hebrew. My beloved mother, proud and
happy with what we were doing, looked after us lovingly and, from
time to time, added Wtﬁ our intellectual repasts.

We were five children--Bessie, Pearl, Maxwell,and our youngest
sister Rose. Pearl died ySmmg, in 1931, and though many years have
since passed, I think of her often.

Both Bess and Pearl worked and augmented the family income.
Thelr earnings made it possible for the younger children to go to
school and High School. By the time I was Bar Mitzvah I also con-
tributed something to the family budget. I taught English to
immigrants much older than I, and Hebrew to children somewhat younger
than myself. During the High Holy Days, I earned a few dollars
singing in a imgogue choir.

We loved to eing in our home. Father wrote his own Hebrew
melodies and composed his own music. He had a fine voice. I some-
times sang some of hie songs at public gatherings which our éﬁn‘b
arranged.

Our iluh program consisted of discussions in Jewish history
and literature, debates, recitations, and lectures by adults who were
invited to address us. We arranged for open meetings to which the
public was invited. Before long we edited and published a little

magazine of our own in Hebrew.
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The most attractive feature of our pmgram-—“ the annual

productiong of a Hebrew play which we presented in a rented theatre ,
on-the-Rasteide. Abraham Goldfaden, the father of the Yiddish

theatre, interested himself in our club and wrote his first and only

fiﬂ-ﬂ.’?
Hebrewv phewy, "David in War", for us. He also composed the music and

personally trained us in the acting. mﬁ“& visited the
numerous soclieties and Landsmannschaften with which the East Side
abounded in those days, addressed their meetings and sold tickets.
We fi Eti: ?]Pg]ﬁ:'n Theatre on the Bowery beweapaoidy» and the play
was a success. It was the first Hebrew production anywhere in the
United States and it created quite a stir.

er productions were to follow. A colleague recently aen't_:

-~

me & review ®f the play, "Moses", which we hed produced in 1209}’ Thre-

Ao/ sk N -

: ppeared {n the magazine “'I!Imutreﬁ_:“, In a pleasap ‘and light

vein it praised the
performance of "Moses"

professional actor.

under the name of Young Judea.

and communal workers and leaders,




The seven years between 1904 and 1911, thasspess wvhen I left
Qe Gn | We

for Cincinnati to enter the Hebrew Union College, were guishesing

and developing years for me. The vital and culturally stimulating

environment of the East Sidﬁ ofghhoso-yeampe, alive and turbulent with

ideological controversy, bubbling over with the ferment of old world
ideas in their new world bottles, the opportunities for manifold
expression which the club afforded, were all that a young man could
ask for in his formative years. Jiad-SRd-sptrit-iSS=gutuhaned.
Though bread was not always abundant, the fullness of life was there,
comradeship and challenge and beckoning horizons. We enjoyed a rare
freedom of movement and scope within a traditimal Jewish discipline
vhich was accepted by us as a matter of course. We were, as it were,
on our own in a world where to be on one's own meant, as a prior
condition, loyalty to a revered way of life.

Among my unforgettable memories of those years were the
lectures of Zvi Hirsch Masliansky. I sat every Friday evening in the
wings of the stage of the Educational Alliance--Masliansky was fond
of me and had invited me to sit there--and I listened to the captiva-
ting flow of his eloquence. After these many years I can still taste
the sweet honey of his words. Masliansky was the most popular
preacher-lecturer on the East Side, im=bhosewisgs. Thousands flocked
to hear him. He would enrapture his audience by his eloquence and
vit, by the vivid portrayal of the life which the immigrant listeners
had left behind, its spiritual grandeur, as well as its physical
poverty, its tyrannies and repressions. Vast congregations would sit
spellbound as he spoke to them of the New World, its promises and

horizons and of the many problems which confronted them and of the




frictions which were developing between parents and children. His
impassioned words would reach heights of poetic fervor and grandeur
when he spoke of the people of Israel, of its destiny and the hope of
national restoration in Palestine.

In the Fall of 1911, I left for Cincinnati. In pursuing a

Rabbinical career, I was following a family tradition. My father was

an ordained Rabbl and so was his father before him. He had studied

— F Tl‘lil
a8t the famous Yeshiva of Slabotka in Lithuania) _Bahuive never occupied

a Rah'ﬁ:lnic post either in the Old World or the New. In Neinstadt,

Lithusnia, where I was born, Father vas a smsii=towpeaeap manufacturer of $s4F,
He earned his living in New York as a teacher of Hebrew. Though him-

self Orthodox, he raised no objection to my enrolling in a Reform

seminary. He belonged to the Haskalsh--the "enlightened" wing of

Orthodoxy. He was at home in several languages--Russian, German,
Lithuanian--and he wrote a beautiful Hebrew. Years later, when he.

settled in Palestine he published two volumes of Biblical commentary,
"Chashukel Kesef" (Filigrees of Silver) which critics have praised as

a fine blending of Rabbinic and scientific scholarship.

My decision to enter the Hebrew Union College was not the
result of any clear ideological choice. Because of my love for tse My
hmM‘ha the religious way of life of my parents, I
had then and still have a warm affection for Orthodox Judaism, but I
felt no strong intellectual commitment to it, either as to its practice
or doctrine. I and my young friends were reaching out, quite un-
consciously, for a more liberal type of Judaism. I was aware, of
course, of the anti-Zionist tradition of Reform Judaism but before me

were the examples of eminent men like Gustav Gottheil, who though a




Rabbi of the leading Reform Temple in New York was also Vice-President
of the Federation of American Zionists; and of Judah L. Magnes, a
graduate of the Hebrew Union College--and a one-time instructor there--

who was Secretary of the Federation of American Zionists and at the

same time Rabbi of a Reform Temple. That was true also of J Stephen

S. Wise, who headed a liberal congregation in New York and was a leader
in Zionism. One really never knows what motivates the basic decigions
of ofl®s life, but looking over the years I am inclined to believe
that the decision which I made was a wise one.

I spent four years at the Hebrew Union College and at the
University of Cincimnati. My days there were wesy pleasant. The
members of the College Faculty were masters in their respective fields,
some of them world-renowned. They revealed to me the quality and
depth$ of genuine Jewish learning and each in his own way influenced
me, some by their remarkable scholarship, others by the example of
their lives, still others by the gemuine warmth of their personalities.
No attempts were made to indoctrinate the students. The sharp con-
troversy over the issue of Zionism which had raged at the College a
few years prior imesssgriaspee and which had resulted in the resigna-
tion of two of its professors, had apparently subsided, and while the
College still reflected the prevailing anti-Zionist position of early
Reform Judaism, it was no longer militant about it. A student could
preach a pro-Zionist sermon in the College Chapel if he so desired.
Some of us did, and I was not disciplined for it.

During my first year in Cineimnati, I-qj@® helped to organize
a Hebrew-speaking society, the "Ivriah". We held public meetings and

organized courses for the study of modern Hebrew. My early love for




Falken ¥
the Hebrew language was, of course, a byproduct of my chi-diveed

training and-my—hreme-emvivenment. In later years I came to understand
how vital the cultivation of Hebrew was for the preservation of
Jewish life. No Jewish community ever contributed culturally or
scholastically to our people's life which did not foster the Hebrew
language or Hebrew literature. No Jewish community ewer survived

for long which ignored Hebrew. This is an ineluctable fact of Jewish

experience. We have armor against everything, except amharazut.

I was ordained in 1915 and I was called to my first pulpit in
Wheeling, West Virginia. The community was relatively old, as Jewish
communities in the Ohio Valley go, andssse thoroughly Americanized.
Almost everyone belonged to the temple,and attendance at worship on
Friday evenings was relatively better than that of their descendants
in later times. T“x-: ‘lg};;;;ﬁé{; Judaism was greater than their
knowledge of it. Religious education in the Sunday School was
rudimentary, with untrained volunteer teachers and inadequate
felt@ans textbooks. But much of the life of the community centered
in the temple.

I served ges»etbi in Wheeling for two years, during which
time I learned much about the nature and problems of a small Jewish
comunity in the Middle West. Jewish life here was far more peripheral,
much less rich, than the more intensive Jewish life which I knew in
the East. As a rabbi, I came close to the people whom I saw, perhaps
for the first time, as individual human beings in the setting of their
everyday lives--not merely as a group abstraction. I found great
warmth and helpfulness, and to this day I cherish my pleasant memories
of them. ©Some years later I returned to Wheeling to marry Virginia

Horkheimer, who has shared my life and graced and gulded it ever since.




I was called to the pulpit of The Temple in Cleveland in
1917 and I have remained there emewr since. Cleveland had a Jewlsh
population of eighty thousand. Already in those years The Temple
was an important and influential congregation. My predecessor, Moses

J. Gries, was a man of dedication and of high personal integrity, but

ultrg}eform in his interpretation of Judaism. In later years I was

to reintroduce many elements of ritual and ceremony which he had
discarded--the Friday evening and Saturday morning services to
supplement the Sunday morning lecture-service, as well as the teach-
ing of Hebrew in the Sunday School and on weekday afternoons. Rabbi
Gries was anti-Zionist and so presumebly were the mejority of the
members. But my "reforms" and my Zionism, which soon made themselves
manifest, did not encounter amy marked resistance. Perhaps my youth
and the reception which the entire community gave to my preaching,
helped me. The Temple always allowed me & free pulpit. Occasionally
I found myself under the necessity of advocating a social, economical,
or political cause which was unpopular or distastéful to some or to
many in the congregation, but no effort was ever made to restrsin me.
When in later years I had to absent myself for long periods of time
in connection with my Zionist activities Lhreughows-wi—omreryy—or
O¥SESaRe, the Temple people were extremely patient with me. On my
seventieth birthday I told my congregation it had been good to grow
old among people whom one loved.

Our two sons, Daniel Jeremy snd Raphael David, were born in

Cleveland. Daniel Jeremy is now reabbi of The Temple. Raphael David,




a graduate of Harvard Business School, is active in the business
world. Both have brought Jjoy to our home--they, their wives and their
children.

Cleveland has been a good city to work in. The cosmopolitan
character of ite people endowed it with a commendable spaciousness.
Intolerance of any sort found it difficult to take permanent root.

Cleveland has a strong liberal tradition dating back to the days of

hAs
Mayor Tom Johnson. Neither reaction nor radicalism made much headway

HAS BFF?f
in-Clewelamd, The city W carried along by a sound, confident and

steady-going liberalism.

The sense of civic unity in Cleveland is evidenced in its
Commmunity Chest. I attended the very first Community Fund Campaign
in 1918 and I have remained close to the Fund ever since. I was
privileged to open many of its Campaign meetings. The Community Fund,
the first to be organized in the United States, was a civic achieve-
ment of more than local significance. It was a pioneering effort,
experimental in the extreme, but it succeeded, and it carved a highway
for the community idea in philanthropic giving for the entire nation.

Cleveland is a tolerant city in a religious sense. The various
religious groups iashsssemmsamisby carry on their activities in amity
and frequently in cooperation. There have been wigmy few instances of
bigotry and sectarian hostility. I have been a member for more than
forty years of a group of clergymen of various denominations called
the Alathians. We meet monthly in each other's homes. A paper is read
by one of the members on a subject of his own choosing of common
interest to our profession and ministry. It is then discussed freely

and fully. Following which we sit down to a fellowship dinner. No




publicity is ever given to these meetings and no resolutions are ewer
Thay ki
adopted. But i:t.rhm served as a valuable clearing-house for ideas,

and a vehicle for better understanding and-gcodewbid—ti-ihe-veligious
C Uttty sf-Gievedand.,

1
9.1, fud 4 [{*""L

I came to the Temple during the First World War. DBefese-dong

v g lY weaTlY Wwpns AT WADL

. Lemple-poys—left—for—the—war;—sote—mever

comphedety engulfed-us-=ull. I threv myself heartily into "the war to
end all wars”". I attended mamy patriotic rallies and spoke in many
parts of the country in behalf of ILiberty Bonds. In the summer of
1918 I went over-seas for the United States Committee on Public
Information and at the request of the French High C-::«:l:lzi.|.=-,E;1..::1+:n}J I
visited the Front, the Army Camps, hospitals and the i allation€of

the Red Cross, the Y.M.C.A., the Jewish Welfsre Board and the

Salvation Army. mmo see what provisions were made

for the care of our troops over-seas. )

In France I met many distinguished Frenchmen--Albert Thomas,
Meurice Barrés, Joseph Reinach, Emile Boutroux and others and learned
their views on the future peace, on Franco-American cooperation and
on Russia, where the Bolshevik Revolution had but recently overthrown
the Kerenski govermment and had pulled Russia out of the war. I
returned home to tell of what I saw. My report was seemingly not all
that the super-patriots expected for thereafter and until the m'- =
‘5-5- a member of the Secret Service attended every one of my Sunday
morning lectures.w..At the close of the war I was decorated by the
French government, "Officer de 1'Instruction Publique".

I was disillusioned with the Peace Treaty, vhiehrfoldowed—the

'll;hr- 1 spoke out against it: *The treaty of peace as we have it




cannot, by any stretch of the imagination, be called a peace treaty.
There is no promise of peace in it. It has many of the earmarks of
the Peace of Vienna of 1815 and the Treaty of 1871. It is imperial-
istic to a degree and vindictive in a frightful measure. The spirit

of vae victis 1s written large in it. One looks in vain for that

spacious generosity, that spirit of forgiveness and reconciliation,

that healing sympathy which one was led to anticipate from the words

of our leaders and spokesmen." {@@ewliin-the-Pime-af farvest ", Mac-
mi3ian.Conganyyd@63;-pr-307)/ (June 1, 1919)

I was persuaded that the League of Nations which President
Wilson was urging upon the Allied nations with so much idealism and

with such cogent logic would be endangered by ‘I!Ee' harsh terms of=ble

Peace Preaty which-was belng-imposed—upon—thedefented-nebions. I hao beon

% been a strong advocate of a League of Nations and had

spoken in many cities in favor of it, but when I returned from a

second trip to Burope in 1920, after the Treaty of Versailles had been
published, I was convinced that "it was not a treaty of peace but a
treaty of war and that any league organized to perpetrate such a
treaty is organized for war." (Oect. 19, 1920.) In an address before
the Cleveland City Club, speaking on "Burope Revisited", I declared:
"What one carries back with him from Burope is a confirmed feeling of
the almost absolute futility of war. The gains which the world can
credit itself with as a result of the war do not justify the sacrifices.
European governments have learmed practically nothing from the war."
(Oct. 16, 1920.)

I was shocked and dismayed by the wave of intolerance, witch-

hunting and anti-Red hysteria which swept over our country after the
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war. Those were the days of the Red Scare and the Palmer raids.

Cleveland, too, was in the grip of this hysteria. On May 1, 9}9, a

parade of socialists an&?gfhpathizers was broken up in a bloody riot.

The next day two socialist centers were attacked by mobs, ransacked,
and their occupants beaten ugs
Free speech was muzzled in our city. Under the auspices of

the City Club, the one liberal body ia-Cleweisand which best kept faith (w

Y B ]

wibh TPle—lmericaldsal, I addressed open-air meetings @ p—thestdewedend

Public Square and elsewhere. I called upon ewr fellow citizens to
return to democratic sanity and to safeguard the traditional values
of our free American society. I helped to organize & group of

Cleveland men pledged to law, order, and free speech. I have always

not whether one subscribes to one policy or another, but whether, in
so doing, that individual is prompted by love of country or by selfish
motive$¢. A man who is devoted to his country; who seeks its welfare;
who works for its prosperity, is a patriot. He need not endorse
every policy ggfébvernment. He may believe that his country is
totally wrong in a given instance, and still be a patriot. He may
be conservative; he may be & liberal; he may be radical; he may be a
capitalist; he may be a socialist; he may be, if Lincoln is to be
believed, even a revolutionist, and still be a patriot.

In 1927 the national oboclety or Scabbaru and Blade, a fraternal
arm of the Reserve Officers Training Corps, the Key Men of America,
and similar organizations issued a Black List of fifty-six "dangerous

un-American personages who were working to undermine the government

by their communistic tendencies." I was honored by being included in

r AeEpe g
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Ly J}:J‘ wirne Bu el F:,u'u. L Miz2snss
this distinguished list. ¥t—contained-such-names as Jane Adams,

William E. Borah, Robert M. LaFollette, John Dewey, and Sherwood Eddy.

>
My particular crime seems to have been that I heartily endorsed the
A

World Court and that I had defended the cause of organized labor.

I was not troubled by this blacklisting, but I was troubled by
the growing intolerance in the nation as was evidenced by the large
number of these self-constituted so-called patriotic bodies which
were growing up like weeds on the American soil. Anyone who was a
liberal, an enemy of child labor, a defender of the rights of the
Negro, an advocate of the World Court, a pacifist, or anyone who
favored the recognition of Russia, was automatically blacklisted.
Later on I was to be blacklisted also by the Daughters of the American

Revolution.




To return to Cleveland and my ministry at The Temple.

In 1924 we moved into our new temple in University Circle.

It is a beautiful and spacious structure. The sanctuary is of a
modified Byzantine style. It has been described as "a building which
is not only architecturally satisfying, but which expresses in itself
the deeply religious spirit and the essential unity of the Jewish
faith." (The Architectural Forum, No. 1925.)

I have always had strong reservations on the trends in
contemporary church architecture. The church has lived with many
types of architecture in many parts of the world, types which it
created, borrowed, or embellished. The test of an effective church
style is neither its antiquity nor its modernity. Any building which
is conducive to prayer and meditation, which fosters in man a mood of
humble quietude and reverence, and which gives him sanctuary from the
clamor of the market place and the drabness of the commonplace is,
from the point of view of the mission of the church and synagogue,
good architecture. It may be old in design or it may be new, or it
may be & blending of the two--it matters not, provided the spirit of
man finds shelter in it and is moved by its beauty and harmony and
the memories which it arouses to dwell on the mystery of life and

the eternal ways of God.

A church design which is merely untraditiona} which deliberately

startles by its feats of novelty, which embodies abstractions in
constant need of commentary, or which attempts to make the religious
edifice "functional" in the mechanical sense of the term, aligning it
with the nigh universal trend toward efficiency in our industrial

society, misses, I am afraid, the unique and redemptive contribution




which a house of worship can make to the beset and troubled spirit of
modern men when it turns to the courts of the Lord in quest of peace
and spiritual security.

When a
instructed the word of

modern! How functio
P

In 1958 we added additional facilities to-cur—Temsle and we

acquired land to build a parking area and also a small park. We were
determined to remain where we were, and not to move to the suburbs
vhere many of our members were moving. I regarded the flight of
churches and synagogues to the suburbs as a mistake and as a surrender
of civie responsibility. We have had no oceasion to regret ]u:u“ decision.
Our membership through the years has increased, and the University
Circle, where we are mmx located, with its numerous educational and
social institutions is developing into one of the nation's meet
impressive cultural centers.
Here I have worked these forty years. In spite of many

utraﬁm:al andosadonghewn activities, and thesdemande-whieh-were

I tried not to
neglect my Temple work. I was in my pulpit most every week-end and
preached most every Sunday. I taught my Confirmation classes regularly,
conducted classes for adults, supervised the general activities of the
Temple and attended to the pastoral duties of my office. I did not
visit people as often as I might have for I did not have the time,
but I did not wholly neglect that part of my ministry either--and my

associates in the Temple supplemented my work. I have never regarded




the purely pastoral phase of a rabbi's work as of primary importance.
In the tradition of the rabbi, it never loomed large, though in the
eyes of many members of modern congregations it is all-important.
Historically, the rabbi was the teacher, not the pastor.

I prepared my sermons carefully, writing them out in longhand
and then memorizing them. I seldom spoke extemporaneously. —TSime-
reverenteef-tine spokan-uord. The inspiration necessary to the moment
may be late in coming. Only in recent years, or on occasions which
called for scrupulous care in wording,did I resort to a manuscript.

In whatever I sought to accomplish, the spoken word was my most

useful tool. My work through life has been principally a work of
persuasion and I had to rely upon the proper word, the proper argument,
the proper mode of delivery. Whether in the pulpit, the platform; or
at congresses or conferences, it was through the spoken word that I
could best represent my cause and on it w&my much often depended.

As a rule, my sermons never exceeded thirty to forty minutes.
Beyond that, both preacher and congregation reach a point of no
return. But capsule sermons to satisfy the quick-lunch taste of
modern temple-goers never appealed to me. They are usually devoid of
intellectual nutriment and free of spiritual caquies.

One of the subjects which I stressed in tﬂp pulpit and platform
was the importance of Jewish education. In 1922, f recall that in the
keynote addre;; which I delivered at the Golden Jubilee Convention of
the Union of Ame;ican Hebrew Ccngregayinns in Carnegie-ﬂall, I stated:

"In deference. to ourselves lﬁéxus be frank. Our religious

schools are inadequate. " Their curricula rudimentary and faulty.

,
ey

e S

The time allotted to the rel{siaun education Stnpur children is-all




s
too short. We cannot transmit a heritage of three thousand years,

the learning and wisdom of thirty centuries, the history, religion,

ethics, and literature of a people, all in_--ﬂhe one or two hours a

week during the few yesrs of the chi 1ﬁ'a'échoal lige, Wey—rebbis,
frankly cnn.fes:-m:p/ inahilit;n—to. copv-uith this pfab:l:em ¥ow-Jewlsh
umnmmloolp/taﬁ. It is youA mmt take—the’ inttiative in
mnmwm‘“ Hy concern led me tc- organize the
Bureau of J'ewish Education in Cleveland in 19211» with the aid of the
Federation of Jewish Cha.ri:ties and with the cooperation of the other

rabbis of the city. A gurvey had re-.realegl t.h-;t SounrseewssRouTand

]
Jewish children of school age, w_t_hcusaﬁ in our /

l‘-"lu., nl'i.*.l-_..v l “"'-' LS (S
commnity, were receiving no religious training whatsoever. 'I!her
e

Bureau applied jtself to the establishment of schools in all parts of

b, Rramas /

I'
the city, to the support of “the existing educational insti/tuticns
I

v g , and to the t ng of

mﬁﬂml teachers. I was glected president

of the/ Bureau and actively served in that capacit;/ for seven years.
/
The Bureau has served well through the years apfl today is an established

I
educational agency /;lr“ our community.

* *

In my forty-five years as rabbi of The Temple what was it that
I tried to teach my people about Judaism? I was never enamoured of
formal, systematic theology, though, of course, I had studied theology,
not only as part of my training, but subsequently to discover what new
ideas and insights had been added. I have found little new in the

writings of the renowned theologians of our day. Some were more
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obscure than others, some more ponderous ,thercabthess, but all ended
with the same few simple truths which are the essence of all the
religions of the western world, truths which the ancient seers and
prophets of our religion had stated with greater clarity, conviction,
and eloquence.

In preaching Judaism I never extolled one type of Judaism
over another. I never criticized Orthodox Judaism, nor deprecated
Conservative Judaism, nor extolled Reform, Judsgsss. I was never an
"orthodox" Reform Jew. Denominational distinctions interested me
very little. In fact, I was rather critical of Reform Judaism though
I was a Reform rabbi, perhaps because I was a Reform rabbi. I believed
that the pioneer reformers and their disciples were too zealous to

modernize Judaism, and togself-conscious about modernity. There was

T
e much emphasis in their thought and speech upon "reform," "change,"

"progress, " too little upon "rebirth," "return," "tracing back to God."
Nothing is so shallow and ephemeral as modernity. The very word
suggests a mode, a fashion, an improvised and passing version which
has its practical utility, to be sure, but which must not be confused
with that which is of the essence and of the eternal. They were too
eager to accommodate, to facilitate, and, strange as it may seem, to
conform--not to tradition, of course, but to the most recent thought
and practice of their day--the tradition of recency. They were
sufficiently intellectual in their critique, but lasting religious
reformation is achieved only by mystics who are concerned not with
the recency of their doctrine, but with the immediacy of their

religious experience.




Greet spiritual movements break not only with the past, but
with the present as well. They never attempt to modernize religion
but to restore it to its timeless spimtww=l essence, to its enduring
distinctiveness through all times and ages, to that which like the
flowing current moves and changes and yet remains the same. Quite
consciously they are movements of "return" to marvelous and decisive
beginnings so as to recapture n— ageless truth. They never set out to
adjust men to their social, political or economic enviromment. They
aim to tear |‘t‘.l&(...n‘f'rwzm from their enviromment. They demand m
surrender, ate].m‘:‘--4:1:1-11:&.151.].:'t renunciation of worldly comforts and interests,
and they offer e th: compensations of spiritual blessings. The
greatest religions were those which made the greatest demands upon
their followers and which called for the most rigorous disciplines.

For all their loyalty, learning and high-mindedness, ma.n}*‘ﬁ‘"-'-mh' O (7, amens
the Jlaadexs of our -moyement over-estimated the importance of -Simsdr

c-Ll-Hu &

ritual yeEwms. It was not long before it became clear that people
could refrain from praying from an abridged prayer book quite as
easily as from an unabridged one, that a Jew could fail to observe a
one-day holiday quite as readily as a two-day one, and that even
services of gt dignity and beauty could fail to impress and attract
if the disposition to worship is not there. It musy be clear by now
thot The omission from the prayer, book of the I
tion of Zion /did not appease th?-"'.lmrriendly

succeed in making more secure __t.iae position/of

Fatherland., It pust 4dem be clear by that/the Ji.-.v who spoke a

perfect German could be disliked as vehg¢mently as hﬁ who spoke a

perfect or 1mpeff=ct Yiddish. Those ve ﬁ.na}ly driven/ out of
Germany were Jews who had become perfectly mtnﬁmdpc ectly
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wedermtZed. This is not to suggest that many of the reforms were
unnecessary. But looking at them from the perspective of history,
which reformers frequently sacrifice for an apocalypse, they appear
far less consequential than they seemed at first.

The need for this type of reform was over & long &ime ago.
What is needed today is not the innovation or renovation or reform-
ation or reconstruction of Judaism, but the conversion of the Jew to
his faith. It is no longer a question of less or of more: but of Th.
godlessness, secularism, and m&teria]iamfﬁzhbhghted our people,

to
along with all other peoples, but/which we, because of our unique

&L'\u
position in the world, can least of submit. It is hopeless to try
n

to reach the heart of our people or to serve them by reviving old
slogans and battle-cries, or discarded rituals, or by confronting
them with the competitive claims of Orthodoxy, Conservatism, or
Reform. None of these has scored any significant victory in our day,
and life is now attacking them all.

And so, when 1 taught my people about Judaism, I spoke to
them not of competitive denominational ideologies, but of that which
is carved out of the everlasting rock.

I tried to transmit te-my-beeple the core insights of Judaism
which are easily recognizable in all stages of its development: that
God is One, indwelling in all nature, and yet transcending it, near to
man in all his needs and yet beyond man's comprehension; that God can
never be represented and is never incarnated; that man, while fashioned
out of the earth, is nevertheless made in the spiritual image of God;

that while man is bound up by his physical and mental limitations, he is




nevertheless boundless in his moral aspirations, and he is free to
determine his own spiritual progress through his own efforts, assisted
by the grace of God; that both body and soul are of God and that the
whole of man--body, mind and soul--is sacred; that all men are equal
in their essential humanity and in the sight of God; that there is but
one moral law for prince and pauper, for ruler and subject, for native
born and the stranger; that 1life is good and is & gracious gift of
God; that the evil which exists in the world can be overcome, and in
the overcoming of it lies the meaning and the adventure of human life,
and that a good age of universal justice and brotherhood and peace
awvalts the human race, to be ushered in by the efforts of the human
race; that there is a reward for goodness in time and in eternity, and
punishment for evil which can be averted through repentance; that man's
principal concern should be with life this side of the grave since
"the hidden things belong to God but the things that are revealed
belong to us and our children, that we may do all the words of the
law., "

I womldeadae ctressed that while Judaism is the religion of
the Jewish people, evolved by them and entrusted to them, their mission

was to spread its teachings to the whole world. The message of Judaism

uﬁi universal, Israel conceived of itself as a covenanted people,

trained through a self-imposed discipline to be, as it were, an army
of the Lord, to carry this revelation of the One God and of His
mandates to all men everyuhere.Iﬁizfias chosen not for any special
favors or special privileges, but for the hard, exacting obligations

of spiritual leadership which is so often a crown of thorms.




As an historic faith, infused with the life experience of the
Jewish people, Judaism naturally reflected in scmemed its customs,
symbols, ceremonies, and festivals the special experiences and the
special needs and hopes of the Jewish commnity, but the light of its
spiritual and its ethical vision is intended for the whole of mankind.
Judaism excluded no one from sharing in its faith because of race or
of caste. In fact, no one needs to be formally admitted into its fold
in order to be "saved."

This is the Judaism which I taught mpmeeste through the years
--in sermon, lecture, address, ﬁ:fﬂchsqm. This is the
Judaism which I applied in interpreting the events of the day, from
week to week, from year to year, not only to my own congregation but
to the numerous other groups which I frequently addressed.

It is difficult to estimate the effectiveness of one's
ministry. The minister deals in imponderables. A businessman can
point to his profits, the doctor to the number of cases that he cured,
*.'.I:'o- engineer to the number of structures or-ssddpes—vhich he built.
The minister can point to no such tangible achievements, He does not
know whether his teaching is followed or not, or whether his preach-
ing has any influence whatsoever. You have to have faith that the
seeds that you sow will, somevwhere, in some soul, take root.

I have found a strengthening of %ise spirit in study anf have

NE A ete ELC
managed to 2-&&‘:1 away #‘ﬁoﬁrs fnr some serious writing. In 1927

W
I published l; hookj "Messianic Speculations in Isrsel, from the First

through the Seventeenth Centuries.” Its nucleus was the doctoral
thesis which I had presented to the faculty of the Hebrew Union College

in 1925, which I now enlarged and completely revised. It was well
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received in the scholarly world. In 1958, when a paperback edition of

the-woel was published, I added a brief preface which carried the
story of messianic speculations up to the time of the establishment of
the State of Israel. I believe that Zionism and messianism tap the
same spiritual sources. Loss of national independence, the will to
live as a rehabilitated people in the national home, and an unfaltering
faith in divine justice established the force of messianic belief in
Israel. I found the beckoning vision of a redeemed humanity basic to
Israel's way of life then and now--only now the will to live and the
unyielding hold on divine justice H#thq practical strategies rather
than to pious speculations.

In 1931 I published & series of essays under the self-explana-
tory title, "Religion in a Changing World." It was a "best-seller”

among such books in its day. I find in my files a selection of

quotations, published by the Cleveland Press, which points the

direction of my thought:

Man's true life does not take place in time or space but in
the secret processes of spiritual growth.

One should not confuse that which is necessary with that
which is ultimate.

Man does not require much to be happy. It is in his striving
after the excessive that the roots of his unhappiness lie.

Man must have more than one world in which to live; for his
one world may collapse and then he is totally bereft.

There is nothing new in novelty.
Man possesses no rights other than the right to do right.

Man's first duty is not to express himself but to perfect
himself,

We are the richest nation in the world today and the richest
nations were always the first to succumb to moral decadence.




The liberal regards democracy not as absolutely perfect but
as progressively perfectible.

A man can be a blackguard even in Utopia.

Our age needs a form of good will which will not only tolerate
differences but which gladly uses them for the enrichment of life.

On the plane of common human aspirations all men may meet
without sacrificing their characteristic cultures or modes of life.

International good will is not a legacy of the human race.
It will be the achievement of those men and women throughout the
world who can think with & minimum of bias and feel with a maximum
of restraint.

Our modern pessimism is based on the belief not that knowledge
will not increase, but that increased knowledge will not bring us
increased happiness.

A trayful of mechanical toys, of engines, motors, radios, and
airplanes is no adequate compensation for the loss of human
freedom and dignity.

Not the least of the roles which religion should perform in
the modern world is to resist change--change which is unintelli-
gent, uninformed, and whimful. One of religion's great opportun-
ities is to tide mankind over its periods of confusion.

The flaunting of moral conventions, unaccompanied by a critical
appraisal and by a readiness to substitute still higher conventions
for them, is far from being a sign of moral advance.

At the heart of the atom, matter and energy become undisting-
uishable, merged into the one astounding miracle of creation, and
the heart of knowledge, science, and religion become one.in the
everlasting mystery of mind.

In 1956 "Where Judaism Differed" was published. It was an
inquiry into the distinctiveness of our faith and dwelt on the
fundamental insights of Judaism. To these I have already referred.

It was well received, and in a short time six printings were issued.
A Hebrew translation appeared in Israel in 1961.

In 1961 my book, "Moses and the Original Torah," was published.

Moses has| been relegated by the prevailing schools of Bikabesd ‘critics

i ]
to the wagwe legendary periphery of Seriptural history. It ﬂ argued

that he lived so long ago that whatever he taught must have been
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rudimentary and imperfectly developed. The doctrine of evolution cannot
be applied to man's spiritual life in the same way it is applied to
organic life. The advance of spiritual ideas is not necessarily slow
and gradual. What is intrinsically exalted does not necessarily come

late in time. I argued, in this work, that Moses in fact began Israel's

spiritual revolution; that the ‘Torah cannot be laid to the literary
i

prophets or to any other movement or event in m Bivlesswr® history.
I studied the owigdeml Torah of Moses to which the prophets of later
time frequently refer--its uniqueness, where it is to be found in the
Bible, and how it fared in pre-exilic times among the peoples of the
Northern and Southern Kingdoms. My approach was radical of current

assumptions, and the book aroused considerable controversy.

* * *

Jewish "intellectuals" have always been a problem to the

B ez

Jewish people. As a rule Wmﬂ

of a_conscious-or unconseieus esedpism. ’%hey entertain neither love
nor reverence for their people's heritage. They have cut their

moorings and are adrift. ::/

\The term "intelligentsia," like the terms "proletariat" and
"peasant, " is really not applicable to the structure of American
society. It belongs, or belonged, to the social stratifications of
the 01d World. When men speak of the Jewish "intellectuals"” in the
United States, they have in mind, presumably, Jewish authors,
jornalists, artists, philosophers, professors, etc., not necessarily
all the educated, college-bred Jewish men and women of whom there are

legion in our country.




Quite a number of this small group of alienated "intellectuals"
--if and when they treat Jews and Judaism in their literary products--

do so edigabdenely, disparagingly, and at times with acid and scorn.

Some of them do so out of ignorance. But a goodly number of them hail

from oldfashioned Jewish homes and fram a distinctly Jewish environment,

where—they-mecelved orthodax Jawish fraining. But they have removed
themselves E£rem—pegifive Jeuioheddde because they believe that there

are sweetler pastures elsewhere--higher rewards, both social and
monetary. To belong to a distinguishable and, at times, disfavored
minority group is too difficult & burden to bear. It is only after
these intellectuals become disillusioned, when they discover that the
rewards which they anticipated are not forthcoming, that some of them
return to the welcoming fold of Israel, a bit saddened and embittered
and a bit over-zealous. piues

From time to time these intellectuals are polled by some
enterprising magazine as to their attitudes towards Jew and Judaism
and the results are, of course, largely negative. These findings are
then interpreted to mean that there is a sharp trend among all
educated Jews in the United States away from Judaism and the Jewish
people, and toward non-religion and assimilation.

In 1926 the Menorah Journal presented several such intellectuals

in a survey of the Jewish cultural and religious scene in the United
States. One was Professor Horace M. Kallen, another was Elliot E.

Cohen, managing editor of the Menorah Journal and in later years editor

of Commentary, and the third was Henry Hurwitz, the founder and editor

of the Menorah Journal. The Menorah movement was founded in the early

twenties by a group of intellectuals to refurbish Judaism for the




modern college student--who had presumably outgrown the old brand.
These three "did a job" on American Judaism, the American
rabbi, and Jewish theological schools in the United States. Their
composite é::i;:;gwﬁf Americen Jewish life was one of lamentable
inadequacy. There was but one hope for American Israel and that was

in an adequately financed and endowed Menorsh movement.

Especially freevheeling and gross was the essay of Elliot

E. Cohen, whose particular bete noire was the American rabbi, but
YeroeTee—.

whose distaste for Judaism generally was no less sharp. Among the
rare pearls of wisdom with which his article was adorned were:

The Elders of Zion myth is a by no means distant cousin of
the Jewish mission myth.

The little respect our culture receives is that paid to a
people who stumbled on some spiritual ideas capable of
being incorporated, in & greatly improved form, of course, in
the culture of the West.

Lacking wisdom, our leaders take refuge in speech. Good
Watsonian behaviorists, they discover the springs of thought
in the voice box.

AN
Speeches and sermons are born of the air and destined to
vanish with the breath that gave them birth. 4

But they (the rabbis) are guilty certainly of a too weak
acquiescence in the degradation of the rabbinical function to

that of a spokesman--i.e. mouthpiece, of the ignorance, ambitions
and fears of the influential Jewish laity.

Mr. Hurvitz requested me to write a rejoinder to-thoseaitrmes .
"Let me repeat again most sincerely and urgently, my invitation to you

to write an article for the Menorah Journal, as soon as may be, to

present the situation as you see it in answer to Kallen's and Cohen's
articles. . . . You will be doing the Journal a very great service--
I believe you will be doing the cause of Judaism in America a great

service--if you will present your analysis of the situation, your




description of what the rabbinate and the synagogue have so far had
to build up in this country, and what you believe their future service

should be. May I count on you for this?” I finally consented to write

such an article. My WWW

s —— S

Galley proofe—were FULMLLLEd boMme Whir-Chmb-eoPses ttd RN TosRrned,

Mr. Hurwitz announced ﬁs 'fnrthcandng publication of sge=sebiede as an
i
e 4 NORCA -

indication of -buoadmbndednese—and falrness oiSheMenowah Journal .
On the eve of my departure for BEurope in July of that year, I

was informed by Mr. Hurwitz that the article would not be published.

I immediately turned ovem—the-smbiele to the Jewish Tribune of New York,

LvEViE T as FrRwiEP

=ttt in four weekly installments, beginning with the

issue of July 23, 1926.
i
Mr. Hurwitz attempted to Jjustify tire suppression of my article

in a letter which he sent to the Jewish Tribune. Upon my return from

Europe, I replied to it in the Tribune of August 20th.

"Upon my return from London today /I read the letter vhich

Henry Hurwitz wrote to you in explanation of the suppression of my |

article which had been requested and accepted by the Menorah Jourmal.

"Mr. Hurwitz states in his letter that I made two unacceptable
conditions to its publication, one, that it should be printed in full,
without change, and two, that no answer to it should appear in the
same issue of the Journal.

"This is correct. One will readily understand why these con-
ditions were made when one remembers that two of the three authors
whose papers I discussed are respectively the editor and the managing

editor of the Menorah Journal. When I requested that no answer should

be made in the same issue, I asked for my article the same privilege




which the articles of Dr. Kallen, Mr. Cohen, and Mr. Hurwitz enjoyed.
The editor indicated in a note which accompanied the galley proofs
that a reply to it would appear in the following issue of the Journal,
to which, of course, I raised absolutely no objections.

"Mr. Hurwitz was free to reject my conditions. He did not
reject them; rather he accepted them with alacrity and in writing.

"Mr, Hurwitz refers to the title of my article, 'Why Do the

Heathen Rage?'(a Biblical phrase, by the way) as 'the elegant

nomenclature of Rabbi Silver.' Here again Mr. Hurwitz's memory seems
to fail him. I submitted two titles for his consideration, the other
being, 'A Rabbi Makes Reply, ' and Mr. Hurwitz, himself, selected the
former.

"There is & subtle suggestion contained in Mr. Hurwitz's
letter that my article did not fully measure up to the established

standard of thought and expression of the Menorah Journal. Of that

the reader must judge. I am, however, again compelled to refresh

Mr. Hurwitz's memory. Upon receipt of my article, he wrote that he
was glad to get it 'and glad even after reading it.' This was in
April. Four or five weeks later, during which time the editor
undoubtedly had sufficient time to acquaint himself with the palpable
deficiencies of the article, he sent me the galley proofs. Shortly
thereafter, at a public meeting, he announced its forthcoming publica-
tion. In June, then, the article still measured up to the exacting

standards of the Menorah Journal. In July it failed utterly. . . .

"One must be a dour fellow indeed not to chuckle at the

literary vagaries of this distinguished editor."
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Thirteen years after I penned my critique of the Menorah
Journal, Milton Steinberg, the noted rabbi of the Park Avenue Synagogue
of New York, felt constrained to write a similar critique of Commentary
Magazine, a monthly journal of Jewish life, letters, and opinion,
sponsored by the American Jewish Committee. Its editor at that time
was the same Elliot E. Cohen, who brought to his new post the same
aversion to Judaism and rabbis, and the same predilection for secularist
themes and writers. Only this time he preferred literary confecti ons

which had a touch here and there of the pormographic.

doubt, " wrote Rabbi Steinberg, "whether either the editors
or the inner communications committee representative of the Americar
Jewlsh Committee are“gware of the extent and bitterness of the
hostility they have awakengd in broad sectors of Americaf Jewry,
especially among informed and“\committed Jews . .4 My complaint is
against the spirit which animates™t as die€losed in three circum-
stances, that the magazine has. stud#fu» ignored some of the most
significant elements in Jewiel 1life; that iM has consistently given
distorted presentationm to certain others, no le®s crucial; and,
finally, thai-€ll too frequently it takes on an air o condescension
end supefciliousness towards matters Jewish, including hisPsgic Jewish

sgaCtities, and of offensiveness toward Jewish sanctities."

The Menorah Journal lacked a positive Jewish program and

content. It made much of Jewish "culturetﬁanﬁ-uuia!ed—ta-iuuish
imeeETEETLs, but the culture was secularist in character, avoiding
any positive identification with Judaism as a religion. UNor was it
Hebraic in character or outright in its "nationalist” identification.
It vas neither Zionist nor emti-Zionist. Towards the end it became the

mouthpiece of the American Council for Judaism . . . "Culture, with us,"

to quote Emerson, "ends in headache."
#* »*




My philosophy of Judaism as a religious humanism led me to the
conviction that the organized religious community, as such, should
enter the arena of social and political life and work for the building
of the good society.

The primary and major service which the church and the synagogue
must render the cause of social justice is to galvanize, by education
and inspiration, the will of men so that they will seek justice and

pursue it. But they should not remain content to speak of social

(=
Justice in the abstract. Neither is an academy foilgbcial sciences.

They are, or should be, a dynamic agency for social reconstruction.
They must enter the arena of life and do valiant battle for its
sanctities.

Organized religion cannot, of course, align itself with a
propaganda for one specific economic system against another. It must
not involve itself in economic dogmatism. To do so would be to
suffer a severe loss in spiritual prestige and authority. n‘i'll:m‘w:a;ld
be compelled either to champion an existing order in spite of its
sundry and inevitable flaws, or a new order, which might fail ever to
approximate the virtues claimed for it. The organized religious
fellowship is not concerned with systems, but with the safeguarding
of principles which each age must be challenged to work into such a
system as will best meet its requirements. Whether it be capitalism,
socialism, or communism, there are basic principles of Justice at
stake in each, and organized religion must under all conditions

remain free to defend these ideals for which no system holds adequate

guarantees.




A minister is, of course, never entirely free in his profession.
No one working in and through an institution is entirely free. One
cannot expect to have the poﬂﬂ-iw independence, say, of a
prophet, and still be the endowed and accredited spokesman of an
organized group. In a minister of small integrity, this makes for a

measure of insincerity. But in most cases it serves to increase the

minister's patience without dec:‘t:easg.ng his courage or his dedication.
L T L .

P ———
This conviction as to the role of organized religion im=medern
-

seagdEty informed and impelled my active participation in the social

movements of the day. .
I'L.r"\"n' L"f- o TN =

EATALTT  my b
By 1927 the unemployment situation Ewmel}f

S rnusus
Sexdanps in Cleveland, as i

iN The, E v uitgy WA W

I urged our city government to undertake immediate large scale

L] v:!‘ﬁnt-;il ~e

construction projects as a means of bximmimg relief, {o—the—inemployed
Goa 3 It was at this time

A TEN yenn
that I began my campaign for statewlide unemployment insurance, wittth
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loy'ment was forecing thoussandg
instituffio gre g 2s0l8 ;A
soci afy 4 " —— l " 7
blot on o6t and richest country in the worlé.

Unemployment, I was convinced, was not an insoluble problem.
Periodic fluctuations of prosperity and depression were not inevitable.

The business cycle could, to a large extent, be controlled. If the




same amount of research and ingenuity which has|gone into the technical
improvement of American industry had gone into the problem of the
regularization of production, the stabilization of markets, and the
control of credits, the dread ghost of the business cycle would have
been laid long ago.

I urged that a law should be passed establishing compulsory
unemployment insurance for all workingmen. Every w. fs
entitled to be protected against involuntary unemployment, just as
he is entitled to be protected against the disability of sickness and
old age. Unemployment insurance is a legitimate charge against
industry in the same way as accident_isswsemee or fire insurance. An
insurance plan should be so drafted and premiums should be so graded
as to put financial pressure upon the employer to regularize employ-

ment within his industry.

CaigluyEe WiT e

‘'he Consumers League of Chio had been studyringsithncpwebhemecl
unemployment. In 1928 I urged upon it the wisdom of concentrating on

unemployment insurance, as—s mesars-of-solviag-the reiief prohlem-whieh

W. In April, 1930, the League appointed a
comml ttee esmimmpsnanployuent—inswsance with the idea of framing
legislation on the subject. The committee consisted of economists,

representatives of labor and industry, social workers, and civic and
religious leaders. It met weekly in the Parlor of The Temple for a
period of six months. It studied intensively every phase of unemploy-
ment insurance and the insurance plans which had been adopted in other

countries.

As an outgrowth of this study, i_tﬂm decided to aponaqz'?in
;j B l"";t-':_ﬂ.‘-gﬂd::j

the Ohio State Legislature unemployment insurance. -A public
w




meeting of citizens was called on December 15, 1930, to receive the
draft of the proposed bill for consideration and action. At this
meeting, the Cleveland Committee for Unemployment Insurance was
officially organized and I was elected chairman. The meeting voted
to authorize the Chairman to appoint committees to secure the endorse-
ment of other organizations throughout the State, to interview members
of the Ohio Legislature, to organize a Speakers Bureau and to do
whatever else was necessary to further the movement.

A LN
Our—’hié. was introduced in the Ohio State Legislature in

January, 1931, It was known as the Reynolds-Keifer Bill. Hearings

_on-the-Bill were held in Columbus and I appeared before the Legislature
on February 1Tth. Prior to my appearance, the Executive Director of
the State Council of Retall Merchants circularized the membership of
the Council with the warning: "When the eloquent Rabbi Silver appears
in Columbus before legislative committee, with packed galleries,
pleading for such & cause, LOOK OUT!"

At these hearings I said:

"I have been amazed in recent years as I became progressively
more and more aware of this problem, of the relative indifference of
the American public to the whole problem of unemployment until it
becomes as acute as it has in recent months. We assume that unemploy-
ment 1s inherent in our industrial system and can offer only emergency
relief. We have overlooked the social menace of unemployment.e«..It has
been said that irregular employment makes for irregular character, = o
meies for a break-up of personality. Social workers tell us of the
disruption which results when the head of the family fails to provide

for the needs of the family. He cannot endure the silent rebuke of




wife and children. Unemployment is forecing tens of thousands of self-
respecting working-men to the humiliation of begging at the doors for
charity.

"This Bill will not solve the problem of unemployment but it
will solve some of its evils. It substitutes for our unplanned anti-
social relief a dignified American method of relief. This Bill is an
insurance measure and not a 'dole'. It is the very antithesis of the
dole...The beneficiary pays for the protection which he receives and
the amount is clearly fixed. The plan is actuarially sound.

"It places no additional burden on the people of the State of
Ohio, for we are already spending millions in taking care of the
unemployed in an inefficient, haphazard sort of way...Why should not
the great State of Ohio take the first step in the right direction

vhich will immediately be followed by other atatei‘tjg,

\ "In mirance will help our state when it most needs help--during

periods of economic depression.
"The mind of the American working-man today is very restive.

During the next decade we will have to pay for the undernourishment of
these years, for the partial starvation to which we are subjecting our
children. How long will the American working-man tolerate a system
which compels him to use up his savings periodically? Russia is a
challenge to our whole system, which seems to acknowledge thatl unem-
ployment and misery are inherent in our capitalistic system. You do
not believe it, nor do I.

"This B:l.ll is sound, this Bill is practical. JZt is mnaemtive.

It haé ?’a.gam 1:113’,0 accourit al.'ﬂ the eﬂne_rj.mces of uther'\cpuntriae;




"I voice the earnest sentiments of men and women who work in

F \
the/field of religion, who are close to men and women in their great

nepds, "

There-were_thos e wholspoke against the ETJ:T.} (Tepresentatives
of industry and businessts'Both the Chio Chamber of Commerce and the

Cleveland Chamber of Commerce worked for its defeats

i
‘lhr-ﬁﬁ was killed in the Senate on March 12th, and in the

Pv blu_,a'f
House on March 26th. However, as a result of the wMtTwhich

M Camfi Ao

|
WeearcvlSil la-uenemplojuent lnsupance-by )uﬁ'e introduction of -the-Bill

PN YT 1,1;.,.
and due to the manifold activities of our committees throummont=the

i%e, the-Ohde Legislature on April 9, 1931, acted favorably upon the 4
recommendation of Governor White for the appointment of a Commission
"to investigate the practicability and the advisability of setting up
unemployment reserves or insurance funds to provide against the risk
of unemployment, and to recommend what form of legislation, if any,
may be wise or suitable to Ohio as a separate State and which may seem
to offer the best preventive remedy to avoid future distress and
suffering, such as is being undergone by our citizens who are unable
to find work through no fault of their own."

Governor White appointed this Commission in November, 1931.
It consisted of ten members with Senator J. A. Reynolds of Cleveland
as Chairman and Elizebeth S. Magee, as Secretary. The Commission
included a prominent industrialist, the Secretary of the Ohio State
Federation of Labor, the Master of the Ohio Grange, the Secretary of
the Springfield Chamberf of Commerce, two professors of Economics--one
from Antioch and the other from Ohio State University, the Director of
Information Bureau on Women's Work, an attorney from Cleveland, later
to become United States Senator, the National Secretary of B'nai B'rith,

and myself.




This Commission worked for a year and made a thorough study of
the field of unemployment insurance. On October 26, 1932 it presented
ite conclusions, together with the draft of—sisibiefew an Unemployment
Insurance Law. The Commission found that "unemployment insurance is
not only desirable and practical but that the state cannot safely face
the employment insecurity of the future without preparing for it by a
compulsory system of insurance."

The report, as might be expected, was not unanimous. Two
members, representing the employers and the Ohio Grange dissented:
"Instead of a substitute for charity," they wrote to the Governor,
"the proposed Bill presents an additional form of charity which may
easily induce idleness, discourage thrift, and leave a large part of
the present charity load as a public charge while the cost of compul-
sory unemployment insurance must eventually be borne by labor, the

er or the consumi blic. "=,
taxpay e ng public."s,

%'ﬁe representative of the employers on the Com-
-

mission, a Cleveland manufacturer, J. F. Lincoln, in addressing the
Associated Industries of Cleveland, charged that the three Jewish
members of theCommission (Dr. I. M. Rubinow, Proféssor William M.
Leiserson, and I) were the authors responsible for the Unemployment

Insurance Bill. He went on to say that all three were foreign-born, An~

hetreded. B8 questioned whether "these sponsors of the Bill had
absorbed the American spirit of initiative, of individual responsibility,
and self-reliance sufficiently to be trusted with the handling of major

social and political problems of the country."
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Similasly, the Ohio Chamber of Commerce, in ?\M
u&'@;ed the Commission's report, expressed "its resentment at the
impudent challenge hurled at us by foreign propagandists.” It asked,
"When were Christian charity, family love, neighborly kindliness, and
human brotherhood scientifi~?" It further stated that "this attempt
to foist upon the United States foreign ideals and foreign practices
during this trying period is indefensible and disloyal."

The Unemployment Insurance Bill of the Comiasif.ﬂfn;m introduced

into the Ohio Legislature in 1933. It was known as the Harrison-Keifer

Bill. _

-ﬂﬂr-_-‘i‘ll'tll passed the House but was killed in the Senate.

Organized labor at first opposed unemployment insurance, but
by 1932 a oompiete reversal of attitude took place on the part of the
American Federation of Labor. Thereafter, unemployment insurance had
organized labor as one of its staunchest friends in the State.

In 1934 T went to Washington and appeared before the Ways and
Means Committee of the House to advocate the passing of the Wagner-
Lewis Bill for Unemployment Insurance.

In June, 1934 I called a conference in Columbus to plan the
drafting and presentation of a third unemployment insurance bill.,

In 1935 a third bill was introduced, kpews—ws the Boyd-Hunter

AT Ts  freppceiss
BB&, vhich, like the , embodied the recommendationsof

Y
the Ohio Commission on Unemployment Insurance. Tigew=@®tl passed the

House but was killed in the Senate.
Finally, in December, 1936, at a special session of the S7ATE
Legislature, an Unemployment Insurance Bill was passed. by.shesStste

ofuflde vhich, in the main, followed the provisions of the original




=R
Ccm:lm:lsr:::tn::nn?:.ﬁi‘.:lt:i;:'r Through the years before its enactment into law,
the Ohio Plan was discussed in many states of the Union and stimulated
action in many of them. It was, in a way, the forerunner of unemploy=-
ment insurance in the United 51:.-5;.1:.«1*.‘hi - S e

From time to time I felt impelled to speak out in labor-
management disputes. Cleveland was then, as it is today, an import-
ant industrial community. As in most other cities, periodic attempts
were made to crush effective labor unionism. At the close of the
First World War there was severe unemployment in the city, and this
situation was seized upon to undermine the organized labor movement.
A leader in the campaign was the Cleveland Chamber of Commerce whose
president had been President Wilson's Secretary of War, Newton D.
Baker. In protest I resigned from the Chamber of Commerce. The
correspondence between Mr. Baker and myself was given wide publicity
in the local press. Labor leaders assured me that it greatly
strengthened their position. L."L!')'U{,‘
In September, 1930 I found myself again involved in a

labor-management dispute in which justice was on the side of labor.
The Hotel Managers of Cleveland broke a seventeen year old agreement
with the Cooks', Waitresses', and Waiters' Union, and the latter had
to resort to a strike in order to protect their right of collective

bargaining. The action of the Cleveland Hotel Association in refusing

AN
all forms of arbitration was clearly part of asemided effort instigated

and directed by powerful interests marshalled under the banner of the
Associated Industries of Cleveland, who were anxious to use the

b AAn oD
QeEmEE c depression to destroy unionism. I publicly eessbsiwed the

hotel owners' action as highhanded , and their refusal to arbitrate as
Wl TL |
indefensible. ’-ﬁr Mipe oF A Faccana(¢ PRets A# O

ﬁ.f' ip l't.. T‘* ET“_‘{KE L'V"J:. #ad " '_"; {‘"ﬂ' Iﬂ-.;l -ﬁ .
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Through the years I was called in on several occasions to
arbitrate labor-management disputes and to settle strikes.

Years later, in 1958, the issue of the Union Shop was again
revived. A "Right to Work" constitutional emendment was presented
to the voters of the State of Ohio. On that occasion I issued the
following statement, which was widely used by the Ohio Federation of

P Bt p———,
Laboritodefapt—thecamenament :

"Every man in a free society should have the right to work.
But every man, once he finds employment, also has the moral duty to
Join an organization of fellow workers which achieves for him,
through its organized efforts, the favorable conditions he enjoys in
his employment and affords him protection for the future. Everyone

is morally obligated to share in the responsibilities if they wish to

avail themselves of the rewards of collective effort. The theoretic

"Right to Work" which no one questions is qualified by man's moral

responsibility to assume the obligations which assure him the very
things which he seeks in his employment.

"It has been my conviction for many years that no free
society and no free economy can long endure in the modern world
without a strong organization of its working people. A strong labor
movement not only protects workers against expioivation but, at the
same time, will save capitalism and free enterprise from those very
abuses which ultimately destroy it."

The amendment was decisively defeated.




As I look back upon my political and economic attitudes, I

believe that I should describe myself as a liberal. I was never a
socialist, but I favored the welfare state. I was never a committed
political or economic party man--but I have found certain consistencies
in my judgments. In 1929 I penned vhat I then called the creem

-~ the untired and undaunted uhemm hr--{rans-

i B Woprd
pose #ﬁ‘jf&!ﬁ%ﬂp&iﬂghiﬁfﬂgﬁIﬁr'prﬂnﬂﬂn;ﬁn:—thiiplnrni and the ¢neto
my o~V

stabement becomes what ¥t in facF vas, A PE————

Tis is the creed I subsertihe to.

We believe in Man, in his slow, ascend?int progress, in the

autonomy of his spirit and in the primacy of his claims over the
claims of all forms of human organization.

We believe in freedom--the fullest measure of freedom
compatible with the fullest measure of responsibility.

We believe in authority--but only in authority sanctioned by
reason and consent.

We believe that the only tools of social progress are
education, experimentation, and cooperation.

We believe that to be well governed is not as important as to
be self-governed; that values bestowed are not as desirable as values
achieved. Hence, we reject all manner of milleniums proffered to us
at the spear-point of dictatorship.

We believe that all truth is made manifest through the contact
and clash of diverse opinions and that the W@y motive power of
progress is the free exchange of ideas and the exercised privilege of

nonconformity.
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We believe in tolerance but not in indifference, in enthusiasm
but not in fanaticism, in convictions but not in obsessions, in
independence but not in isolation, in conflict but not in hate.

", A X

In 1917, the year I came to Cleveland, the Communist Revolu-

tion took place in Russia. Nocmeliwkews=iwtder—eeuid-eor—would—wish to

The pulpit would
have relegated itself to irrelevancy if it had failed to give men
guidance on this powerful new phenomenon which was shsking the very
foundations of our society. Religion could not ignore it--for it was
attacking all religion. Democracy and liberalism could not ignore it,
for it was destroying them both wherever it could. It would have been
a simple matter to engage in wholesale condemnation and so find oneself
praised and applauded. But there were factors in the Communist
revolution which a religious leader was obligated to consider, and
epiritual elements which he could not ignore. As between the East and
the West it was not altogether a case of black or white--the perfectly
good system against the utterly evil one.

I have long been convinced that Communism is a disfigured
theory, and 1 have long been convinced that we must learn to live on
the same globe as the Soviet people and they with us. In 1920 I
stated in my pulpit, "I believe that Bolshevism is fundamentally
primitive and naive, and in practice wicked and destructive. I
believe that it does not and will not make for greater human freedom
or greater human happiness; and I believe that industrial democracy
and industrial progress must be sought along other lines than those

of class struggle and the dictatorship of the proletariat." (Nov. 24,

1920.) I have not changed my mind. In those early years I also




denounced the British blockade of Russia and called for the withdrawal
of American troops on the thesis that every nation must determine its
own life and in the belief that no one nation can compel the world to
mold itself after its image.

In 1917 I delivered a sermon which I titled, "Bolshevism--How
to Meet it." My central thought was, "Kill Bolshevism with justice,
kill it with love." That was very naive, quite as naive as were the
teachings of the founders of our faith when they confronted the evils
of their own day. My visits to Russia, in 1926, 1935, and 1961, con-
vinced me that most economic systems can achieve economic results end

The CemmeniyT CosTom
there remains no

that whatever our views c;:;:
option but living with it. I said this often. In 1961, upon my
return from my most recent visit, I put it this way: "I am convinced
that we must learn to live on the same globe with the Soviet people
and they with us. The Russians have adopted a way of life which is
theirs. I would not choose it for myself or for America. It has
stark and basic defects which we cannot ignore, and it has certain

merits which we should not underestimate. But their wvay of life is

-

Wl
theirs, and whatever is wrong with they they themselves will have to

correct in the fu%ure. Neither they nor we are always in the right.
The problem before the world today is not which system is the better,
but how the two can keep from destroying each other--and mankind.

Both are strongly entrenched and sufficiently powerful that one

cannot destroy the other without destroying itself. The question is,
then, not which will bury the other, but whether a war, once unleashed
between the East and the West, will not bury them both.

"The only alternative to annihilationist war is mutual
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accommodation. Many of the differences between us will have to be
left to the solvent of time. The two systems will certainly persist
concurrently for a long time. This should be accepted as an axiom
by this generation and the next, and the next. NNeither the communists
nor we are getting off the globe. We must all, therefore, make every
effort to free ourselves from the emotional climate of the cold war.
This, of course, applies also to the commnists, for the cold war
cannot be ended unilaterally. As a people, we should learn to live
more wisely and less excitedly, and to act more circumspectly and
cooperatively in world affairs, exploring every avenue of possible
agreement and bearing in mind that we can never have it all our own
way. As a rule, it is better to study our adversary--at times even

to learn from him--than to abuse him. We should go about our national

business witH®emotional tautness, certainly without self-righteousness,

in the full knowledge that while the worst can happen, in all likeli-
hood it will not; doing what we feel we ought to do at the behest of
our own national traditions and principles, helping where we can,
seeking no political compensation in return, craving no praise and
deterred by no threats, looking first to the soundness and Justice of
our own economy and the wellbeing of our people. No one will rob us
of our chosen way of life, nor will time rust our spiritual treasures,
if we cherish them lovingly."

In line with this position I favored diplomatic recognition
of Russia in the 1930's and Russia's admission to the League of Nations
and our semdy recognition of Red China after World War II. I felt
that our military intervention in Korea was precipitous and born more

of impatience than statesmanship. In an address titled, "A Letter to
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that we must learn to live on the same globe with the Soviet people
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nor we are getting off the globe. We must a@f, therefore, make every
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This, of-eeurse;applies—also—to the communisees for the cold war
cannot be ended unilaterally. As a people, we should learn to live
more wisely and less excitedly, and to act more circumspectly and
cooperatively in world affairs, exploring every avenue of possible
agreement and bearing in mind that we can never have it all our own
way. As a rule, it is better to study our adversary--at times even
to learn from him--than to abuse him. We should go about our national
business without emotional tautness, certainly without self-righteous-
ness, in the full knowledge that while the worst can happen, in all
likelihood it will not; doing what we feel we ought to do at the
behest of our own national traditions and principles, helping where
we can, seeking no political compensation in return, craving no praise
and deterred by no threats, looking first to the soundness and justice
of our own economy and the wellbeing of our people. No one will rob
us of our chosen way of life, nor will time rust our spiritual
treasures, if we cherish them lnvingl;.r."
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In line with theepesibdien I favored diplomatic recognition of

Russia in the 1930's and Russia's admission to the League of Nations

and our recognition of Red China after World War II, I felt that our

military intervention in Korea was precipitous and born more of i
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|

JAND T FEAarRER THE  lebee

RRLEE MANVI W1




e S o I»L—-—. ‘I.-q_.\- .1;,;_.{. L._._h.h-h = F-L...-...._\,...._.,._j"— | B . rﬂ-l'..‘l-—‘-‘—-—-—--
[ - l-’)--.q.-.--'-:_::l q.-u-hj"“'—"-“_h-—‘—-ﬂ— t‘h ——
i

-I';“__p
G ,_:\t%&,___ o\ ot b
j‘\

re. In the
A

sense gf omniscience 15- not conducive tcu and government, nor-is

isanship aqd”a desire to mafgfpolitical capital out of grave
international situations.
"There is in my judgment need for a re-examination of our
entire fore policy which has been going from bad to worse ever

since President Truman, on his own responsibility, announced the so-

called Truman Doctrire and pledged our country to resist Communism all

"These are some of the things E:b@_}lt:ﬁilich I should like to
\

write to Mr. Truman. I should also like;to“ﬁ;ar his attention to some

words which he himself uttered the other eveniﬁ ana suggest that in
in these dire
days. He said, 'There is no cgfflict between the legiti{mate interests
of the free world and those/of the Soviet Union that canndt be settled
by peaceful means, and will continue to take every hnnnrn\ln step
we can to avoid a gerderal war.' This is quite different from the
dogmatism, the§ tings, and the warmongering of so many others, which

are so freqpéhtly heard these days.

7




L

otalin, too, has declared more than once that the communist
world and -the capttalist world could live side by side inm one world.
Truian 1568 not ‘rust StaMm. Stalin doeé not trust Trwsan. ilehce
she= impﬁsaé.' 11.’;_; 'r_:lea;r that only in the direction of courageous
and continuous exploration of every avenue for reaching understand-
ings, 1f only piecemeal, only in the udirection of negotiation,
earnestly sought and welcomea, lies the hope of the world, Negotia-

-I'I'H.u. A
tion is not appeaseme:t. J#t s [he American peolu_e be persuaded

PT The 3coro BE
Iﬁ'ﬂc loaing their minds stthe=tewm—t the word ‘appeasement. '’
ie Doy a tabu device to parslyrze thought and wise diploma:
There snould be urgent ani ccotinuous exploration of every opportuw

for the coming to an understanding with the Soviet, a nati n which we

cannot defeat in war any more than it can defeat us. , .

F
ﬁd appeal to our national leadership ir Washing. n, wivkes

“We—make— i ati—gorer—wit, TOT VE arepri=ilavetved—in cne -comon

o As AND
d"ﬁ“% 8 Lo be courageous Aand una’rald, not *o bLe swayed by
partisan political considerations sana not to allow itself t
stampeded by warmongers, fanat! s, and cranks, an?® oy tuose wh
push us into war for reasons which have nothirg o do ik
country. There are those in our country who do not want an under-
standing with Russia. There are those even in nigh—wovecioen:
who-are ardentiy-advocating s preventive war-seill Bugsin. her

those who will try to sabotage any possibility ol ag eems

are our real enemies. ™
« « L !

I urged a friendlier attitude towards ‘omwunis® Russia in splte

of what I knfw about its attirude towurds religion, towards Z{ionism,

towards the Jewieh people in the Soviet Union.
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The regime in Russia is hostile to religion. Its leaders
boastfully avow their atheism. They do not seem to be as rabid and
grose in their uppcsitiun-h& as in 1920, but everything that the
government can do to eradicate it from among the people, short of
completely closing down all places of public worship, is done.

Anti-Semitism in Russia has had a long and dark history, and
the October Revolution did not uproot it. Russian Jews, it is reported, Cited)
are being steadily pushed out of positions in the top governing bodies
of the State and the Central Committee of the Communist Party, the
higher echelons of the Red Army, the diplomatic services, and the
higher brackets of academic professions and plant management .

I do not know how widespread this type of anti-Semitism actually
is in the U.S.S.R. today. Its existence is vigorously denied by the
government. But cultural and religious discriminations directed
against the Jewlish nationality group, as such, is certeinly being

practiceol The fundamental law of the U.S.S.R. grants cultural

Eac
autonomy and equality to all nationality groups. amy i'm a right

to ﬂﬁa own language, schools, press, and other cultural activities.
This has been one of the honorable and proud boasts of the Soviet
Union. The Jewish group is recognized as a nationality. Every Jew in
the Soviet Union is required to indicate that he is a Jew==just as
every Ceorgian that he is a Georgian. But unlike all the other
nationality groups, and there are many, the Jewish group enjoys none
of the rights of these nationalities.

It has been denied these rights because it is an extraterritorial

commnity, that is, not centered in any one territory or region. It is

argued by See apologists of the regime that those who wish or wished
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to enjoy such rights could, or should have, migrated to the autonomous
Jewish region of Biro-Bidjan in eastern Siberia, which the Soviet
established. This argument, of course, ignores historic realities.
Jews, though widely scattered, always constituted a separate ethnic
and cultural group in Russia which, even in the darkest days of the
Tzars, were free to exercise their religion, and free to teach and
develop their own Hebrew and Yiddish culture. The argument also
overlooks the fiasco of Biro-Bidjan, of which more later.

I am inclined to the belief that progress in the direction of
vinning for the Soviet Jewish minority the same cultural and religious
considerations which are accorded = other nationality and religious
groups is not foreclosed, glven an insistent world Jewish protest,
but one which does not join the chorus of the Cold War.

In 1932 I was given a sabbatical leave of absence by my
congregation. I spent it abroad in Berlin, Paris, Prague, Rome,
Geneva, and in Palestine. For the first time 1 came face to face
with Fascism and Nazism in their native homes. The Fascist regime
in Italy was then celebrating the tenth anniversary of Mussolini's
March on Rome. While I was in Berlin in Jamuary, 1933, the Nazis
took over the government of Germany. I wpkge attended iime sessions of
the League of Nations in Geneva and was present when the critical
debate on Manchuria took place.

Everybody knew that the Sino-Japanese conflict had brought
the League to the first searching test of its career. Heretofore, the

Twaee s
League had intervened more or less successfully in conflicts =

amdy smalley nations, veamslseslemms. Now one of the Big Five was
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In 1932 I was given a sabbatical leave of sbsence by my
congregation. I spent it abroad in Berlin, Paris, Prague, Rome,
Geneva, and in Palestine. For the first time I came face to face
with Fascism and Naziesm in their native homes. The Fascist regime
in Ttaly was then celebrating the tenth anniversary of Mussolini's
March on Rome. While T was in Berlin in January, 1933, the Nazis
took over the government of Germany. I also attended the sessions
of the League of Nations in Geneva and was present when the eritical
debate on Manchuria took place.
Everybody knew that the Sino-Japanese conflict had brought
the League to the rirst searching test of its career, Heretofore,

the League had intervened more or less successfully in conflicts where

only smaller nations were involved., Now one of the Blg Five was
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vitally involved. The League must now reveal its .

Was it really a competent international organization to ensure peace,
resolved to enforce its principles and agreements upon all signatories
alike without fear or favor, or was it merely a creature of the great
powers, who would allow it freedom of action only when tiwedmmm.
Mpﬁ&rests were not jJeopardized? All excuses for delay had
been exhausted. It was more than a year since China had appealed to
the League against Japan's invasion of Manchuria. It was almost a
year since Japan, at the League's intercession, had agreed to an
immediate cessation of hostilities and to the withdrawal of her troops
--a solenn pledge no sooner spoken than ignored. The Lytton Commission
had been appointed to gain time and, after months of close investigation,
its report had been submitted. The report, remarkable for its
thoroughness and unbiased judgment, found Japan's aggression in
Manchuria unwarranted by any consideration of self-defense and
Ferkheamtae-destesdimiaet the new state of Manchukuo, which Japanese

To b ?
bayonets had carved out of China, u:m ng more than a Japanese

TAWE o .~ _a
puppet%.- T Glug coveuesT AN M OF Lsuftmﬁ?'

The hour of decision had arrived.
Many delegates took part in the momentous debate. Dr. Yen
spoke for China. Matsuoka spoke for Japan. There were those who
spoke for the smaller nations--for Ireland, Czechoslovakia, Sweden,
Spain. These all spoke in defense of China and against Japen. ¥
W@M the League in this emergency
were to be found powerless_g checkimtgethe aggression of a great
power, then t the
League was a broken reed to lean onAnwe> INTERNATUWAL (oM PALS

CAve Tre.n MO ﬂé":”.ﬂomt? ERom PATTRUS




Everyone waited to hear the spokesmen of the Great Powers.
Paul Boncour arose to speak for France. I had never realized how
pliant and flexible a langusge French could be in the hands of one who
wished to dodge and wriggle round a moral issue. Boncour's speech was
so finely spun, so dexterous, and so meaningless that men declared it

to be diplomacy at its vemey best. He was followed by Sir John Simon, 8.9 RR (Em

) L Flrs T a7 e s
speaking for Great Britain. Siyr—oi™Was at™HI5 bDarricter-‘s—bmst—te
Sl IEpN
coufd see both sides of the case. On the one hand, etc., but on the
e

other hand, etc.; therefore, one must not proceed with undue haste.

It was all over. Cromt=Srttsin;, too, wouke-not-takesides.
The high drama of Geneva had petered out into a sour comedy. Ong=dsnew
saw and knew the beginning of the end of the League of Nations.

From Geneva I went to Rome, and there I had an interview

with I1 Duce. FPremier Mussolini uasp-etchissestne;—riding-higheete

I "'ﬁ ETEL{ OF & fepaAw T RW M Pt
was celebrating the tenth anniversary of Fascism in
Italy. Within another ten years, his bebtesed—and-rid®ed body would
be hanging face down from a lamp post in Milan, his empire gone, his
country in total collapse. But on the day that I saw him in the
Palazzo Venezia ipaRewme, he looked and acted as if he were the

/ -

e Ll .

favorite of the gods, wajeh he believed himself to be. In our

conversation he prescribed freely for Italy, emé for the United States amn o

The welod

Mussolini %deﬂ himself on the religious tolerance which

existed in his country and declared that there was no anti-Semitism
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in Italy. Jews occuplied positions of high importance. He expressed
the thought that the increase in anti-Semitism in Europe inssasent
yeoaxrs—vwas a result of economlic dislocations. He was bringing better

times about, and he=wedd-bhket anti-Semitism would wane with the

return of normal times. It would not be long before Mussolini wewiéd
hefosiolé t?@ iV Eaved ¢ @

abananﬁﬁ religious tolerance amd-emespt the racism of the Nazis
M

and their shameful anti-Jewish program.

I arrived in Berlin on Jamuary 22, 1933, at the beginning of
what turned out to be the most exciting fortnight in the political
history of Germany. I found the city on edge. The Nazis were
staging a series of quasi-military demonstrations. Three days later,
in spite of bitter cold weather, fifty thousand communists staged a
counterdemonstration. "Berlin is ours," they cried. On the following
Sunday, & hundred thousand Social Democrats, with bands playlng and
banners flying, marched into the great Lustgarten Square shouting,
"Berlin bleibt rot (Berlin remains Red)."

In the meantime, the political pot was boiling and spilling
over. Von Schleicher's brief regime of less than two months as
Chancellor seemed to be coming to an end.

On January 28th he resigned.

Hindenburg now called upon the former Chancellor, Franz von
Papen, to negotiate with the political party leaders for the formation
of a new Cabinet "within the framework of the Constitution and in
agreement with the Relchsteg.” Who would be the new Chancellor?
Forty-eight hours of terrific suspense msw followed. Who would
succeed von Schleicher? Would it be Hitler?--Hitler, the firebrand,
the agitator, who had promised his followers that heads would roll in
the dust once he came into power. But Hindenburg had twice refused

him the Chancellorship.




And then suddenly, with the force and speed of a thunderbolt,
came the announcement that & new Cabinet had been formed and that
Hitler was Chancellor. Berlin was stunned. The Nazis were delirious
with joy. Their long hoped for day of triumph had finally come.

Almost immediately, the Nazi newspaper appeared with screaming
headlines: '"Chancellor Hitler!" "German Berlin!" "Hang the flags out!"
A huge torchlight procession was held. Thousands upon thousands of
Hegber shock troops and Bteel kelmetﬁ, carrying torches, marched,
shouting, "Heil Hitler" and singing, "Deutschland, Deutschland uber
alles." They marched past the President's Palace, where the erstwhile

eF Thae Recl

ioeigmbiigrt Army Corporal, now Chancellor o

received their homage.

I stood on the curb and watched.

I knew, of course, what the rise of Hitler to power would mean
to the Jews of Germany, but I underestimated the uepravity or the man

el
and his regime. I thought that it was possible, and perhaps likely,
A

—

that the Nazi leaders, ‘L‘E‘i? shouldered with political responsibility,
would be sobered by these responsibilities and would not attempt to
carry out their fantastic schemes against the Jewish citizens of

Germany. I was begulled by the thought, as were so many German Jews

at the time, that "one does not eat his soup as hot as it is cooked.'&,
___...__—-__-_-‘_'-""-—-_.___ F

CI.’::GeM Jews with whom I spoke-saem-agter the riss of

Jitderedg poyer were concerned, of course, but were not greatly fright
ened. They were preparing themselves for the storm which they knew was
coming but which, they were confident, would in time blow over.

This hope was not to be.
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I left Berlin for Prague. Ever since the First World War, I
had entertained the hope of visiting the new republic of Czechoslovakia,
and particularly its President, Tomas G. Masaryk. I had long been an
admrer of this wise and courageous leader, who towered majestically
over =% the political leaders emss=stotmsmen of Lurope. 1 was Vewy
eager to learn what this man, the most authentic exponent of democratic
ideals in Burope, had to say in such confused and turbulent times. I
was received in the audience chamber of the Hradcany Castle. He came
in, tall, erect, impressive. -Jks Elghty-‘chree years had not bent his
back, dimmed his eye, nor abated his intellectual vigor. WVemy-

ﬁz;fnrmally} but wmxey earnestly, he spoke about many things for nearly
an hour--politics, religion, the blind gropings of our age for a new

o
order of things; and on all matters the=PFest@ent proved to be a keen

and incisive commentator, xme—mhﬂng-w of

"Wwhat do you, Mr. President, think of the future of democracy?"

We were holding our interview a few days after Hitler's rise to power
in Germany. His answer came, without a moment's hesitation, clear and

decisive, "Democracy is passing through a crisis, but crisis does not

<
mean defeat. Democracy is safe., Mankind has known munarchin‘l and vy

_aaft. forms of autocratic gmrenmentl_&m. It has
experienced democracy only for a very short time. In a sense,
democracy is only just coming to be. Mankind has nothing to put in
its place. All dictatorial experiments are impressive but ephemeral.
It has been tried before. Democracy, however, needs a great moral
content today. We have been exploiting it exclusively for capitalistic

individualism and business purposes.'




"what is really at the bottom of the world's moral confusion?
What is really wrong with our age?”

"The world is morally 111, The World War was not the cause of
this moral illness, but only a tragic symptom of it. The world has
come to worship the machine and force, which is an expression of the
machine. The things which the machine creates are looked upon as the

AFPTEN Them

highest values of life; and men and nations have rushed in headlong

A

pursuite#m. Human aspirations are all too frequently only

the desire to possess some kind of machine, or some machine-made toy.
The world needs & new mind and a new devotion to spiritual values
bound up with a realistic program of social progress. s

Here—Fresidsnt Masaryk launched into a criticism of the
churches for having failed in their spiritual mission thzsaghamisthe
wost@®s This failure, he held, was one of the causes of our spiritual
cheos. "Churches today are bureaucratic and institutionalized. They
do not go out into the highways and byways of life to reach and mold
the personal lives of men, They have their institutions and their
functionaries in every town and hamletlw In many countries
they have control of the education of the young, yet they fail %o
inspire the rising generation with enthusiasm for the moral and
spiritual essentials of civilization."

There was something of the ancient prophet about this man

who, in spite of the burden of more than four score years, was still

battling féa}ieaslar and as coEHEIEnj:I?)for what he regarded as the

|
basic and indispensable ideals of humani s he d&d in the years of

his early manhood.
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I was greatly stirred. The years vhiehwere—to-fesiow would
not vindicate his hope that democracy was safe in the world. His own
beloved country would, after a second World War, fall into a ruthless
commnist dictatorship such as he could never have envisioned, and

this dictatorship would engulf & third of the globe. But perhaps

AmG (T
lHOfEEEGI‘ Masaryk's outlook had wider Mﬁ- Perhaps he was

thinking in larger epochs when he said that democracy was passing
through a crisis. That crisis is still going on and the final

outcome is not yet in sight,

¥

With the coming of the Nazis to power the Jews of the world

felt themselves mortally challenged. They reacted in many ways.
Q‘%’ze American League for the Defense of Jewish Rights was

organize:f in May, 1933_:5 to fight the Nazi regime by means of boycott.
Its President was Samel Untermeyer, a brillient lawyer and law
partner of Louis Marshall. I was the Chairman of the Administrative
Committee. When it was incorporated in November, 1933 its name was
changed to "The Non-Sectarian Anti-Nezi League to Champion Hum$in
Rights," and its officers were Samel Untermeyer, President; myself,
along with Jemes G. Gerard, Fiorello H., LaGuardia, Arthur S. Tompkins,
and Col. Theodore Roosevelt, as Vice-Presidents. A notable group of
Americans fxcuemdietiadde—adetpfe constituted its Board of Directors.

The boycott was widely endorsed as the nn]ﬁ}?&é‘ﬁn against
Hitlerism, short of war. Organized labor, the liberal forces of
the United States, and outstanding religious leaders irmssaetien

advocated it. There was, however, considersble opposition to such a

boycott, even on the part of organized Jewish bodies, such as the




B'nel B'rith, the American Jewish Committe, the Union of American
Hebrew Congregations, and others. Opinions differed sharply as to
its practicability and its possible repercussions. Parenthetically,
e Jewishly-controlled department stores in New York City were far
more reluctant to cooperate with the boycott mozmmsest than e non-
Jewish stores.

While some friends of the boycott movement undoubtedly hoped
that its economic penalties would contribute to the fall of Hitler,
the greater number of us looked upon it as an effective weapon of

protest, as a means of expressing the horror and abhorrence of the
.1—-

-

American pecplqu&' Nazi persecution andhthe shameless Nazi propaganaa
which was beginning to infiltrate our own cities.

I addressed many meetings in behalf of the boycott movement.
Two stand out in my memory--one in December, 1933, in the Chicago
Stadium, which was attended by some fifteen thousand people. The

meeting was addressed by Dr. Paul Hitchinson, and Dr. Charles Clayton

Morrison of the Christian Century, Dr. John Haynes Holmes of the

2
Community Church of New York, Col. Raymond Robbins, Solomon 0. Levinson,

and others. A resolution was unanimously adopted sd-ihianclmwbiws 'to
Join in the condemnation of the inhuman conduct of the Nazi government
and to aid and cooperate to remove this vital menace to liberty and
civilization and to pledge ourselves to refrain from buying or dealing
in any and all German materials, goods, and products, and to retuse

to patronize or ride in German owned or controlled steamships or other
means of transportation until the stigma and curse of Naziism wese Wns

weeded out of the German government."
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addressing this boycott rally in Chicago, I stated:

"Jugt why are we so aroused, so deeply stirred? Just;é;y are
/

we so0 passionately indignant at what has happened and is hqﬁbening

in Germany? Aftey all, we are not unaccustomed to perEePéiinn. Many
are red with the blood of Jewish nﬁrtyrs. What

makes this latest chapter in the story of the age-ald.persecutiun of

le and dreadful? Why are we rallying to

fight against this thing as\men fight against degth and the plague?

There are other countries in the world today where the Jews do not

as yet enjoy full equality. Thekxe are other lands in which our

brethren suffer disabilities of oné kind or another. What is the

difference between them and Germany?

"The difference is a very vit?- one. In those countries
especially of Eastern Europe where of; le do not, as yet, possess
a full measure of equality, they gre hopeful of achieving it. They
have come out of the Dark Ages /ﬁractical],y rightless, but by dint of
effort and struggle over manu/éeneratiuns they
measure of it. They are hopeful that they will achieve more. There
is, therefore, in their gituation an upward climb, & constant ascent
which gives hopefulnesg and confidence to their st
sacrifices. /

"But in q#g;any the process has been completely reversed. In
Germany there pﬁg been a throwback; that which was already achieved
through hlood:and struggle has been again wrested away. 1In
our peang'thrnugh many generations of struggle had reached a
of freedom. They succeeded in winning equality and they have used it

Vi
wnrﬁyily. From the days of Moses Mendelssohn to the days of Albexrt




Einstein, they contributed to Germany's cultural, political, social,

cand economic life in fullest measure. In every department of humgﬂ'

endeavor, the Jews gave to Germany, and through Germany to th;#é;;ld,

men Qf genius, in science, art, literature, in the things of the mind
and the spirit--pathfinders, pioneers, men who wrote the classic
textbooks “of the new sciences.

"Whad, therefore, has happened in Germany concerns us not
merely insofar a8 six hundred thousand men, wofien, and children of
our people are being\ trodden under the ruthless heel of tyranny but
because the security, weéllbeing, and rights of Jews in the world are
at stake. If Hitler succeeds (and thére isn't the slightest doubt in
my mind that he will not succees if Hitler succeeds in establishing
himself and in using that great/nation of sixty-five million people
as a base for his anti-Semitdic campaignd, throughout the world, then
Jews are facing an era of/dread, uncertaint}, and conflict all over
the world. It is becadse we want to avert that“calamity that we are
determined to crush/Hitlerism at the outset. I don¥t want this great
land of ours, which has been our hope and our dream, as it has been
the hope and /dream of mankind, this land which is built not upon one
race but dpon a hundred races, this nation into which all pegples
have pbured their blood and their dreams--I don't want this nation
whith was founded on the principle of the unalienable rights of jll
/men to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, I don't want this
land to be sullied, to be dirtied by Naziism and Hitlerism."”

The second meeting which I recall was 12; testimonial dinner
tendered to William Green, President of the American Federation of

Lebor, early in 1934, Mr, Green had given outstanding leadership to




the boycott movemenmt in the United States. He saw early and clearly

Imfcoadr (v B 25 APAD Erliumuy M
the dangerems Nazi assa.uit on organized labor and he was outraged by (< aman, 4

F;Lu..(_-. & m' D
Nemi_hebe. Under his guidance, the American Federation of Labog joined

™,

@e boycott.

At this testimonial dinner I said, among other things:

"The same bloody hand which laid waste the Jewish community
also destroyed all the agencies and institutions of mutual help and
protection which organized labor had established in Germany over a
period of many years, outlawed its unions, scattered its forces,
imprisoned its leaders, confiscated its funds, and reduced the

workingmen to a condition of feudal vassalage.
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After the War I opposed the rearming of Germany. On=damel-l,
e I T e el e

fra7eve Py ¢

-

'
o
& ¥

& At Potsdam in August, 1945, an agreement was
reached between Truman, Churchill and Stalin for the complete
demilitarization of Germany, They agreed that all war potentials
of Germany should be destroyed--war plants, warships, aircraft
and arms--so that Germany would never again be able to make War, squ By 1506 5
bAeds %3 : a-and-a3 hi i AP e — "' the United States
is-leading the world in a determined effort to re-arm Germany#¥
s "Ironi ca,& ly ﬂﬁﬂ,ﬂme“explanaﬁon which#8’ given for=this-ehange
of-frontds exactly i £.45 Hitler gave when he persuaded the allies to
help him re-arm-namely, the over-riding need to resist Communist
aggression,

Ma

D

possible the reconstruction of Germany's military might, the emergency of
Hitler, and his early diplomatic and annexationist victories, Germany
knew how to play off one ally against the other and how to gain advantages
from each, Hitler knew how to make his brown dictatorship tolerable and
palatable to the allies by harping upon the evils and the dangers of the red
dictatorship. So did Mussolini, As a result Europe was turned over as a helpless
vietim to the bestialities of Nazi and Fascist madmen while the democracies
were paralyzed into inaction by a propaganda which said that all these things
were necessary--in order to save Europe from a worse fate--from Communist
domination, But strange to say, when the unbearable tensions and the
expansionist greed of the Nazi- Fascist adventurers finally brought on the
Second World War, it was found that the allied democractic nations were at war,
not with Communist Russia, but with the Nazi and Fascist states, and Communist
Russia, far from fighting against the democracies, was actually fighting on
their side,
istory has often a strange and tragic way of repeating itself,

As if doomed by some inescapable fate, as if under the compulsion of
some spell or incantation, the allied nations are today retracing the same
road which they took after the First World War, step by step, Spurred on
by the fear of Communist Russia, real, inflated or imaginary, the democratic
nations A= Emshing-to re-arfi"Germany even before the Germ % asked
for it, even though most Germans ases=s#ill opposed # it, &mﬁd
ta-theugt rearmament-upen-germany.

"The United States, even more than Great Britain--certainly more




5
than France -- &s resolved to bring Western Germany within the
Western European defense system against the Soviet. It ﬁ“pre-
pared to re-arm Germany in the same manner as it e re- -arming
the member nations of the North Atlantic Pact. mce all German
plants which before the war produced arms and ]
destroyed by the aallizz, :
with @rms gnd phunifiong, /and the ,Amencdn
the ¢ost of/ Gefmarg re/aymament! In retur
W*b/étertk Germanw’wdl szn;ly th,Z allied nati
of grou trgops to stand off a possible

”Ef‘lmuhnﬁ\.r AeainsT u”?.'.’.‘";(_‘: VineMicE a7 HauTony A Resnae o

t as b Clyn An {
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In January, 1952 I Joined Professors Albert Einstein and

Stringfellow Barr in sponsoring a Report on Germany which was issued

by the Faculty-Graduate Committee for Peace at the University of

Chicago, Eose conclusions were:
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of President Roosevelt. What I expressed in my March address repres-
ents a settled conviction. Only one consideration would have warranted
a chenge of attitude, if the opposition candidate, in this case

Mr. Willkie, would have been an isclationist, representing a foreign
policy at sharp variance with the sound and courageous one which
President Roosevelt has been presenting. In which case, the vital
interests of civilization, now being threatened, would have outweighed
any other consideration. Fortunately, Mr. Willkie has expressed

himself clearly and unequivocably in favor of giving maximum aid, short

of war, to Great Britain.,"

The Republican National Committee made extensive use of my
statement. That was entirely proper. I was asked to become active
in the campaign. I declined on the ground that it was an unvarying
practice of mine not to participate in any political campaign.

-1 received a warm note from Mr. Willkie:

to have your support, and deeply grateful all you are doing
in my behalf.
Cordially and sincerely,

Wendell L. Willkie"

Pcli?ics-aai eif;,ii;;a& admir is ma se vis;gnﬁa:\the

'

magt of Maf rea out to éez"ﬂne Wor ,_"-'b.nd whos®_deep humanity

7. 5
touc the hearts of men.

o
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In 1944, when President Roosevelt ran for a fourth term, I

again voted for the Republican candidate, Thomas Dewey. This was

looked upon as heresy and was deeply resented by many Jews and Zionists.

There were prominent Zionists, close to the Administration, who felt

that my Republicanism would prove embarrassing to the Movement in

Washington. My troubles in the Zionist Emergency Council in the Ret rFecioww .

OFP waielh mMoae LaTeN ¢ Wens
s years, _tQ.uaia=T _will refer-hater—oRy-aue-in the main traceable

FE}LIT. LA i+ Lh‘..&.ﬁT’ll LT '

to this fao®T




Lo
—Sorw

of land acquisition, irrigation, afforestation, and sanitation, in
order to prepare the land for mass immigration. Upon my return to
the United States, I toured many cities in behalf of the Palestine
Reconstruction Fund.
In July, 1920 I attended the World Zionist Conference in
London. It was the first meeting of World Zionists since before the
1)_:‘& promises
of the Balfour Declaration loomed large and hopeful in the delibera-
tions of this conference. The Supreme Council of the Peace Conference
had met in San Remo -e~few-mentdhe-pmbor and h!la.a I:Té;al?e%ktnﬁ‘a;;;‘;l:sii?:gi:::::w‘-\
BaLFechh

should be allotted to Great Britain as a mandatory. Sir Herbert PGcnnlei

Samuel was already in Palestine as High Commissioner.

A
I recall ¥ge great “omtet demonstration wirbelsswecs held in

Albert Hall on July 12th to celebrate the acceptance by Great Britain
of the mandate for Palestine. Ten thousand people packed the @t Av e (Tou v
and thousands who sought admission were unable to get in. The glants
of our Movement were on the platform--Weizmann, Nordau, Sokolow,
Usshishkin. So were Balfour, Lord Robert Cecil, Col. Wedgewood, and
Major Ormsby-Gore. Lord Rothschild presided. The speakers were all
enthusiastically greeted. <Rummbr.Bpeeches were frequently interrupted
by loud applsuse, cheers, anu cries of "Hear, hear!" Each spgmieer
had a notable message and all their messages were infused with high
hopes for the Jewish National Home, whose career had now begun. It
was & stirring and unforgettable occasion for everyone and especially
for me. I was the youngest man on the platform and I spoke for the
American Zionist Delegation. This was my first address to an audience

outside the United States. The response of the audience delighted me.




8 nagniPITEnt organ. " “"{The Jewish Chromicle, Ju!:rl‘,:lﬁ.)—-. e
s All this, of course, fed not only my vanity but my confidence
and moralf.

It was at this London Conference of=48@® that the Keren Hayesod
(The Palestine Foundation Fund) was established and this led to the
first serious controversy in Zionist ranks in which I was to take part.
There had been, of course, other controversies in S prevar days ef-.
Otz et and there would be many more, " Our
ZionistNgousehold was to resound, from time to time, th the clash of
arms, with phrtisan slogans and battle cries, with‘Volices each claiming
to have the one sbdxe and only answer to what ghould be done. But the
relentless realities of life and the fo of unforeseen and
unpredictable wvorld events\modulated &nd often muted some of the

dogmatic predictions and assertiofis of this man or that party. Fre-

quently our Movement had to Aﬁ its course in-wgey stormy seas.

It had to adjust its coyxSe from timé\ to time to shifting tides,
weather, and winds. No one unalterable ‘thart was adequate for all
occasions. Oup/Movement seemed to have a 1logic of its own, and when
the situatifén required, it did not hesitate to make the necessary
adjustpents, however drastic they may have been. No“Qne chart and

no/One navigator finally brought our ship safely into port.
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mm at this Conference wasmeswer the nature
of the newly organized Palestine Foundation Fund. Dr. Weizmann and
his colleagues on the Zionist Executive favored the immediate raising
of an all-inclusive fund of twenty-five million pounds, to be secured
within one year, through an extraordinary offering of capital and
income similar to the Biblical Tithe. These funds would be contributed
by the Jewish people; part would be devoted to the acquisition of land,

to immigration, education, and other social services, and the major

part to investments in economic undertakings within m. The

Fund, in other words, would undertake all activities necessary for the
upbuilding of the Jewish National Home.
Justice Louis D. Brandeis and most of his colleagues from the

United States were-opposed $orthe ¢commingling of funds. -They insisted
\ pe en) Mii i
on ée separation of investments amf donations. The Keren Hayesod
A

should be devoted exclusively to social services inmimkestimne and ¥e /= -

CAP.TAC
organizational and political activities. FJlSse for economic under-

ANP My RovTiNg @us
takings Jia-Febeetine should be raised from private invaators;w The
economic planning and development of the country should be vested in
the hands of a small body of experts. Justice Brandeis also favored
a more or less decentralized World Zionist Movement.

JaSktee Brandeis maintained that Bw». Weizmann had been in

A r i@ S

agreement with-HISTight-wiongs At Welsmann's request, and in order

to bring some new forces into the work, he had seen and persuaded

some leading personalities in British Jewry to assume direct respon-
sibility for the economic development of Palestine within the Zionist
Movement--Sir Alfred Mond, James de Rothschild, and Waley-Cohen. These

three, together with Weizmann, Sokolow, Flexner, and himself, wvere to
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CenrRAN So
constitute the smedl Executive. But overnight, Heizmnn,ﬂ Brandeis

can

L ]
charged, changed his mind. The plan which was agreed upon was

wrecked. Brandeis felt shocked and let down and he never forgave
Weizmann.

The clash between these two men was due now=ewmiy to a sharp
difference on how to do the upbuilding work in Palestine. It was due
also to a conflict of personalities. 4. Weizmann, as Isaiah Berlin
described him years later, "was not too tolerant of other leaders. . .
he believed in his own judgment, he was bold and independent, and at
times deeply disdainful . . . he found it difficult to share the
direction of affairs with others.” (Chaim Weizmann, Athenaeum, 1963,
p. 41.) Bb. Weizmann shared the weakness of other great men. He was
intolerant of greatness at his side. .Othars Besid.es Brandeis--Herzl,
Wolfsohn, Nordau, and Sokolow, had also felt the abrasive exclusive-
ness in leadership of this brilliant man, who was otherwise so amiable
to friends and co-workers.

Justice Brandeis, too, was hard and inflexible once he had
reached a conclusion. He was not given to any detours on the road to
his main objective. Weizmenn found Brandeis--as he later described
him--"a Puritan, upright, austere, of & scrupulous and implacable
logic. These qualities sometimes made him hard to work with."

(Chaim Weizmann, "Trial and Error," 1950, p. 248.) Brandeis, a
OF & omg

relative newcomer to the Movement, wae—no¥~Sreficientlysensitive so

& CEEPE— AND hevy 2p o
wﬂm of \the older leaders vhomisherwished

fa

to.displace- --men like Ussishkin, Rubbin,
Jabotinsky, -He(was less than circumspect in his tm’nna@m.

FielG T OAND Rusia CRE
ﬂe falled to see that the Movement, after all, had not been organized,




concluded that the differences between Weizmann and Brandeis could be
compromised. I was never taken in by the propaganda which went the
rounds % fﬂﬁ fundamental ideological conflict whisskeeswbeied between
their two concepts of Zionism--between that of Eastern European Jews
vhich Dr. Weizmann represented and that of Western European Jews
which Justice Brandeis represented--the so-called irreconcilable
struggle between Washington and Pinsk. Weizmann's protagonists at
the time, especially Louis Iipsky, made much of it and & Weizmann,
himself, dwelled on it sbEmectime and later, oReda-hit—SPFrat-and
Erveer” It is true that Dr. Weizmann appesled more effectively to
the Jews of BEastern Europe and to their descendants in the United
States. He spoke their language and understood their psychology much
better than the "Westerner," Brandefs. —

‘ ':'i:!rén;ieis was a sound political Zionist. His position was that
now thet the Balfour Declaration and the Mandate were established
facts, the major energies of the Movement should be directed towards
the economic development of the country ia-amder to prepare it as
rapidly as possible for a maximum Jewish immigration. Le believed

JRT oy o

b a;ke
rurther that the Jewish people should be n&a& o make

donations for vital and necessary activities, such as immigration,

education, and health which would yield no financial returns, ﬁ b7

that they should invest capital in the cmmt.ry_&qﬁ thatttlaese invest-
ments should be treated as investments and not &s donations end their
operedbans should be directed by an independent board of experienced
economists and financiers.

Before Dr. Weizmann arrived in the United States in April, 1921

to launch the Keren Hayesod, the Executive of the Zionist Organization
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of America approved of a memorandum whieh=wms to be submitted to him
upon arrival. It set out the’viewpoint of the Executive and was to
serve as a basis for conference and discussions with Dr. Weizmann,
looking towards agreement. Dr. Weizmann chose to regard this
memorandum as an ultimatum.

A public reception and meeting was arranged in his honor and 7
those who accompanied him--Professor Albert Einstein and M. M. Usshishkin--
by the Zionist Organization of America at the Metropolitan Opera House
on the afternoon of April 10th. A General Committee, representative
of all elements of the Jewish community, was organized. Judge Mack
invited me to represent the Zionist Organization of America ,ommkat
osesedtn. I accepted theslkesi@edlen and spoke at what was ﬁm&-
cwedy. enthusiastic gathering, which was addressed also by Jmige Mack,
Jf"e Herbert Lehman, and Louis Marshall.

During the ensuing week, a number of conferences were held
between Judge Mack and Dr. Weizmann and their colleagues. With good
will, common ground could have been reached. In fact, B#% Weizmann

Worad
finally agreed that until the nex} Zionist Congress, the Keren Hayesod

¥
in the United States should MWM 'Ihe draft

of an egreement had actually been drawn up, but the next morning
Dr. Weizmann rejected it and proceeded to issue a manifesto announcing
the establishment of a Keren Hayesod Bureau in the United States.
<" Welzmann maintained that the ff_l draft virtually meant the
control of the Keren Hayesod by the Zionist Organization of America
and the actual recognition of the Zionist Organization of America as
e body, coordinate with, or even superior to the World Zionist Organiza-
tion.
The fat was in the firq,uﬂht the Annual Convention of the

Zionist Organization of America it burst into flames. The €onvention
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become ‘the tools for capitalist exploitation in Palestine.' The
Soviet government shares this view."
This, of course, wastonfirmation of our contention that the

Crimean scheme was being used by Russian communists as a counterfoil
to Palestine.

i Op_July 14th, before my departure for London to attend #ke o
meeting of the Actions Committee of the World Zionist Organizatién,
I issued the following statement:

"What is tremendously significant is the official gcknowledgment

f the Soviet )governiient that the Crimean og ontsation

project was launch -the Rigsian Bolshevistsas a Lounterfbil to
Palestine and indirectly also-as A move against Gyeat Hritain.

"The Zionist Organization has\ for a lopf time been in possession
of evidence concerning the ulterior motiNes Actuating the Bolshevist
protagonists of Russia of the colonizatigh Agheme, but has consistently
refrained from making use of its findipgs so ad not to hurt the
important and necessary relief campfigns which weke launched throughout
the United States in behalf of phe Jews of Eastern ope. In spite
of the implied antagonism tg/Palestine in the colonizaljlon project,
the Zionists have activelf cooperated in the relief campajgns
throughout the country, but they have at all times regarded\ with
misgiving this hegdlong movement fraught with so much uncerta\nty
and danger.

"We Mave never questioned the sincerity of the leaders of \the
American/Joint Distribution Committee, but we hope that they will be
impregsed by the startling disclosures contained in Kalenin's
ataﬁ;nent, and that they will be cautious in embarking further upon

any extension of their colonization program.




disposal of dewlsh

such as the Russian

made available for cultivation.”
The Soviet government originally intended to use the Crimean
colonizations as a base for a territorial center of the Jewish nation

~in the Soviet Union. In 1928 the Soviet Executive Council changed

its mind end decided to establish am autonomous Jewish agricultural

territory in the Siberian frontier at Biro-Bidjan. This put an end
to all large scale plans for Jewish colonization in Crimea.
Surprisingly, American Jewish philanthropists became excited
about this project, too. It, too, petered out. This was also to be
the fate of the colonization project inm the Dominican Republic in
1939. Agreements were entered into between a group of Jewish philan-
thropists in the United States and the government of Rafael Trujillo.
The first thirty-two settlers arrived in May, 1940. By the end of
that year, some two hundred and ten persons had been settled, and that
was 1t! The Second World War practically put a stop to the transport-
ation of Jewish refugees to the Dominican Republic, and when the war

was over nobody seemed to care very much sbout the project altogether.




Judaism for the next two generations.

In fact, their confréres in Germany, where Reform dJudaism

originated In—+the early nineteenth century, had already set the tone.
They confidently proclaimé&d-{that Germany was their Fatherland--

- "~
& rather one-sided proclamation, UWhe;

ne ied no other homeland.
The early Reformers were riding the high tidé~qf nineteenth century
liberalism, but they £alled to note the dangerous shvels of nine-
teenth century-fiationalism, the trend towards the centrallzing state,
and the threat to the Jewish minority of the fast deploying class
ruggle of their dn.y/ This oversight was especially dangerous in
a land like Germany, which was only Jjust then recovering, after two
centuries, from the physical and spiritual devastations of wars of
religion, among & people periodically swayed by waves of hysterical
religiosity, hysterical metaphysics, and hysterical politics, whose
foremost religious leader in the sixteenth century could indulge in
an anti-Semitism which was matched only by the anti-Semitism of the
foremost political leader of Germany in the twentieth century.

These early Reformers were thinking of progress, as most
of their day did, in terms of an unbroken march forward, in terms
borrowed from the progress of things scientific. There were ample
warnings all around them, portents which less romantic eyes did
appralise more realistically--signs of an irreconcilable opposition,
an indurate racial, cultural, economic, and religious hostility which

had not and would not accept




the humanistic and democratic synthesis which a revolutionary middle-
class capitalism had popularized in the nineteenth century, and which
was destined sooner or later to disintegrate.

Dr. Isaac M, Wise entertained this same premature confidence
that mankind was rapidly approaching the era of a universal faith and
a universal republic. He declared in 1875:

"Before our very eyes, the world moves onward into the golden
age of redeemed humanity and the fraternal union of nations, as our
prophets thousands of years ago have predicted. We are fast approach-
ing the universal democratic republic with civil and religious liberty,
cemented by the world's advanced intelligence. This century settles

old accounts. It is progressive.” The following year he declared:

"The Jews do not think of going back to Palestine among Bedouins and

sandy deserts, and the nations in power do not want them to go there.
No Buropean country today would give permission to the Jews to emigrate
with their wealth or even without it . . . It is all dream and
fantasy. The world goes not backward, its march is onward, and this
will expunge the old race prejudices as well as the religious
superstitutions of the races. . . ."

And so, when Dr. Wise and his colleagues came to formulate a
Declaration of Principles for Reform Judaism, as they did in 1885 in
Pittsburgh, they stated:

"We recognize, in the modern era of universal culture of
heart and intellect, the approaching of the realization of Israel's
great Messianic hope for the establishment of the kingdom of truth,

Justice, and peace among all men. We consider ourselves no longer a

nation, but a religious commnity, and therefore expect neither a
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On Sunday, January 2k, 1943, The Temple celebrated my twenty-
fifth year as its Rabbi. The guest speaker was Dr. Chaim Weizmann,
president of the World Zionist Organization. In the course of his
address, he said:

"I do believe that Rabbi Silver is destined to perform things
which will transcend the framework of even a great commmunity
like yours. Very often, I confess it to you, I had it in mind
to exercise the authority and power which was given to me by
my constituents in drafting away Rabbi Silver, at least for a
short time, and loading upon him the great and difficult tasks
of service to the national ideal at this very critical time."

It was not long before the draft came and I responded to the

summons. The next ten years proved to be the most exciting and

rewarding years of my life.

My Zionist career, .as-it were, began many-yesrs before—=- in
1904, teo-be-exact. I was themra lad of eleven. At the suggestion of
my father, I organized, together with my brother Maxwell, the first
Junior Zionist Club in the United States. We named it the Dr. Herzl
Zion Club, after the illustrious founder of political Zionism who had
died that year.

When Dr. Herzl died, my father, who loved Zion with a passion-
ate love, said to us with tears in his eyes, "A prince and & leader

has this day fallen in Isrsel." A few days later he took us to &

'gnut memorial service which was held in one of the large synagogues

on the Lower East Side of New York, where men and women wept bitterly
as if for a lost son. They wept for an uncrowned king, who, in a few
brief years, had kindled the hopes of a homeless people and, by the

magic of his personality, had stirred their Messianic dreams of
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the Hebrew language was, of course, & by-product of my childhood
training and my home enviromnment. In later years I came to understand
how vital the cultivation of Hebrew was for the preservation of Jewish
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I was ordained in 1915 and I was called to my first pulpit in

Wheeling, West Virginia. The community was relatively old, as Jewish
commmnities in the Ohio Valley go, and was thoroughly Americanized.
Almost everyone belonged to the Temple and attendance at worship on
Friday evenings was relatively better than that of their descendants
in later times. Their loyalty to Judaism was greater than their
knowledge of it. Religious education in the Sunday School was
rudimentary with untrained volunteer teachers and inadequate religious
text-books. But much of the life of the community centered in the
Temple.

I served as Rabbi in Wheeling for two years, during which time
I learned much about the nature and problems of a small Jewish community
in the Middle West. Jewish life here was far more peripheral, much
less rich than the more intensive Jewish life which I knew in the East.
As a Rabbi, I came close to the people whom I saw, perhaps for the
first time, as individual human beings in the setting of their every-day
lives--not merely as a group abstraction. I found great warmth and

helpfulness and to this day I cherish my pleasant memories of them.




Some years later I returned to Wheeling to marry Virginia Horkheimer,
who has shared my life and graced and guided it ever since.

I was called to the pulpit of The Temple in Cleveland in 1917
and I have remained there ever since. Cleveland had a Jewish population
of 885,000. Already in those years the Temple was an important and
influential congregation. My predecessor, Moses J. Gries, was a man
of dedication and of high personal integrity, but ultra-reform in his
interpretation of Judaism. In later years I was to re-introduce many
elements of ritual and ceremony which he had discarded--the Friday
evening and Saturday morning services to supplement the Sunday morning
lecture-service, as well as the teaching of Hebrew in the Sunday School

and on week-day afternoons. Rabbi Gries was anti-Zionist and so

presumably were the majority of the members ,of=tieSemples. But my

"reforms"” and my Zionism, which soon made themselves manifest, did not

encounter any marked resistance. Perhaps my youth and the reception
which the entire commnity gave to my preaching, helped me. The Temple
always allowed me a free pulpit. Occasionally I found myself under the
necessity of advocating a social, economical or political cause which
was unpopular or distasteful to some or to many in the congregation,
but no effort was ever made to restrain me.

When in later years I had to absent myself for long periods of
time in connection with my Zionist activities throughout the country,
or over-seas, the Temple people were extremely patient with me. On my
seventieth birthday I told my congregation it has been good to grow old
among people whom one loved. 4a.

Our two sons, Daniel Jeremy and Raphael David, were born in

Cleveland. Daniel Jeremy is now Rabbi of The Temple. Raphael David,




war. Those were the days of the Red Scare and the Palmer raids,.
Cleveland too was in the grip of this hysteria. On May 1, 1919, a
parade of socialists and sympathizers was broken up in a bloody riot.
The next day two socialist centers were attacked by mobs, ransacked
and their occupants beaten up.

Free speech was muzzled in our city. Under the suspices of
the City Club, the one liberal body in Cleveland which had kept faith
with true Americanism, I addressed open-air meetings in the Cleveland
Public Square and elsewhere im=theseddyp. I called upon our fellow-
citizens to return to democratic sanity and to safe-guard the
traditional values of our free American society. I helped to
organize a group of Cleveland men pledged to law, order and free
speech. .

In 1927, the National Society of Scabbard and Blade, the 2

1" , Reserve Officers Training Corps, the Key Men of America, and similar

organizetions issued a Black List of fifty-six "dangerous un-American
personages who were working to undermine the government by their
NIl TP ¥ m@ wae &
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commnistic tendencies". If was erdistingiished list. It contained

such names as Jane Adams, William E. Borah, Robert M. LaFollette,

John Dewey, and Sherwood Eddy. =N

w C ~TAE
I was not troubled by this blacklisting but I was troubled by

the growing intolerance in the nation as was evidenced by the large
number of these self-constituted so-called patriotic bodies which were
growing up like weeds on the American soil. Anyone who was & iiberal,
an enemy of child-labor, a defender of the rights of the Negro, an
advocate of the World Court, a pacifist, or anyone who favored the
recognition of Russia, was automatically blacklisted. Later on I was

to be blacklisted also by the Daughters of the American Revolution.

Fi 1
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To return to Cleveland any my ministry at the Temple.

In 1924 we moved into our new Temple in University Circle. It
is ﬂ.beautifhlxétructur%??f a modified Byzantine style. It has been
described as "a building which is not only architecturally satisfying,
but which expresses in itself the deeply religious spirit and the
essential unity of the Jewish faith." (The Architectural Forum,

No. 1925.)

I have always had strong reservations on the trends in
contemporary church architecture. The church has lived with many
types of architecture in many parts of the world, types which it
created, borrowed or embellished. The test of an effective church
style is neither its antiquity nor its modermity. Any building
which is conducive to prayer and meditation, which fosters in man a
mood of humble quietude and reverence, and which gives him sanctuary
from the clamor of the market place and the drabness of the commonplace
is, from the point of view of the mission of the church and synagogue,
good architecture. It may be old in design or it may be new, or it
may be a blending of the two--it matters not, provided the spirit of
man finds shelter in it and is moved by its beauty and harmony and the
memories which it arouses to dwell on the mystery of life and the
eternal ways of God.

A church design which is merely untraditional, which deliber-
ately startles by its feats of novelty, which embodies abstractions

in constant need of commentary, or which attempts to make the religious

edifice "functional"” in the mechanical sense of the term, aligning it

Bt £k ¢
with the nigh universal trend toward Pemesbenadbsn in our industrial

society, misses, I am afraid, the unique and redemptive contribution




My philosophy of Judaism as a religious humanism aise led me
to the conviction that the organized religious community, as such,
should enter the arena of social and political life and work for the
building of the good society.

' Aihﬁhi

The firet-great service ch the church and the synagogue
must render the cause of social justice is to galvanize, by education
and inspiration, the will of men so that they will seek justice and

pursue it.

But they should not remain content to speak of social justice

in the abstract. 4Whey-ere-not an academy for social sciences. They

- : il ;

are a &ynaﬁic';gency'for social reconstruction. They must enter the
arena of life and do valiant battle for its sanctities.

Orgenized religion cannot, of course, align itself with a
propaganda for ome specific economic system against another. It must
not involve itself in economic dogmatism. To do so would be to suffer
a severe loss in spiritual prestige and authority. It would be
compelled either to champion an existing order in spite of ;ts sundry
and inevitable flaws, or a new order, which might fail Qtlﬁ'bu
approximate the virtues claimed for it. The organized religious
fellowship is not concerned with systems, but with the safeguarding
of principles which each age must be challenged to work into such a
system as will best meet its requirements. Whether it be capitalism,
socialism or commnism, there are basic principles of justice at stake
in each, and organized religion must under all conditions remain free
to defend these ideals for which no system holds adequate guarantees.

A minister is, of course, never entirely free in his profession.

No one working in and through an institution is entirely free. One




cannot expect to have the perfect freedom and independence, say, of a
prophet, and still be the endowed and accredited spokesman of an
organized group. In a minister of small integrity, this makes for a
measure of insincerity. But in most cases it serves to increase the
minister's patience without decreasing his courage or his dedication.

This conviction.-olfmmisre as to the role of organized religion
in modern society Mxﬁm-ﬁm years-bothr-tn my pulpit a.ndd.-n
my active participation in the social movements of the day.

Thus, in the dark days of the economic depression, when so
many of oun.fellowssitdwens were Jobléss and their femilies in dire
want, T spoke up time-and again on the social menace of unemployment.

By 1927 the unemployment situation had become extremely
serious in Cleveland, as indeed it had become all over the country.

I urged our city government to undertake immediate large-scale
construction projects as a means of bringing relief to the unemployed

and adequate local, state ,and federal relief., "

It was at this time that I began my campaign for ruﬁemploymt

insurance which was to continue for almost a decade until—the—Stmte-eof
Unemployment was forcing thousands to the doors of charitable
institutions and nothing is more degrading and desolating. This .
social pauperization of the manhood and womanhood of our land was &
blot on the honor of the fairest and richest country in the world.
Unemployment, I was convinced, was not an insoluble problem.
Periodic fluctuations of prosperity and depression were not inevitable.

The business cycle could, to a large extent, be controlled. If the




Commission Bill, Thus, seyen years of unflagging labor and devetion
to a cause fipally crownéd™wilth success.

Through the years before its enactment into law, the Ohio Plan
was discussed in many states of the Union and stimulated action in
many of them. It was, in a way, the forerunner of unemployment
insurance in the United States.

Barly in 1954 I was invited by the Senate Committee on Labor
and Public Welfare to testify on Bill S-692 which had been introduced
the previous year--a bill to prohibit discrimination in employment
because of race, color, religion, national origin, and ancestry. I
intended to attend the hearings on January 19th but because they were
postponed to March I did not attend in person, but I sent a statement
which was requested to be incorporated in the record of the hearings.
In this statement I declared:

"We have prided ourselves on our doctrine of "free enterprise.”
How much free enterprise is there for an American citizen of dark
color--or of minority religions--if his advancement is restricted,
or made impossible by his race or creed? Is it not fair to say that
individual enterprise can only be made truly free when every man's
achievement is limited only by his own ability and merit? . . .

"What cannot be measured is the unmeasurable hope and sense
of status that the mere passage of such legislation brings to millions
of our fellow Americans. . . .

"A second potential boon of FEPC is the strengthening of our
unity as & people. It is of the essence of Americanism that we are

unafraid of frank controversy on all manner of social, economic, and

political questions. But there is a type of controversy that is




L5 _Im‘tlesa and destructive--the controversy that pits race against
race and religion against religion in matters of earning a livelihood.
The real issues and problems confronting us are so grave that we dare
not squander our strength on such disputes. In the last analysis
there are only two ways to answer the increasingly articulate demand
for full rights by racial and minority groups: there is the way of
segregation and oppression and there is the way of equality of
opportunity. The first is a direction which leads to conflict and
Violence. The second leads to harmony and a united people. It is my
belief that FEP legislation represents a significant step in this
second, constructive direction.

"The third major basis for urging enactment of the legislation
before you is the contribution which it can make to strengthen our
political and moral leadership on the international scene.

"Such leadership dae'é not derive from industrial and military
might alone, vital as these are. It stems from faith which the world
has in the integrity of our ideals and our devotion to the principles
of human equality. We have heard much discussion concerning the
value of the Volce of America; I am confident that with enactment
of a federal FEP measure, the true voice of America will speak with
an authority and persuasiveness no broadcast or series of broadcasts

can hope to achieve.

"We can no longer afford the luxury of amhigﬁij:‘x on the

subject of intergroup relations. It is far too late tu\q?ea.n the
words, All men are created equal, " and to sanction deeds a‘ﬂ inequality.
We cannot hope to win the cooperation of peoples who are tod.n}«._mt.ing

off the last shackles of inequality abroad if we tolerate this sort of
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thing at home. We-can, through the enactment _nf"F"EP, help close the

gap ‘between what we profess and vwhat we practice.”

From time to time I felt impelled to speak out in labor-.
management disputes. Cleveland was then, as it is today, an important
industrial community. WW ndc at that-time to
crush lsbor unionism. Strukes-end—iockouts were-the order-of-the-day.
At the.z close of the;war tf.hére was severe unemployment in the city and
this situation was seized upon to undermine the organized labor
movement. A leader in the campaign was the Cleveland Chamber of
Commerce whose presiﬂenrt’ m i'residant Wilson's Secretary of War,
Newton D. Baker. In protest I resigned from the Chamber of Commerce.
The correspondence between Mr., Baker and myself was given wide
publicity in the local press. Labor leaders assured me that it
greatly strengthened their position.

In September, 1930 I found myself again involved in a
labor-management dispute in which justice was on the side of labor.
The Hotel Managers of Cleveland broke a seventeen year old agreement
with the Cooks', Waitresses', and Waiters' Union and the latter had
to resort to a strike in order to protect their right of collective

M was clearly part of a united effort 1natigated

PV ML e " & M

and directed by powerful 1ntereata whu were fut-m a-a-l-lgle-
mmm to destroy unionism in.a. period -of-intense.economic
depression. - .. 4 f avm  The T Dw A S Afl o 4
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intrgpsigent attitide whiech-thesehotels had taken in refusing-ell
forms—of-erbitretion:— Through the years I was called in on several

occasions to arbitrate labor-menagement disputes and to settle strikes.
Years later, in 1958, the issue of the Union Shop was again

F i 1
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revived. A "Right to Work" constitutional amendment was presented to
the voters of the State of Ohio. On that occasion I issued the
following statement, which was widely used by the Ohio Federation of
Lebor to defeat the amendment:

"Every man in a free society should have the right to work.
But every man, once he finds employment, also has the moral duty to
Join an organization of fellow workers which achieves for him, through
its organized efforts, the favorable conditions he enjoys in his
employment and affords him protection for the future. Everyone is
morally obligated to share in the responsibilities if they wish to
avall themselves of the rewards of collective effort. The theoretic
"Right to Work" which no one questions is qualified by man's moral
responsibility to assume the obligations which assure him the very

things which he seeks in his employment.

"It has been my conviction for many years that no free

society and no free economy can long endure in the modern world
without a strong organization of its working people. A strong labor
movement not only protects workers against exploitation but, at the
same time, will save capitalism and free enterprise from those very
abuses which ultimately destroy it."

The amendment was decisively defeated.
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art and in literature. But it is unorganized-dnd undirected. It lacks program
and leadership. It is certainly aggressive. At best it rallies around a
few liberal magazines, o new school of social work, or a few outstanding

men noted for thejxZliberal tendencies.

15 a creeMntired and undaunted liberals of all times

""--.._\_‘_1

—

have lived by.

We believe in Man, in his slow, ascendent progress, in the autonomy
of his spirit and in the primacy of his claims over the claims of all forms of
human organization.

We believe in freedom -- the fullest measure of freedom compatible with
the fullest measure of responsibility.

We believe in authority -- but only in authority sanctioned by reason
and consent.

We believe that the only tools of social progress are education, experi-
mentation and cooperation.

We believe that to be well-governed is not as important as to be self-
governed; that values bestowed are not as desirable as values achieved. Hence,
we reject all manner of milleniums proffered to us at the spear-point of
dictatorship.

We believe that all truth is made manifest through the contact and clash
of diverse opinions and that the very motive power of progress is the free
exchange of ideas and the exercised privilege of non-conformity.

We believe in tolerance but not in indifference, in enthusiasm but not
in fanaticism, in convictions but not in obsessions, in independence but not

in isolation, in conflict but not in hate,




M }—cme-mnd, 1917, the Communist Revolution took

place in Russia, Througheut-the succeeding years of strusgle befween what has come
to be known as the East and the West, I-had-to-defime-my ownposttion-toward-Communism

in its menifold-manifestations,” No religious leader could or would wish to by-pass
this major challenge of the twentieth century, The pulpit would have relegated itself
to irrelevancy in-the-medesi-warld if it had failed to give men guidance on this powerful
new phenomenon which was shaking the very foundations of our society, Religion
could not ignore it--for it was attacking all religion, Democracy and liberalism
could not ignore it, for it was destroying them both wherever it could, It would
have been a simple matter to engage in wholesale condemnation and so find onesel f
praised and applauded, But there were factors in the Commumiist revolution which
tha;religiaus leader was obligated to consider, and spiritual elements which he
could not ignore, As between the East and the West it was not altogether a case

of black or white--the perfectly good system against the utterly evil one,

In 1917, when-Bolshevism first swept into power i Ri¥sia, I delivered a
sermon at The Temple on ":Elsheﬁsm-—Huw to Meet It'", My central thought was
"Kill Bolshevism with justice, kill it with love"", That was very naive, quite as
naive as were the teachings of the founders of our faith when they confronted the
evils of their own day, Since then I.ﬂh'a“we{isited Russia three times, in 1926, 1935 and

1961, I have spoken often in and out of my puiﬂlw our attitude towards the
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I am convinced that wé must learn to live on the sa-.me\‘“globﬂe with the Soviet

people and they wfﬁi'ﬁs. The Russians have adopted a way of life which is theirs,

I would not choose it for myself or for America, It has stark and basic defects
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which we cannot ignore, and it has certain merits which we should not under-
estimate, But their way of life is theirs, and whatever is wrong with it they them-

selves will have to correct in the future, Neither they nor we are always in the

right, the other,

doubtedly will do-so-in-

together, even though their d :

The leaders of both countries must try to reduce tensiofis, The peoples of the

world are waiting for signs of a new and in@tré statesmangHip both in the

7
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Kremlin and the White House. The old is leading us nowhere, only from
one crisis to anothgf. Let us not be afraid to trade with each other in goods

or in ideas. t us compete in only one way -- whiclf system can do more

for its peoyé. 3

4 -'f

M Certainly there are great differences between their system and our
/ : /

systéﬁﬁ, but thesek"&iﬁerences cannot be resolved by the Ewnrd/The problem

before the world today is not which system is the better, but how the two
can keep from destroying each other -- and mankind. Both are strongly en-
trenched and sufficiently powerful that one cannot destroy the other without
destroying itself. The question is then not which will bury the other, but
whether a war, once unleased between the East and the West will not bury
them both.

""The only alternative to annihilationist war is mutual accommodation.
Many of the differences between us will have to be left to the solvent of time.
The two systems will certainly persist concurrently for a long time. This
should be accepted as an axiom by this generation and the next, and the next.
Neither the communists nor we are getiing off the globe. We must all,
therefore, make every effort to free ourselves from the emotional climate
of the cold war. This, of course, applies also to the communists, for the cold
war cannot be ended unilaterally. As a people, we should learn to live
more wisely and less excitedly, and to act more circumspectly and cooperatively
in world affairs, exploring every avenue of possible agreement and bearing

in mind that we can never have it all our own way. As a rule, it is better to




study our adversary -- at times even to learn from him -- than to abuse him.
We should go about our national business without emotional tautness, certainly
without self-righteousness, in the full knowledge that while the worst can
happen, in all likelihood it will not; doing what we feel we ought to do at the
behest of our own national traditions and principles, helping where we can,
seeking no political compensation in return, craving no praise and deterred

by no thrjats, looking first to the soundness and justice of our own economy

and the well-being of our people. No one will rob us of our chosen way of life,

nor will time rust our spiritual treasures, if we cherish them lovingly. "
I was, of course, widedy criticizgd and-aitacked.for the position which

Liook.




I favored our recognition of Red China, and was opposed to our
military intervention in Korea. In an address titled, "A Leti#r to Mr. Truman'',

which I delivered in the Temple pulpit on December 17, 1950, I said:

"In his address to the country the other
President Truman summoned the American ple to unity
and self-sacrifice because of the grave ger in which our
country finds itself. ''Those.of us whe work for the govern-
ment'', He stated, '"will do our beef, but the outcome depends,
as it has always depended, o e spirit and energy of our
people*s-.

' ent there has been very little
irit and energ the American people.

spirit of sacrifice,
e first World War or in the secon orld War.
er was asked of them they performed, commpgtently
atriotically. They gave their sons to the war, a
eir daughters -- as many as the government demanded}
On the battlefields our fighting men




SH 1’5 —

gave an excellent account of themselves, and withdrew from no sacrifice in
life or blood. ' Our shops, our mines, our mills were adequately manned.
Whatever taxes our government imposed upon our people they paid. Whatever
regtrictions and rationings were imposed upon them were complied with. There

er was and thereis not now any reason to doubt the loyalty, the patriotism

the readiness to sacrifice on the part of the American people in defense
of \their country or their freedom. I doubt whether the proclamation of a
stale of national emergency was really required to make the American people
aware\ of how serious the present situation is.

/ Th&kﬂmerican people is not illiterate. They read their newspapers,
they liaten to their radio, they know what is going on in Korea; they kjo
what is going on in the United Nations. Their sons are even at this mément
fighting end some of them dying in Korea.

't But they, the American people, do not make our foreign policy. ey
did not send eur armies unprepared into Korea. They were not co ted
as to whether we should go into Korea. According to our Constiptition,
Congress, and Comgress alone, has the power to declare war and/make peace.
The Congress of the United States was not consulted about segliing our
troops into Korea. ‘President Truman alone decided this graye issue by the
simple device of calling this intervention not a war, but A police action.
This police action has' already cost our people 40,000 caghalties.

/t Our allies likewise were not consulted. In his spegch last Friday
evening, the President said that we must work with a pbnse of real
partnership and common purgose with the other free pétions who need our
help as we need theirs., Thase partners were ipnopéd when President Truman
ordered our troops into Korea, The question is,/why?

i The United Nations, too, W not consulted., It is the prime
responsibility of the United Nadjons, not of A£he United States, to resist
aggression in the world. It was Wnly aftery/President Truman launched our
military effort in Korea that the United Ftates asked for the approval of
the United Nations. This is not the, prgtedure outlined in the Charter of
the United Najions.

I/ Why did not our govermment wait fox clear directives from the United
Nations in the matter of Korea? WAy dif§ not our govermnment ascertain
before we moved in who else was £oing alopz and to what extent and with
how many troups? Why did we pét learn of the widespread reluctance of the
other free nations of the wg#ld to become igvolved in Korea, as was later
evidenced by the rather sli¥m and purely tokel participation on the part
of only a few of these pdtions? Why did we ndt learn about this wide-
spread reluctance befgre we committed ourselves, to what has proved to be
one of the most costXy and disastrous enterpri in all the military
history of the Uniged States? Why?

1+ The strong spySpicion entertained by many Ame
move was inspipéd by domestic politicel considerations connected with an
approaching £#£11] election has not been satisfactorily resolved. The
administration had for some time, prior to last J been attacked and
badgered, especially by the Republican opposition,

ists ifi China and the defeat of Chiang-Kail-Shek, and

infiltration of Commmunists in the State Department and) other govermment
departments. For weeks on end, before the Tydings Committee of the
Senate, wild charges were made by irresponsible political gentry and by




publicity seekers of the type of Senator McCarthy. The administration
found itself on the defensive, with an important Congressional
approaching. The invasion of South Korea by the North Koreans
fered a tempting opportunity to demonstrate to the country
stration was all-out anti-Comminist, and that it wa
t Commnism wherever it raised its ugly head.

police actiomjy that it would be brief and not too c¢oBtly, and that the
North Koreans wo take to their heels as soon they saw the American
soldiers coming. ident Truman also dispatelied the Seventh Fleet to
patrol the Strait of FOwxposa to see to it t the Chinese Commnists did
not take over Formosa, thereby intervening not alone in Korea, where a
clear case of aggression caﬁi@ be established against the North Koreans,
but also in the Chinese civil war, where the victorious Chinese regime had
already been recognized by Great Britain, Indie and other countries.
Along with the intervention in-Chinaj we also promised to send aid to the
French in Indo-China where they wer. fighting to preserve French imperial
. The administration reversed its former line
and permitted itself #6 be swayed by domestiec.political considerations
and to be intimi d by the rantings of ex-Commnists, ex-isolationists,
pro-Fescists, ¢ranks of all kinds, and maneuvered itself and the
into the disastrous Korean adventure....w
alweys the tendency on the part of our political and military
n their policies or their actions result in failure, to shift
bility from their own shoulders to those of the American'people.
W it is always the American people who are responsible for that
E mngi
4 It 1s proper to alert the /American people today to the grave dangers
in which they find themselves, as the President has done, but more is
needed to meet the dire emergency -- much more. In the first place, there
must be self-examination at the top level. A sense of omniscience is not
conducive to sound govermment, nor is impatience and irritability with
suggestions and criticism, and narrow partisanship and a desire to make
political capital out of grave internationzl situations.
+* There is in my Jjudgment need for a re-examination of our entire
foreign policy which has been going from bad to worse ever since President
Truman, on his own responsibility, announced the so-called Truman Doctrine
and pledged our country to resist Communism all over the world, a commit-
ment on which we are simply not able to make good and one which our allies
are unwilling to back up. A re-examination of our entire foreign policy
is called for.....
i These are some of the things sbout which I should like to write to
Mr. Truman. I should also like to draw his attention to some words
which be himself uttered the other evening, and suggest that in those
words, lies the right direction of statesmanship in these dire days. He
sald, "There is no conflict between the legitimate interests of the free
world and those of the Soviet Union that cannot be settled by peaceful
means, and we will continue to tale every honorable step we can to avoid
a general war." This is quite differenct from the dogmatism, the rantings
and the war-mongering of so many other, which are so frequently heard
these days.
» Stalin, t00, has declared more than once that the communist world and
the capitalist world could live side by side in one world. Truman does not




trust Stalin, Stalin does not trust Truman., Hence the impasse. It is
clear that only in the direction of courageous and continuous exploration
of every avenue for reaching understandings, if only piece-meal, only

in the direction of negotiation, earnestly sought and welcomed, lies the
hope of the world. Negotiation is not appeasement. Let not the American
people be persuaded into closing their minds at the sound of the word
appeasement. It is today a tabu device to paralyze thought and wise
diplomatic action. There should be urgent and continuous exploration of
every opportunity for the coming to an understanding with the Soviet, a
nation which we caanot defeat in war any more than it can defeat us....

""Our appeal to our national leadership in Washington, which we make
in all good will, for we are all involved in one common destiny, is to be
courageous and unafraid, not to be swayed by partisan political considera-
tions and not to allow itself to be stampeded by war-mongers, fanatics
and cranks, and by those who would push us into war for reasons which
have nothing to do with love of country. There are those in our country
who do not want an understanding with Russia. There are those even in
high government posts who are ardently advocating a preventive war with
Russia. There are those who will try to sabotage any possibility of
agreemxnt. These are our real enemies. "

I was also opposed to the re-arming of Germany., On March 4, 1951,

I spoke at The Te{n e GMR;-&arm Germany?" L eaid:
2 /..!'
m_x_‘

" At Potsdam in ,arc:g";t, 1945, an agreement was
reached between Tr_Luffgn, . Chitrchill and Stalin for the complete
demilitarization of Gerrthany. They agreed that all war

‘rany should-be destroyed™=- war plants,
aircraft and arpfs -- so-that Gerrﬁany would never
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I hwurgedna friendlier attitude towards Communist Russia in spite of
what I know about its attitude towards religion, towards Zionism and towards the
Jewish people in the Soviet Union:

The regime in Russia is hostile to religion, Its leaders boastfully avow their
atheism, They do not seem to be as rabid and gross in their opposition as-fermenly,
but everything that the government can do to eradicate it from among the people,
short of completely closing down all places of public worship, is done,

As.individuals, Jews.have equal-pights-in.the JS.S.B,, with all other
citizens, It would be untrue, however;-to-say-that-ali-anti-Semitism _has been
eradicated there, -This would be a Utopian-assumption-evenforthe United States.
mlije_ officially, anti-Semitism is outlawed.in.the U;8,8; R, ; practice-does not
alwaye-keep pace with what is-written in the statiite books., Anti-Semitism in Russia
has had a long and dark history and the October R volution did not uproot it, Russian
Jews, it is reported, are being steadily pushed out of positions in the top governing
bodies of the State and the Central Committee of the Communist Party, the higher
echelons of the Red Army, the diplomatic services, and the higher brackets of
academic professions and plant management,

I do not know how widespread this type of anti-Semitism actually is in the
U,8.8,.R, today., Its existence is vbgorously denied by the government, But,
cultural and religious discriminations directed against the Jewish nationality

group, as such, is certainly being practiced, The fundamental law of the U, S, S, R,

grants cultural autonomy and equality to ail nationality groups. They have a right

to their own language, schools, press and other cultural activities, This has been
one of the honorable and proud boasts of the Soviet Union, The Jewish group is

recognized as a nationality, Every Jew in the Soviet Union is required to indicate




the purely pastoral phase of a Rabbi's work as of primary importance.
In the tradition of the Rabbi, it never loomed large, though in the
eyes of many members of modern congregations it is all-important.
Historically, the Rabbi was the teacher, not the pastor.

I prepared my sermons carefully, writing them out in long-
hand and then memorizing them. I seldom spoke extemporaneously. I
was reverent of the spoken word. Smfoswedebhat The inspiration ef the
moment may be late in coming. Only in recent years, or on occasims
which called for scrupulous care in wording did I resort to a manuscript.
In whatever I sought to accomplish, the spoken word was my most useful
tool. My work through life has been principally a work of persuasion
and I had to rely upon the proper word, the proper argument, the
proper mode of delivery. Whether in the pulpit, the platform or at
congresses or conferences, it was through the spoken word that I
could best represent my cause and on it very much often depended.

As a rule, my sermons never exceeded thirty to forty minutes.
Beyond that, both preacher and congregation reach a point of no
return. ywe But capsule sermons to satisfy the quick-lunch taste of
modern Temple-goers never appealed to me. They are usually devoid
of intellectual nutriment and free of spiritual calories. .

One of the subjects which I stressed in the pulpit and platform

wvas the importance of Jewish education. I recall that in the keymote

address which I delivered at the Golden Jubilee Convention of the

Union of American Hebrew Congregations im=i§88. in Carmegie Hall, I
stated:

"In deference to ourselves let us be frank. Our religious

schools are inadequate. Their curricula are rudimentary and faulty.
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The time allotted to the religious education of our children is all
too short. We cannot transmit a heritage of three thousand years,
the learning and wisdom of thirty centuries, the history, religion,
ethiecs and literature of a people, all in the one or two hours a week
during the few years of the child's school life. We, Rabbis, frankly
confess our inability to cope with this problem. You Jewish laymen
must look to it. It is you who must take the initiative in this
tremendously urgent work." ==

'lﬁ’du; concern vith<Jauish-eduosbion led me to organize the
Bureau of Jewish Education in Cleveland in 1924, with the aid of the
Federation of Jewish Charities and with the cooperation of the other
rabbis of the city. A survey had revealed the=startiing~feet that
14,000 Jewish children of school age, out of 21,000 in our community,
were receiving no religious training whatsocever, either-im-Religious
Schools, Hebrew.Scheeils-pr-through private instruction. The Bureau
applied itself to the establishment of schools in all parts of the
city, to the support of the existing educational institutions which
were not entirely self-supporting and to the training of Religious
School and Hebrew School teachers. I was elected Fresident of the Bureau
and actively served in that capacity for seven years. The Bureau has
served well through the years and today is an established educational

agency in our community.

w

In my 45 years as rabbi of The Temple what was it that I tried

to teach my people about Judaism? I was never enamoured of formal,
systematic theology, though, of course, I had studied theology, not

only as part of my trﬂningfwﬂ—tﬂ-m, but sub-
sequently to discover what new ideas and insights had been added. 1




have found little new in the writings of the renowned theologians of
our day. Some were more obscure than others, some more ponderous
than others, but all ended @ with the same few simple truths which
are the essence of all the religions of the Westerm World, truths
which the ancient seers and prophets of our religion had stated with
greater clarity, conviction and eloquence.

In preaching Judaism I never extolled one type of Judaism
over another. I never criticized Orthodox Judaism, nor deprecated
Conservative Judaism, nor extolled Reform Judaism. I was never an

"orthodox" Reform Jew. Denominational distinctions interested me

very little.“

(In fact, I was rather critical of Reform Judaism though I vas
a Reform Rabbi, perhaps because I was a Reform Rabbi. I believed
that the pioneer reformers and their disciples were too zealous to
modernize Judaism, and too self-conscious about modernity. There was
too much emphasis in their thought and speech upon "reform", "change",
"progress"”, too little upon "rebirth", "return"”, tracing back to God.
Nothing is so shallow and ephemeral as modernity. The very word
suggests a mode, a fashion, a passing version which has its practical
utility, to be sure, but which must not be confused with that which is
of the essence and of the etermal. They were too eager to accommodate,
to facilitate, and, strange as it may seem, to conform--not to traditionm,
of course, but to the most recent thought and practice or their cay--
the tradition of recency. They were sufficiently intellectual in their
eritique, butrel:l.gimm reformation is achieved only by mystics who are
concerned not with the recency of their doctrined, but with the

immediacy of their religious experience.




modernized. This is not to suggest that many of the reforms were un-
necessary. But looking at them from the perspective of history, which
reformers frequently sacrifice for an apocalypse, they appear far less
consequential than they seemed at first.

The need for this type of reform was over a long time ago.
What is needed today is not the innovation or renovation or reformation
or reconstruction of Judaism, but the conversion of the Jew to his
faith. It is no longer a question of less or of mnre-: Godlessness,
secularism and materialism have blighted our people, along with all
other peoples, but we, because of our unique position in the world, can
least of all submit. It is hopeless to try to reach the heart of our
people or to serve them by reviving old slogans and battle-cries, or
discarded rituals, or by confronting them with the competitive claims
of Orthodoxy, Conservatism or Reform. None of these has scored any
significant victory in our day, and life is now attacking them all.

And so, when I taught my people about Judaiam, I spoke to them

not of competitive denominational ideologies, but Mals

mimm:nalﬂlm of musmmm. I apoke of an old

religion; TeAching acypess-many centuries and many lands-and- u-rlect.in.g
Wﬁﬁmﬂmﬂs rﬁm - T

I tried to transmit to my people the core insights of Judeaism
which are easily recognizable in all stages of its development: that
God is One, indwelling in all nature, and yet transcending it, near to
man in all his needs and yet beyond man's comprehension; that God can
never be represented and is never incarnated; that man, while fashioned
out of the earth, is nevertheless made in the spiritual image of God; T/ »

while man is bound up by his physical and mental limitations, he is




As an historic faith, infused with the life experience of the
Jewish people, Judaism naturally reflected in some of its customs,
symbols, ceremonies, and festivals the special experiences and the
epecial needs and hopes of the Jewish community, but the light of its
spiritual and its ethical vision is intended for the whole of mankind.
Judaism excluded no one from sharing in its faith because of race or
of caste. In fact, no one needs to be formally admitted into its
fold in order to be "saved."

This is the Judaism which I taught my people through the
years--in sermon, lecture, address, or classroom instruction. This
is the Judaism which I applied in interpreting the events of the day,
from week to week, from year to year, not only to my own congregation
bﬁt to the numerous other groups which I frequently addressed.

It is difficult to estimate the effectiveness of one's
ministry. The minister deals in imponderables. A businessman can
point to his profits, the doctor to the number of cases that he cured,
the engineer to the number of structures or bridges which he built.
The minister can point to no such tangible achievements. He does not
know whether his teaching is followed or not, or whether his preaching
has any influence whatsoever. You have to have faith that the seeds

that you sow will, somewhere, in eome-heawtyweld in some soul, take

root. 5 I have found a strengthening of the spirit in study and have

managed to steal away the hours for some serious writing. —

In 1927 I published my book, "Messianic Speculations in Israel,
from the First through the Seventeenth Centuries." .ESnunucleua oft=the
bogk was the doctoral thesis which I had presented to the faculty of

the Hebrew Union College in 1925, which I now enlarged and completely




revised fer-JiBiogilm. It was well received in the scholarly world.

In 1958, when a paperback edition of the book was published, I added

a brief preface which carried the story of messianic speculations up

to the tive of the establishment of the State of Israel. I believe

that Zionism and messianism tap the same spiritual sources. Loss of
national independence, the will to live as a rehabilitated people in

the national home, and an unfaltering faith in divine justice established
the force of messianic belief in Israel. I found Wﬁs ‘basic

to Israel's way of life then and now--only now the will to live and

the unyielding hold on divine justice led to @ practical strategyu ¢

rather than to pious specula.t.innf‘ —

The-messianic hope sustained tﬁ%l_-ﬁm“peopleﬂw
centurl sgs67-darkness;—homelessness, and perseeution. In its

prophetic expresﬂiun, as the beckoning vision of a redmd hmanity,
M S5 Anlasin

iA-continuesto guide, inspire, and sustain men of gcmd will everywhere.
In 1931 I published a series of essays on tho—phna.a:_faith

in Igg__lggﬂeﬁ‘ﬁ, “under the title, "Religion in a Changing World."
The-book-was  exceptionally well -ngeedved. It was a "best seller"

among such books in its day. I find in my files a selection of

quotations, published by the Cleveland Press, which pointsthe direction

of my thought:

Man's true life does not take plaﬁrin time or gpace but in
the secret processes of spiritual growth.

One should not confuse that which is necessary with that which
is ultimate.

Man does not require much to be happy. It is in his striving
after the excessive that the roots of his unhappiness lie.

Man must have more than one world in which to live; for his
one world may collapse and then he is totally bereft.




There is nothing new in novelty.
Man possesses no rights other than the right to do right.

Man's first duty is not to express himself but to perfect
himself,

We are the richest nation in the world today and the richest
nations were always the first to succumb to moral decadence.

The liberal regards democracy not as absolutely perfect but
as progressively perfectible.

A man can be a blackguard even in Utopia.

Our age needs a form of good will which will not only tolerate
differences but which gladly usesthem for the enrichment of life.

On the plane of common human aspirations all men may meet
without sacrificing their characteristic cultures or modes of life.

International good-will is not a legacy of the human race. It
will be the achievement of those men and women throughout the world
who can think with a minimum of bias and feel with a maximum of
restraint.

Our modern pessimism is based on the belief not that knowledge
will not increase, but that increased knowledge will not bring us
increased happiness.

A trayful of mechanical toys, of engines, motors, radios, and
airplanes is no adequate compensation for the loss of human
freedom and dignity.

Not the least of the roles which religion should perform in
the modern world is to resist change--change which is unintelligent,
uninformed, and whimful. One of religion's great opportunities is
to tide mankind over its periods of confusion.

The flaunting of moral conventions, unaccompanied by a critical
appraisal and by a readiness to substitute still higher conventions
for them,is far from being a sign of moral advance.

At the heart of the atom, matter and energy become undistinguishable,
merged into the one astounding miracle of creation, and the heart of
knowledge, science, and religion become one in the everlasting

mystery '




In 1956 "Where Judaism Differed" was published. It was an
inquiry into the distinctiveness of %mfaith and dwelt on the
fundamental insights of Judaism fo whteh I have already referred. It
vas well received, and in a short time six printings were issued. A
Hebrew translation appeared in Israel in 1961.

In 1961 my book, "Moses and the Original Torah, was published.

by Timd Pe

Moses has been relegated bucinsminer Ei.bhcal eri ti;s;tu the vague
legendary periphery of the history gé—Biblicsietimes. It wes argued
that he lived so long ago that whatever he taught must have been
rudimentery and imperfectly developed. .But Lhe doctrine of evolution
can no?be applied to man's spiritual life in the same way it is

applied to organic life. Q?s intrinsically exalted does not

necessarily come late in time. “The advance of spiritual ideas is not

e etk - . Ml T
necessarily slow and gradual. I«showel ia-bhbesbotlk-that“the Torah

cannot be laid to the literary prophets or to any other movement or
event in later Biblical history. Moses began.lsrael's-splritual
revolubdon. I studied the original Torah of Moses to which the
prophets of later time frequently refer--its uniqueness, -where it is
to be found in the Bible, and how it fared in pre-exilic times among
the peoples of the northern and southern kingdoms. My approach was
radical of current assumptions, and the book aroused considerable
controversy, both-im-traditional ciretesand-emeng-students ofshigher
Bibli gadsowibtetem.,
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Rabbis and sogial workers, Zionists.and-philanthropistey-educators and

labﬁeﬁeﬂm—nﬂﬁsuﬂymm were active in these.years-on-the American

seene; There were also so-called Jewish "intellectuals' who sought to mold and

influence Jewish life, The Menorah Movement which was founded in the Twenti=s
was the creation of such a group of Jewish intellectuals and was directed primarily
towards the Jewish College student, Its mouthpiece was the Menorah Journal which
was founded by ¥, Henry Hurwitz in 1926,

Jewish "intellectuals'" have always been a problem to the Jewish people,

As a rule they are supercilious fringe-Jews, victims of a conscious or unconscious
escapism, They entertain neither love nor reverence for their people's heritage,
They have cut their moorings and are adrift,

The term "'intelligentsia'', like the terms "proletariat" and "peasant', is
really not applicable to th= structure of American society., 'Ihey belong; or
belonged, to the social stratifications nﬂﬁhe Old World, When men speak of the
Jewish "intellectuals' in the United States, they have in mind, presumably, Jewish
authors, journalists, artists, philosophers, professors, etc,, not necessarily all
the educated, college-bred Jewish men and women of whom there are legion in our
country.

Quite a number of this small group of alienated "intellectuals' -~if and when
they treat Jews and Judaism in their literary products--do so slightingly, disparagingly
and at times with acid and scorn, Some of them do so out of ignorance, But a goodly
number of them hail from old-fashioned Jewish homes and from a distinctly Jewish
environment where they received orthodox Jewish training, But they have removed

themselves from positive Jewish life because they believe that there are sweeter
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pastures elsewhere--higher rewards, both social and monetary., To belong to a

distinguishable and, at times, disfavored minority group is too difficulta burden

to bear, It is only after these intellectuals become disillusioned, when they

discover that the rewards which they anticipated are not forthcoming, that some
of them return to the welcoming fold of Israel, a bit saddened and embittered and

a bit over-zealous.,..
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From time to time these intellectuals are polled by some enterprising
magazine as to their attitudes towards Jew and Judaism and the results are, of
course, largely negative, These findings are then interpreted to mean that there
is a sharp trend among all educated Jews in the United States away from Judaism and
the Jewish people, and toward non-religion and assimilation,

Bsck—:_ﬁi 1926, the Menorah Journal presented several such intellectuals in a

survey of the Jewish cultural and religious scene in the United States. One was

Professor Horace M, Kallen, another was Elliot E, Cohen, managing editor of

the Menorah Journal and in later years, editor of Commentary, and the third was

m

Henry Hurwitz, the founder and editor of the Menorah Journal, v~ ~ !

4 ':'Ir‘l-xese three "did a job" on American Judaism, th.e Allne:;ican rabbi and ih | o
Jewish theological schools in the United States, Their composite portrait of Amer.i'can
Jewish life was one of lamentable inadequacy, There was but one hope for American
Israel and that was in an adequately financed and endowed Menorah movement, ,,.
Especially free-wheeling and gross was the essay of Elliot E, Cohen, whose
particular bete noire was the American rabbi, but whose distaste for Judaism
generally was no less sharp, Among the rare pearls of wisdom with which his article

was adorned were:

The Elders of Zion myth is a by no means distant cousin of the Jewish
mission myth,

The little respect our culture receives is that paid to a people who stumbled
(sic!) on some spiritual ideas capable of being incorporated, in a greatly
improved form of course, in the culture of the West,

Lacking wisdom, our leaders take refuge in speech, Good Watsonian
behaviorists, they discover the springs of thought in the voice box,

Speeches and sermons are born of the air and destined to vanish with
the breath that gave them birth,
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But they (the rabbis) are guilty certainly of a too weak acquiescence
in the degradation of the rabbinical function to that of a spokesman--
i, e, mouthpiece, of the ignorance, ambitions and fears of the influential
Jewish laity,
Mr, Hurwitz requested me to write a rejoinder to these articles, '"Let me

repeat again most sincerely and urgently, my invitation to you to write an article for

the Menorah J aurnal, as soon as may be, to present the situation as you see it in

answer to Kallen's and Cohen's articles, . . , You will be doing the Journal a very
great service--I believe you will be doing the cause of Judaism in America a great
service--if you will present your analysis of the situation, your description of what
the rabbinate and the synagogue have so far had to build up in this country, and what
you believe their future service should be, May I count on you for this?" I finally
consented to write such an article, My article, "Why Do the Heathen Rage'', was
accepted*w-ﬁvw Galley proofs were submitted to me which I
corrected and returned, Theartifle was-anmounced-fer-pliblication-in-the-Fomrmal,
Mr, Hurwitz announced the forthcoming publication of my article as an indication

of the broadmindedness and fairness of the Menorah Journal,

On the eve of my departure for Europe in July of that year, I was informed

by Mr, Hurwitz that the article would not be published,

I immediately turned over the article to the Jewish Tribune of New York,

which published it in four weekly installments, beginning with the issue of July 23,
1926,
Mr, Hurwitz attempted to justify the suppression of my article in a letter

which he sent to the Jewish Tribune, Upon my return from Europe, I replied to

it in the Tribune of August 20th,




"Upon my return from London today I read the letter which Henry

Hurwitz wrote to you in explanation of the suppression of my article which

had been requested and accepted by 'The Menorash Journal' R 4

'Mr, Hurwitz states in his letter that I made two unacceptable
conditions to its publication, one, that it should be printed in full,
without change, and two, that no answer to it should appear in the same
issue of the Journal.

This is correct. One will readily understand why these conditions
were made when one remembers that two of the three authors whose papers I
discussed are respectively the editor and the managing editor of the

Menorah Journal. When I requested that no answer should be made in the

same issue, I asked for my article the same privilege which the articles
of Dr. Kallen, Mr. Cohen, and Mr. Hurwitz engjoyed. The editor indicated in
a note which accompanied the galley proofs that a reply to it would appear
in the following issue of the Journal, to which, of course, I raised
absolutely no obJjections.

Mr. Hurwitz was free to reject my conditions. He did not reject
them; rather he accepted them with alacrity and in writing.

Mr. Hurwitz refers to the title of my article, "Why Do the Heathen
Rage" (a Biblical phrase, by the way) as !the elegant nomenclature of Rabbi
Silver." Here sgain Mr. Burwitz's memory seems to faill him. I submitted
two titles for his consideration, the other being, "A Rabbi Makes Reply,"
and Mr. Hurwitz, himself, selected the former.

There is a subtle suggestion contained in Mr. Hurwitz's letter that
my article did not fully measure up to the established standard of thought
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and expression of the Menorah Journal, Of that the reader must judge, I am,

however, again compelled to refresh Mr, Hurwitz's memory. Upon receipt of my
article, he wrote that he was glad to get it "and glad even after reading it," This
was in April, Four or five weeks later, during which time the editor undoubtedly

had sufficient time to acquaint himself with the palpable deficiencies of the article,

he sent me the galley proofs, Shortly thereafter, at a public meeting, he announced
its forthcoming publication, In June, then, the article still measured up to the exact-

ing standards of the Menorah Journal, In July it failed utterly, , , .

One must be a dour fellow indeed not to chuckle at the literary vagaries of
this distinguished editor, "

Thirteen years after I penned my critique of the Menorah Journal, -Raggbi Milton

Steinberg, the noted Rabbi of the Park Avenue Synagogue of New York, felt constrained
to write a similar critique of the Commentary Magazine, a monthly journal of Jewish
life, letters, and opinion, sponsored by the American Jewish Committee, Its

editor at that time was the same Elliot E. Cohen, who brought to his new post the

r.
same aversion to Judaism and Rabbis, and the same predilection for secularist

themes and writers, Only this time he preferred literary confections vhich had a
touch here and there of the pornographic, 444

"I doubt, " wrote Rabbi Steinberg, "whether either the editors or the inner
communications Committee representative of the American Jewish Committee are
aware of the extent and bitterness of the hostility they have awakened in broad
sectors of American Jewry, especially among informed and committed Jews, , . My
complaint is against the spirit which animates it as disclosed in three circumstances,

that the magazine has
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studiously ignored some of the most significant elements in Jewish life; that it

has consistently given distorted presentation to certain others, no less crucial; and,
finally, that all too frequently it takes on an air of condescension and superciliousness
towards matters Jewish, including historic Jewish sanctities, and of offensiveness
toward Jewish sanctities, "

The Menorah Journal lacked a positive Jewish program and content, It made

much of Jewish "culture' and catered to Jewish intellectuals but the culture was
secularist in character, avoiding any positive identification with Judaism as a
religion, Nor was it Hebraic in character or outright in its "nationalist" identification,
It was neither Zionist nor anti-Zionist, Towards the end it became the mouthpiece
of the American Council for Judaism,,. "Culture, with us,' to quote Emerson,
"ends in headache, ,."

The Journal ceased being a monthly quite early, It became a bi-monthly, then
a quarterly, and finally a semi-annual periodical, Although at first I was a member
of the Board of Governors {{f the Menorah movement and had asiisted it financially

.

from time to time, this movement likewise began to disintegrate quite early, Itis

not possible to launch a vital moven%t,gf Jewish renaissance in the Diaspora which
e d
N F
is purely secular in character, In my reju% "Why Do the Heathen Rage, " I

.
Ny

commented on this fact N

Religion was the sole reason why the Jew persis maintaining his
identity in the world. I searched high and low in Jewish literature to discover
evidences that the Jew struggled to remain a Jew amidst adverse circumstances
in order that he might develop, to quote Mr, Hurwitz in his arti "Watchman,
What of the Day ?" a great ""synagogue architecture, mural paintin d frescoes,
and sculpture in wood and brass, works in silver, gold and other me
and the old signboards of Polish Jewry,' I find nowhere that the Jew objected
to intermarriage with other peoples (a practice which would of course have destroyed
him) on the ground that the resultant racial admixture would produce less gifted
musicians or scientists or writers, There was but one reason throughout the ages:
"Lest he will turn away thy son from following Me, that they may serve other gods, "




The Jew persisted in raclal uniqueness in order to preserve the integrity

of his faith. Loyalty to the faith spelled loyalty to the race. When the
American Jew will abandon his faith he will swiftly and surely assimilate.

Be will intermarry with the peoples about him, and he will destroy himself
racially, and no quantum of Jewish music and Jewish art or books on Jewish
literature and philosophy will be potent enough to save him. The anti-
religious Jew will be the first to go, as he always has been. The religiously
indifferent Jews will linger on by sheer force of inertia until o ﬁﬂ-.
relentless assimilative forces will scatter and overwhelm them too. The secular
nationalist will endure until such time as his ideology derived from the
segregated and compact Jewish commnity life of eastern Europe is dissipated
by the dissolving influences of American life. Even the strong appeal which
Palestine is making today to many of our people will not prove sufficient to

command their loyalty in the days to come. The establishment of a strong

Jewish Coomonwealth in Palestine will not accomplish the miracle of preserva-

tion for the American Jew. The existence of a great German Fatherland has
not kept the Germans in the United States from assimilating. The Jew in the
United States will not long remain eitber a Yiddishist or a Hebraist, in the
technical sense in which the proponents of cultural pluralism understand the
terms. Only the religious Jew who will contimue steadfast to his faith will
conserve and carry on the culture and the traditions of Israel. The rest
will disappear, as they always have, as they inevitably must. In other words,
Judaiem, far from being "a small part of the total fullness of the life of
the Jewish people which I am accustomed to call Hebraism " (Horace M. Keallen,

in 'Can Judaiem Survive in the United States?) is in reality its very heart

and life blood.
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that he is ammevery Georgian that he is a Georgian, But, unlike all the
other nationality groups imrtesméen, and there are many, the Jewish group enjoys
none of the rights of these nationalities,

e o
a Because it is an extra—territﬂrial community, m not centered in

-
——

any one territory or region of-_ur it'has been denied these rights.,i Those

e

———————

who wish or wished to enjoy such rights, \if 18 argued by the apologists of the regime,
e —

could, or should have migrated to the autonomous Jewish region of Birobidjan in
Eastern Siberia, which the Soviet established, This argument, of course, ignores
the historic realities of the Jewish position in Russia, Jews, though widely scattered
over=theweauiday, always constituted a separate, ethnic and cultural group in

Russia which, even in the darkest days of the Tzars, were free to exercise their
religion, and free to teach and develop their own Hebrew and Yiddish culture, The
argument also overlooks the fiasco of Birobidjan whieh-shonld have been-foreseen,

[ am inclined to the belief, aosmmmen, that progress in the direction of winning
for the Jewish minority in the Soviet Union the same cultural and religious consider-
ations which are accorded all other nationality and religious groups is not foreclosed,
given an insistent world Jewish protest, but one which does not join the chorus of
the Cold War,

Also I early favored our recognition of Red China,

%.w d have been easier than it is today and might have changed the entire

ent events, I was \;pposed to our military interyention in Korea,
In an address titletd, "A Letter to Mr. ‘I‘mman”, which I delivered iy the Temple
pulpit on December 17, 1950 and which was reprinted in the Congressional Record, I

stated my reasons:




In 1932 I was given a sabbatical "8l leave of absence, by

my congregation. I spent it abroad in Berlin, Paris, Prague, Rome,
Geneva, and in Palestine, For the first time I came face to face with
Fascism and Nazism in their native homes. The Fascist regime in Italy
was then celebrating the tenth anniversary of Mussolini 's March on
Rome. While I was in Berlin in Jamuary, }933, the Nazis took over
the government of Germany. I also attended the sessions of the

League of Nations in Geneva and was present when the critical debate

on Manchuria took place.
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Everybody knew that the Sino-Japanese conflict oyeehismionds
had brought the League to the first searching test of its career.
Heretofore, the League had intervened more or less successfully in
conflicts where only smaller nations were involved. Now one of the

Big Five was vitally involved. The League must now reveal its true

character. Was it really a competent international organization to

ensure peace, .resolved to enforce tih-i‘ principles and agreements=oiwbine
Paei upon all tie signatories alike without fear or favor, or was it
merely a creature of the great powers,who would allow it freedom of
opliliessi action only when their own private interests were not
Jeopardized? All weewiie excuses for delay had mgw been exhausted.
It was more than a year since China had appealed to the League
against Japan's invasion of Manchuria., It was almost a year mew
since Japan, at the League's intercession, had agreed to an immediate

—— n
cessation of hostilities and to the withﬁrawal of her tmc-ps. Fortow-

e SRR K PO s R EN UL

iggethat solemn pledge, Jmmnmm; .40, as
she pheesed. The beegue-had invoked no-sanctions against Japan-but

MMWE—A fact finding

hal bega Tesan Tu
c:om:».ssion‘ The Lytton Cm:issionf- appointed and, after months of

close investigation, its report ﬂﬂiy submi tted tuste-Gouned 1
ofAheuleague. The report, remarkable for its thoroughness and
unbiased judgment, found Japan's aggression in Manchuria unwarranted
by any consideration of self-defense and furthermore declared that
the new state of Manchukuo, which Japanese bayonets had carved out of
China, was nothing more than a Japanese puppet state.

The Lzsomdly-wesinow-meetinp=to meiesihe $énal Sbeposdiion of

the «8®®, The hour of decision had arrived.
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Many delegates took part in the momentous debate. Dr. Yen
spoke for China. Matsuoka spoke for YJapan. There were those who
spoke for the smaller nations--for Ireland, Czecho-Slovakia, Sweden,
Spain. These all spoke in defense of China and against Japan. If
Japan were allowed to go unchecked and the League in this emergency
were to be found powerless in checking the aggression of a great power,
then their own security from aggression was gone and the League was &
broken reed to lean on.

Everyone mew waited to hear the spokesman of the Great Powers.

I hap
Paul Boncour arose to speak for France. Ome never realized how pliant

and flexible a language French{::‘be in the hands of one who wished
to dodge and wriggle round a moral issue. HEMA Boncour's speech was
so finely spun, so dexterous, and so meaningless that men declared it
to be diplomacy at its very best. He was followed by Sir John Simon,
speaking for Great Britain. Sir John was sidse. at his barrister's best.
He could see both sides of the case. On the one hand, etc., but on

the other hand, etc.; therefore, one must not proceed with undue haste.

=

4 M=o Great Britain, too, would not take sides. (It was all

bt G
t:wer.) The gmeet drama of Geneva had petered out into a sour comedy.

One knew now that the League would do nothing in the Manchurian

I SAaw AaNs KNEW
situation. Vhat-book-piEteEtHEt day in OGenever 4o the beginning of
the end of the League of Nations.

From Geneva I went to Rome, and there I had an interview with

& Duce. Premier Mussolini was, at that time, riding high. He was

celebrating triumphantly the tenth anniversary of Fascism in Italy,
viich haeaabsbideedy Vithin another ten years, his battered and
riddled body would be hanging face down from a lamp post in Milan, his

empire gone, his country in total collapse. But on the day that I




-69-

PARAZLD
saw him in the Pallazo Venezia in Rome, he looked and acted as if he
MHEIGH HMe Beccibve D Hivsegee To 85

were the favorite of the gods': In our conversation he prescribed mek
TREGLY ro
oﬁ' for Italy, bwk=for the United States as well. He thought that a

central master mind and central economic planning and control were

necessary in a country like America.

Fdso oI N
Hehprided himself on the religious tolerance which existed in

his country and declared that there was no anti-Semitism in Italy.
Heme Jews occupled positions of high importance. He expressed the
thought that the increase in enti-Semitism in Europe in recent years ARDIST
....3 weai DRI ANe ND P g e = TimeES
was a result of economic dislocatians' anq/said that he-theugisbed
ﬁ‘.\_ﬁ,.;tﬁ L () ™
would wane with the return of normal times. It would not be long
before Mussolini would.deinwiihe sesbe-and would a‘bandfon his religious
tolerance and accept the racism of the Nazis and their shameful anti-
Jewish program.

I arrived in Berlin on January 22, 1933, at the beginning of
what turned out to be the most exciting fortnight in the political
history of Germany. I found the city on edge. The Nazis were staging
A SZaFl

quasi-military demonstrations. G,
€ Three days later, in spite of bitter cold weather, fifty
thousand Communists staged a counterdemonstration. "Berlin is ours,"
they cried

On the following Sunday, a hundred thousand Social Democrats,
with bands playing and banners flying, marched into the great
[ustgarten Square shouting, "Berlin bleibt rot (Berlin remains Red)."

In the meantiue, the political pot was boiling and spilling
over. Von Schleicher's brief regime of less than two months as

Chancellor seemed to be coming to an end.
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On January 28th he resigned. Forty-eight hours of terrific

_,,aaﬁs'?;nse now folloved. Who would succeed vom Schleicher? ..

—————— —— - i ‘--““‘_

L

Hiri&i:hi:-urg now called upon the former Chancellor, Franz von \

e —

Papen, to negotiate with the political party leaders for the formation

F
of a new Cabinet "within the framework of the Constitution and in ‘/’;

agreement vith the Reichstal).” Who would be the new Chancellor? /

Would it be Hitler?--Hitler, the firebrand, the agitator, who had
promised his followers that heads would roll in the dust once he came
into power. DBut Hindenburg had twice refused him the Chancellorship.

And then suddenly, with the force and speed of a thunderbolt,
came the announcement that a new vaoinet had been rormed and that
Hitler vas made Chancellor. Berlin was stunned. The Nazis were
delirious with joy. Their long hoped for day of triumph had finally
come.

Almost immediately, the Nazi newspaper appeared with screaming
headlines: "Chancellor Hitler!" "German Berlin!" "Hang the flags

1]

out. A huge torchlight procession was held in-ihe-ssmmbig. Thousands

upon thousands of Hitler shock troops and Steel Helmets, carrying
torches, marched, shouting, "Heil Hitler" and singing, "Deutschland,
Deutschland uber alles." Past the President's hﬂw
vhere the erstwhile insignificant Army Corporal, now Chancellor of the
German Reich, received their homage.

I stood on the curb and watched Shemprocssedons

I knew, of course, what the rise of Hitler to power would mean
to the Jews of Germany, but I underestimated the depblssf depravity of
the man and his regime. I thought akeshisgwbime-that it was possible,

and perhaps likely, that the Nazi leaders, now shouldered with
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political responsibility, would be sobered by these responsibilities
and would not attempt to carry out their fantastic schemes against
the Jewish citizens of Germany. I was beguiled by the thought, as were
S0 many German Jews at the time, that "one does not eat his soup as
hot as it is cooked.”

The German Jews with whom I spoke soon after the rise of
Hitler to power were concerned, of course, but were not greatly
frightened. They were preparing themselves for the storm which they

knew was coming but which, they were confident, would Mﬁter

blow over.

- ¢ ‘-
'mis,_u“. was not to be.

e
Afer I left Berlin Iu—fﬁn Prague. Ever since the First

World War I had entertained the hope of somewdes visiting the new

republic of Czecho-Slovakia, and particularly its President, Tomas
G. Masaryk. I had long been an admirer of this wise and courageous
leader, who towered majestically over all the political leaders and
statesmen of Europe. I was very eager to learn what this man, the

uVAaAd E
most authentic exponent of democratic ideals in m had
Sudi.,
to say in these confused and turbulent _t-_i_mja_g,

(f_waa received DyutinBeeni=0ii-Mumeodolamepe in the audience

chamber of the Hradcany Castle. He came in, tall, erect, impressive.

His eighty-three years had not bent his back, dimmed his eye, nor
abated his intellectual vigor. Very informally, but very earnestly,

he spoke about many things for nearly an hour--politics, religion, the
blind gropings of our age for a new order of things; and on all matters
the President proved to be a keen and incisive commentator who spoke

as one having the authority of gweet knowledge and amws experience.




Around his democratic countpy which\he, himself, had
7 .

.\

fashioned out af/th& chags ofAMfar-shattered #mpires, now surged

raging waters /of Fascisp’and Wazism. jifs land lay imthe peth of theg
political torhedoept” Everywhere apbuf him, the demogrfitic™qrder was
at hgn’é;gripa Fth dl fc.atorship and desparate experiments in
#lutism.

"What do you, Mr. President, think of the future of democracy?"
We were holding our interview a few days after Hitler's rise to power
in Germany. His answer came, without a moment's hesitation, clear and
decisive, "Democracy is passing through a crisis, but crisis does not
mean defeat. Democracy is safe. Mankind has known monarchical and
all forms of autocratic government in countless ages. It haf exper-
ienced democracy only for a very short time. In a sense, democracy is
only just coming to be. Mankind has nothing to put in its place. All
dictatorial experiments are impressive but ephemeral. It has been
tried before. Democracy, hovever, needs & great moral content today.
We have been exploiting it exclusively for capitalistic individualism
and business purposes.”

"What is really at the bottom of the world's gmest moral
confusion? What is really wrong with our age?" He-wepided, "The
world is morally ill. The World War was not the cause of this moral
illness, but only a tragic symptom 6f it. The world has come to
worship the machine and force, which is an expression of the machine.
The things which the machine creates are looked upon as the highest
values of life; and men and nations have rushed inje headlong pursuits
after them. Human aspirations are all too frequently only the desire
to possess some kind of machine, or some machine-made toy. The world
needs a new mind and a new devotion to spiritual values bound up with

a realistic program of social progress."




Here President Masaryk launched into a criticism of the
churches for having failed in their spiritual mission throughout the

world. This failure, he held, was one of the causes of our spiritual

chaos. Ehe%hurches today are bureaucratic and institutionalizea.

lney ao not go out into the highways and byways of life to reach and
mold the personal lives of men. They have their institutions and
their functionaries in every town and hamlet in the land. In many
countries they have control of the education of the young, yet they
fail to inspire the rising generation with enthusiasm for the moral
and spiritual essentials of civilization.

There was something of the ancient prophet about this man
who, in spite of the burden of more than four score years, was still
battling as fearlessly and as confidently for what he regarded as
the ba.si(and indispensable ideals of humanity as he did in the years
of his-yewbivemubsisbes.carly manhood.

I was greatly stirred by ihGmitidd.and-thessteady-vision.of
thig-mr. The years which were to follow would not vindicate his
hope that democracy was safe in the world. Hls own beloved country
would, after a second World War, fall into a ruthless communist
dictatorship such as he could never have envisioned, and this
dictatorship would engulf a third of the globe. BPBut perhaps Pro-
f;‘aor Masaryk's outlook had wider perspectives. Perhaps he was
thinking in larger epochs when he said that democracy was passing
through a crisis. That crisis is still going on and the final
outcome is not yet in sight.

.F' -t x
With the coming of the Nazis to power the Jews of the world

felt themselves mortally challenged. They reacted in many ways.
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The American League for the Defense of Jewish Rights was
organized in May, 1933, to fight the Nazi regime by means of & boycott.

A waglliadl Lawyelh Ads Aw paTTNER AF

Its President was Samuel Unterme;.rer{ I was the Chairman of the Leu s

ALl AL

Administrative Committee. W.en it was incorporated in November, 1933

"to champion human ww WMHL
GWMMHB name was changed to "The Non-
Sectarian Anti-Nazi League to Champion Human Rights," and its officers
were Samuel Untermeyer, President; myself, along with James G. Gerard,
Florello H. LaGuardia, Arthur S. Tompkins, and Col. Theodore Roosevelt
as Vice-Presidents. A notable group of Americans from all walks of
life constituted its Board of Directors.

The boycott was widely endorsed as the only weapon against
Hitlerism, short of war. Organized labor, the liberal forces of the
United States, and outstanding religious leaders in the nation
advocated it. There was, however, considerable opposition to such a
boycott, even on the part of organized Jewish bodies, such as the
B'nai B'rith, the American Jewish Committee, the Union of American

Hebrew Congregations, and others. Opinions differed sharply as to its

PorenThe | The
practicability and its possible repercussions. -h' J’ewisk{

controlled department stores in New York City were far more reluctant
to cooperate with the boycott movement than the non-Jewish stores.
While some friends of the boycott movement undoubtedly
eLombmic reneiT ES
enlenbaloRdtde hope;ltha.t iti woum contribute t.o the fall of Hitler,
oF Vs

the greater number looked upon it as an effective weapon of protest,
as a means of expressing the horror and abhorence of the American
people of “e Nazi persecution and the shameless Nazi propaganda which

was beginning to infiltrate our own cities.




I addressed many meetings in behalf of the boycott movement.
Two sreisueakiege stand out in my memory--one in December, 1933, in
the Chicago Stadium, which was attended by some fifteen thousand
people. The meeting was addressed by Dr. Paul Hitchinson, and Dr.
Charles Clayton Morrison of the "Christian Century," Dr. John Haynes
Holmes of the Community Church of New York, Col. Raymond Robins,
Solomon 0. Levinson, and others. A resolution was unanimously adopted
at this meeting "to join in the condemnation of the inhuman conduct
of the Nazi government and to aid and cooperate to remove this vital
menace to liberty and civilization and to pledge ourselves to refrain
from buying or dealing in any and all German materials, goods, and
products, and to refuse to patronize or ride in German owned or
controlled steamships or other means of transportation until the
stigma and curse of Naziism were weeded out of the German government."

In addressing this boycott rally in Chicago, I stated:

"Just why are we so aroused, so deeply stirred? Just why

are we so passionately indignant at what has happened and is happening

in Germany? After all, we are not unaccustomed to persecution. Many

pages of our history are red with the blood of Jewish martyrs. What
makes this latest chapter in the story of the age-old persecution of
Israel so much more horrible and dreadful? Why are we rallying to
fight against this thing as men fight against death and the plague?
There are other countries in the world today where the Jews do not as
yet enjoy full equality. There are other lands in which our brethren
suffer disabilities of one kind or another. What is the difference
between them and Germany?

"The difference is a very vital one. In those countries

especially of Eastern Europe where our people do not, as yet, possess
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a full measure of equality, they are hopeful of achieving it. They
have come out of the Dark Ages practically rightless but by dint of
effort and struggle over many generations they have achieved a measure
of it. They are hopeful that they will achieve more. There is,
therefore, in their situation an upward climb, a constant ascent which
gives hopefulness and confidence to their struggles and their sacrifices.
"But, in Germany, the process has been completely reversed.
In Germany there has been a throwback; that which was already achieved
through blood and struggle has been again wrested away. In Germany
our people through many generations of struggle had reached a position
of freedom. They succeeded in winning equality and they have used it
worthily. From the days of Moses Mendelssohn to the days of Albert
Einstein, they contributed to Germany's cultural, political, social,
and economic life in fullest measure. In every department of human

endeavor, the Jews gave to Germany,and through Germany to the world,

men of genius, in science, art, literature, in the things of the mind

and the spirit--pathfinders, pioneers, men who wrote the classic text-

books of the new sciences.

"What, therefore, has happened in Germany concerns us not
merely insofar as six hundred?;housand men, women, and children of our
people are being trodden under the ruthless heel of tyranny because
the security, wellbeing, and rights of Jews in the world are at stake.
If Hitler succeeds (and there isn't the slightest doubt in my mind that
he will not succeed), if Hitler succeeds in establishing himself and
in using that great nation of sixty-five million people as a base for
his anti-Semitic campaigns throughout the world, then Jews are facing

an era of dread, uncertainty, and conflict all over the world. It is




because we want to avert that calamity that we are determined to
crush Hitlerism at the outset. I don't want this great land of ours,
which has been our hope and our dream, as is has been the hope and
dream of mankind, this land which is built not upon one race but upon
& hundred races, this nation into which all peoples have poured their
blood and their dreams--I don't want this nation which was founded on
the principle 6f the 'unalienable rights of all men to life, liberty,
and the pursuit of happiness, I don't want this land to be sullied,
to be dirtied by Naziism and Hitlerism."
The second meeting which I recall was the testimonial dinner
tendered to William Green, President of the American Federation of
Labor, early in 1934. Mr. Green had given outstanding leadership to
the boycott movement in the United States. He saw early and clearly ‘n-; -l
AV HE WAS O uTAAyvw e Ay W |

the dangerous Nazi assault on organized labor‘: Under his guidance,

Ju vEPp
the American Federation of Labor deedded by unanimous vote thaw—it

wm &mmﬁwwmm
‘w boycott, againes-SermmI-MANE goods and services until the
MMWMMW
t-organize into-bone-fide-indepentent=tFEde unions of thelr own
chQosing,. .and-wntii-GermENy CCAE el I L DI e T Ve Dot ey ri-merseowtion
of_heisuteN"PEsyTe .

At this testimonial dinner I said, among other things:

"The same bloody hand which laid waste the Jewish community

also destroyed all the agencies and institutions of mutual help and
protection which organized labor had established in Germany over a
period of many years, outlawed its unions, scattered its forces,
imprisoned its leaders, confiscated its funds, and reduced the wmxkin

workingmen to a condition of feudal vassalage.
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"The Jewish people is fighting in self-defense against this
rising tide of political reaction, national chauvinism, and recial
intolerance. But other groups, too, must wage a similar defensive
wvar against this selfsame menace, particularly trade unions which are
the first to succumb whenever Fascism triumphs. It is, therefore,
most logical that in the attack upon Hitlerism and Fascism, organized
labor should form one unified front with the hosts of Israel against
the common foe. For every anti-Semite is, under the skin, an enemy
of freedom and of the wcrk.*;ng class."

When Samuel Un‘l:ernlgb'er resigned because of age from the

presidency of the Anti-Nazi League, he requested that I succeed him.

T rte m

I could not, becaws e of my many Zionist commitments.
brilliant lawyer and law pa.rtner of Loui

acp{(ve .nervi/g/in the Jew:ls}l field
:4;
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Shortly befure Mtd‘eath in 1940, he made a request that I
should officiate at his funeral. When he passed away I traveled to
New York and conducted the funeral services at his home, Greystone,

in Yonkers.
b X

fuf.p\-‘
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+wae-piso opposed to the re-arming of Germany, On March 4, 1951, 1

spoke at The Temple on "Shall We Re-arm Germany ?" I said:

In January, 1952, I joined Professor;Albert Einstein and Stringfellow

Barr in sponsoring a Report on Germany which was issued by the Faculty-

Graduate Committee for Peace at the University of Chicago, whose conclusions

were:

MW, Prass s g A AT A

"The vital interest of both the United States and
the Soviet Union will : mot permit Germany to become
strategically allied with one against the other. The U. S.
proposal to re-arm West Germany and to incorporate it into
the Western bloc in fact threatens the peace.

"A peaceful solution of the German problem is possible
only if the big powers come to some agreement that will provide
for neutralizing Germany. Such agreement cannot be reached by
unilateral conclusion of ''peace contracts'' of peace treaties.
Negotiations should be immediately begun among the four
occupying powers for the conclusion of a joint peace treaty
with Germany, and providing for the withdrawal of occupation
forces by East and West.

""Such a course could give an opportunity for the growth
of democratic forces in Germany, and weaken the militarist
elements. It would do this by measures against the re-creation
of the Wehrmacht, in any form and by effective measures for

decartelization and the elimination of Nazi influence from
points of vantage in public life. "
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I know that no one's wisdom is adequate for the enormity and complexity
of the political problems of our day, and no one can be absolutely sure of the
correctness of the position which he takes on the fast-moving events of our day,
But there are sound, moral principles of international relationship which have
proved their enduring validity--and to these, in my darkness and confusion, I
resolved to cling,

And I believe that our world is moving toward these same principles--the

hard way,




In 1939, the Second World War broke out, It was to mark the end and the

beginnig.gffﬂ many things in the world, It was to affect the ﬂésﬂnies of nations,

of 91411—&5, of continents, ~The Jewish people suffered more ﬁurmg this war than

Ay other people on the face of the earth, It was the blackest period in its long and

checkered history, Out of it was to emerge the State of Israel,

w Frandlin D, Roeosevelt was the war-time leader of our nation, In many
ways | MIréé[him g'reatly. He was the eloquent spokesman of some of the vﬁ ideals
which inspired men of good-will in those searching and critical years., I had voted
for him twice, but on March 31, 1941, addressing my congregation on a subject which
was then widely discussed, "A Third Term for President Roosevelt?" I's:i:ated

""There are citizens who do not favor a third term for President Roosevelt,
not because they are his foes--because they are his friends--the friends of the things
he stands for, "These people greatly admire him, They fully appreciate the monumental
services which he has rendered this country during these last seven years,,, They
remember that Mr, Roosevelt, in 1933, took over a bankrupt nation which had gone
through the disaster of twelve years of boom and depression, He came in as the
head of a people in panic, a people whose industry had been stalled, whose farms
were languishing, a people prostrate not only materially, but even more so spiritually,
They remember that Mr, Roosevelt succeeded in restoring their confidence and hope,
He set about rebuilding what had been shaken or destroyed. .. They remember to
this day, Mr, Roosevelt has not permitted the unemployed to starve, and has kept
millions of our people from thoughts and acts of desperation, They bear in mind

with gratitude the fact that he 2stablished measures of social security, security for

the aged and for the unemployed,,.
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"All these measures he attempted to achieve within the framework of our
system of private enterprise, And through the enactment of these measures, he
succeeded in averting a violent political and economic upheaval in our land,

""He has worked and is still working not alone for peace, but for a just peace,

"And yet, because of their very admiration for him, these friends of Mr,
Roosevelt of whom I am one, would urge him not to stand for re-election, The
Third Term, my friends, is not a law, but a tradition, a tradition which reflects the

political views of the American people, a custom even more powerful than a law, It

is a custom which has not been violated in one hundred fifty years, and during these

one hundred fifty years there have been critical times, some of them more critical
than the present,"

"It is particularly important in these days, when the indispensible-one-man
rule is exalted in so many parts of the world at the expense of the democratic faith
in laws and institutions rather than in persons, that it should not be repudiated, "

b :nd Mr, Roosevelt was nominated
by-the-Pemoerstiosiesiy for a third term, I was asked by The Cleveland Press
whether I would wish to express myself on the nomination of Mr, Roosevelt or
on Mr, Wendell L, Willkie, who was nominated by the Republicans,

In reply, I stated: "My conviction as to the third term remains unchanged and
so does my admiration for the policies and achievements of President Roosevelt,
What I expressed in my March address represents a settled conviction, Only one
consideration would have warranted a change of attitude, if the opposition candidate,

in this case Mr, Wilkie, would have been an isolationist, representing a foreign

policy &t sharp variance with the sound and courageous on= which President Roosevelt
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has been presenting, In which case, the vital interests of civilization, now being

threatened, would have outweighed any other consideration, Fortunately, Mr,

Willkie has expressed himself clearly and unequivocably in favor of giving maximum
aid, short of war, to Great Britain, "
The Republican National Committee made extensive use of my statement,
That was entirely proper, I was asked to become active in the campaign, 1
declined on the ground that it was an unvarying practice of mine not to participate
in any political campaign,
I received a warm note from Mr, Willkie:
"Dear Rabbi Silver:
I am most appreciative of your statement released in th Cleveland Press
of Tuesday, August 6, announcing your support of my candidacy for President
of the United States,
""As one of the outstanding Jewish rabbis in the country, as well as a
noted liberal and leader in the Zionist movement, I am proud to have your support,
and I am deeply grateful for all you are doing in my behalf,
Cordially and sincerely,
Wendell L, Willkie"

Politics aside, I really admired this man whose vision in the midst of war
reached out to the ""One World", and whose deep humanity touched the hearts of men,
In 1944, when President Roosevelt ran for a fourth term, I again voted for
the Republican candidate, Thomas Dewey, This was looked upon as heresy and was
deeply resented by many Jews and Zionists, There were prominent Zionists, close
to the Administration, who felt that my Republicanism would prove embarrassing to

the Movement in Washington, My troubles in the Zionist Emergency Council in the

next few years, to which I will refer later on, are in the main traceable to this fact,
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Dissension soon developed within the ranks of the American
Zionists. At a meeting of the National Executive Committee, held on
September 29, 1920, a resolution "to approve the proceedings of the
American delegation at the London Conference uqder the wise and
competent leadership of the Honorary President'(Brandeia) encountered
considerable opposition. No vote was taken at this meeting. In the
meantime, it was thought expedient that someone should approach
Justice Brandeis and fully inform him concerning the eriticism which
had been voiced at-themseting.

I was delegated to see Justice Brandeis. I saw him at his

modest apartment in Stoneleigh Court in Washington on October 12th.

, I submitted a lengthy memorandum of our conversation to the Executive,

ﬁhﬁﬂr'Justice Brandeis had approvadhﬁtlits accuracy.

Brandeis denied categorically that he had any intention of
breaking with the World Zionist Organization. The so-called Brandeis
plan which he presented to the leaders of the London Conference was
his only in detail. It was Weizmann's as well.

After my conversation with the Justice, I was inclined to
think that there was much more of misunderstanding concerning all that
had transpired than was at first apparent, and that much of the conflict
of opinion was due to it. The Justice apparently could not present
certain important facts to the delegates at the time, nor could he
explain in full the reasons for the position which he was at times
compelled to take. Some of the delegation were accordingly led to
certain conclusions, based on ignorance of the facts and on mis-
understanding.

I had been critical of the Brandeis position in London but




had been made and irresponsible propaganda had been resorted to, to
undermine the authority of the American Zionist leadership.

The rift in American Zionism did not do the Movement any good.

Far
Fortunately, it did not last vews long. Time and again in the many

years of my assoclation with the Movement, I observed its leaders,
men of strong conviction and temperament, in the moment of sharp
controversy act as if they would never speak to each other again or

W%,
were about to quit the Memsment. But the cause which they served

T

always mastered them imséhe~end and whipped them back into line. Twey
were soon reconciled, if-enlystemps¥iM%y to resume some controversy
on some other issue thm time."

'Ihuf'ulnt long after the Cleveland split, when many harsh words
had been spoken and serious charges made, the principal perticipants
in the fray--Mack, Wise, amd I.clp:k;r::-mi:;i:; Egh platform u:the
Natimal Conference on Palestine in Boston in November, 1926, ulztch
Was—eadged_to-eonsides-en enTHITET Uowtwindgoney. Dr. Wise, in an
impressive speech, declared: "The role of Disraeli in Britain is the
role of Welzmann in Israel, and we, your fellow Zionists, bid you God-
speed and say to you we will stand with you and will labor at your
side." Dr. Weizmann, in an equally eloquent speech, affectionately
addressed Dr. Wise as "my old comrade, collaborator, co-worker, and,
if I may use the term, old war horse."

#nd 50 it was with all of us. We feuded but we never hated.
Alweys we were driven into united action at the behest of the urgent
needs of our common cause.

The so-called "Brandeis Group" which, of course, did not
resign from the Zionist Organization, met in Pittsburgh on July 3-k

to plan its course of action. It resolved not to organize itself as




an opposition faction within the Zionist Organization of America, but
to proceed forthwith to :I.-nhr M Mﬁhﬂdﬂ
Palestine. 1t organized-itselr. inte. s ketestine=Developmeni.ouncil

Ey

uﬂ/ﬁ Central Comm-Lttee of Palestine Development League M

- JCM S ¢ R L e
raise th-—fxmd.s ‘and aecure stnck subscriptinns for M 3r

WMML

At this Pittsburgh Conference, I made an appeal for subscriptions
towards the first project to be launched by the Council--a Palestine
Cooperative Company to extend loans to credit unions and to cooperative
consumers and producer societies in—Palestine. A sum close to a
quarter of a million dollaru was ra.iaed.“'

Other pro.jer:ta were to follow--a Building Loan Assoclation
and assistance in the financing of the Rutenberg Project for the
creating of hydroelectric power. As president of the Central Committee
of the Palestine Development League, I toured as far as the Pacific
Coast during the months of August and September of 1922, in the
interest of the Rutenberg project. The response was fairly good. I
organized a number of Leagues in some of the principal cities of the
United States and addressed numerous meetings. I succeeded in
interesting the Central Conference of American Raebbis in the work of
the Council. This was its first direct identification with any
Palestine activity.

But the movement of the so-called "Brandeis Group" never
really got off the ground. Lacking an adequate organizational apparatus
and an adequate propeganda machine, it failed to get widespread support.

From the beginning I had urged that an effective organization of paid

wulT
workers and organizers shewdd be set up m




Jewish National Fund and other Palestine causes, to form the United
Palestine Appeal.

This wvas my first experience in the rough and tumble game of
politics and I learned much. Everyone who wee engaged in this bitter
controversy was unquestionably a good Zionist, working for the good of
the cause--but this did not preclude the all too human weaknesses of
ambition, rivalry, and pique from entering into the situation. I saw
how men rationalized their prejudices, and how truth was often
rendered helpless by a sustained and skillful propaganda of misrepre-
sentation. I saw how strong men stood up under attack and how others
looked small even in their triumphs.

The First World War, which entailed so much suffering and
tragedy for mankind, and the Communist Revolution, which shook the
vesy- foundations of Western society, also brought incalculable misery

"je ‘ﬂth
upon the Jewish people in Russia and Eastern Europe. Our-peeile in

the United States, who-hed-esespsi=the-ravagtitl -war-and=reyslmslitn,

moved swiftly to ald their-dess=fortunate borithers.

The American Joint Distribution Committee canducted campaigns
to raise funds to help these victims of war and persecution not only
in Russia but in Eastern Europe and in many other lands. The ;o;ﬂ:
enjoyed splendid lay leadership and a competent and dedicated staff.
Its services overseas won the commendation and confidence of American
Jewry.

In 1925 the leaders of the J.D.C. became interested in a
project of large scale Jewish colonization in southern Russia and in
the Crimea. The father of the plan was Dr. Joseph A. Rosen. He

urged colonization as the most expedient form of reconstruction wewie A 8
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for the J.D.C. to undertake, Jewish mass colonization in Russia, he /+ss,

maintained, was feasible, Mﬂﬁmans

A PRoJECT
there mmm. : =
WAS Ay vl
This.colonizehiempeedeet-ai. ssaueed Much interest among

|
N{:\-‘J- -T + f ,

American Jews ), but alsc cnnsiderable nppositiun--especially among the

Tha CRIMEAN vENTY

Zionist forces, who feared that ¢ #¢ would be a severe competitiun to

SN
the colonization wnrk inm—wmntm presently engeged-in,

gL fACEST ING

in Palestine. 'ﬂlex__m&.hﬁwmm 4nto
the coumn.f as ;:nrt of their program-to build the Jewish National Home.

A T TR o seiav fnolTECT AP
'Ihe J. D.C. planned a campaign to raise fifteen million dollars.

The first nine million dollars would be set aside fDESIIENEN-—————_"S' .

colonizatiun work in Rusaia. /A National Cunfe:pnge was held in

=

2 T Pupn £ o
Philadelphia in September of thlb-;m v f/ﬂ attended by hundreds

of delegates from all parts of the country- Many—lsaders of American
Jeuyfei-t present.

Zionist leaders also attended this-lomdewenee and expressed
their fears and misgivings about colonization undertakings in Russia.
"What about Jewish colonization in Palestine?" they asked. "Why
should not the two campaigns be combined?"” "Wherein is the wisdom of
dealing with the Soviet Union, which the United States has not yet

recognized?"” GOVEN V3R
logically, of course, the w?ch;;i’mi@s:g%uld&?at: -tk S th

merged. They both aimed at the resettlement of Jewssihessme-in the

Crlneay-bire-otirer—tIrraletiine. However, the leaders of American

Jewry were not yet ready for such a merger. It would take five more

years--the creation in Zurich of an enlarged Jewish Agency for Palestine,

and the bloody riots in Palestine in 1929--to bring about the formation




I was later present in Zurich vwhen the enlarged Jewish Agency
was finally constituted amidst much ceremony and rejoicing. It was
the second high point in Dr. Weizmann's diplomat-fm career, the first
being the Balfour Declaration. He had worked for it hard for almost

a decade. High hopes were fixed upon the consumation of the enlarged

Thes #
Jewish Agency, but when it was consummated, ih.;-wl to

recedd” quickly. With the sudden death of Louis W-
s it D - e

@er of Lord Melchett, disintegration set in.\ The anticipation.of -

st

large financial support which the "notables” would provide, never Wi

.
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nakaniedésedt Neither"IR. Weizmann nor Jusiseme Brandeis ever
succeeded in moving the "big givers" to large scale generosity.
Actually, less money was collected by the Keren Hayesod during the
decade which followed the creation of the enlarged Jewish Agency than

in the decade preceding 1itg hoontuibubing=factorto-tHI ™ Forry

record was undoubted

t would take another World War, Hitler, and the threatened
extermination of European Jewry to open the floodgates of Jewish
generosity, and here, again, generosity flowed principally from the
masses of our people and from the middle classes.

This major effort of Dr. Weizmann, unsuccessful though it

proved, was, however, not a total loss. The direct results were

disappointing, but there were some valuable byproducts in terms of A
Bropoce UNDER ST ANDIAG
Peepaganda and increased prestige for the Movement. One is still

left wondering, however, whether these byproducts justified the years
of labor, struggle, and controversy which had been invested in this

enterprise.




of an Allied Jewish Campaign Rer-thie-eombimed work of the J.D.C. in

the Diaspora, and of the Zionist Organization in Palestine.

At the Philadelphia Conference, a cempsesiiwe resolution was

Whita was T AVeaT ispe  AOPTO Y

finally agreed upon, A paragraph was 1nclﬂd which stated that:
"“The Conference regards it as self-evident that American Jewry,
whenever called upon, is prepared generously to support the work of
Jewish resettlement in Palestine. It is persuaded that through the
Jewish Agency and other instrumentalities, the Jews of America will
always give adequately and generously of their strength and substance
to the performance of this great historie task."

David A. Brown of Detroit, a most dynamic campaigner, who had
earlier successful campaigns to his credit, was appointed National
Chairman.

The controversy over Russian colonization, however, was not
to end there.

Prior to the Philadelphia Conference, I had written to Mr.
Brown of my opposition mt. He replied
that he hoped that my final Judgment would be based upon fa.cts as
presented and not upon any pre.judicea which may come through my
feeling for the Zionist cause)

"You are_gg yital-te-not-eniy-Sieveinnd-end-Ohto-bub=ioihe
balance of t k n withhold your t

unﬂwmw To this letter I replied:

*eessIt is naive to assume that the settlement of a few thousand
families upon the soil and the expenditure of a few millions of
American dollars will reconstruct Jewish life in Russia--as the
grandiose publicity of the J.D.C. annocunced. The reconstruction
of Russian Jewish life is contingent upon the reconstruction of
Bolshevist Russia through the revision of its economic policies.
Ih:l.s will come to pass sooner or later.
“ The resolution which was adopted at the Philadelphia Con-

ference is in the nature of a compromise. I am perfectly willing







to ablde by those decisions, although there seems to be room
for various and opposing interpretations of these resolutions.
If Mr. Rosenwald's position is to become the official inter-
pretation of this resolution--that the first nine million
raised must go for Russian colonization, and if Russian colon-
ization will continue to be featured as the outstanding object
of this campaign, many of us will find ourselves embarrassed
when it comes to the task of assisting in raising the funds.

I cannot free myself from the thought that for the price
of a few thousand acres of confiscated land, Soviet Russia has
purchased the finest propaganda machine in America. Marshall's
address at the Philadelphia Conference was but one of the many
apologies for Soviet Russia which the spokesmen of the J.D.C.
will be compelled to make in order to justify their colonization
project. I note that an attempt was even made at the Conference
to stifle all criticism of Soviet Russia--a government which has
proscribed the teaching of our religion and which is directly
responsible for the godlessness and the appalling ignorance
concerning our faith and our ideals of half the Jewish youth
of R‘I.I.BBiﬂ. taﬂﬂ&'- s & ¥

Not long after the Philadelphia Conference, David Brown sent
out letters inviting a number of outstanding Jews in the United States
to join a National Committee for the Campaign. In this letter he
quoted the full text of the Resolutim which had been adopted in
Fhiladelphia but cmitted the paragraph about the support for Palestine
which was the very basis of the compromise.

When I received the invitation to join the National Committee,
I wrote to Mr. Brown, stating that "I feel that until such time as it
becomes apparent what you and your friends will do in a practical way
this year for colonization in Palestine, I must refrain from partici-

pating in any campaign for Russian colonization."
My letter, in whiek I decHm®d To serve as a Wational~fhairman
of the Compoimm, was-—ewidently brought to-the aitention-ef—touts

I+ [, Marshall, who-ad vigorously championed Russian colonization at the

Conference. Me. Marshall was the outstanding Jewish layman of his day.

He vas a vigomous champion of Jewish rights and was in sympathy with







every constructive movement in Jewish life. He was a friend of

Palestine and, within a few years, he was to become the prime non-

THE
Zionist mover in the formation of .an enlarged Jewish lAgency for

Palestine which was consummated in Zurich in 1929. Mr. Marshall wrote

me the following letter:
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"The Kalenin statement bears out the prediction that the
settlement of Jews in Crimea would create a menacing anti-Jewish
movement among the Crimean peasants. That such a hostile movement
has already taken on serious proportions is indicated by the fact that
Kalenin himself found it necessary to counteract it by an official
appeal to the people of Crimea,

"One is disturbed, too, by the fact that according to the
statement of Kalenin, the land placed at the disposal of Jewish
settlers in Crimea is of an inferior quality, such as the Russian
peasants could not use and such as will require the investment of
millions of dollars on the part of American Jews before it can be made
available for cultivation."

The Soviet govermment originally intended to use the Crimean
colonizations “as a base for a territorial center of the Jewish nation
in the Soviet Union. A%w
o B

to be
Griaas - ME 1928, the Saviet Executive Council de.::i.é;i[ to

b R

establish & Jeﬁiah agricultural aa:.ﬂnnt in Birn-Eid,jan,, uniThia

put an end to all large aca].dﬁ plans for Jewish colonization in

7 (Universal-Jewish Bhcyclopedia;—Yole-3ypi-292. ).
ﬂﬂ_iggﬂgll_knﬂﬂnr~hhe1!IE5-@ijdlnﬂyeagiiihliknuillmpet!red

Suren . sivet.
out, American Jewiah philanthmpintu Tvewtt beeﬁna excited about this

e

project, too, uhinh
autonomous region in the Far ukuo,
un-ﬁe—!m—mverf}

/This was also to be the fate of the colonization project in
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the Dominican Republic in 1939. Tens.of-sheusands. ofJdewish. refugees
vere io lhe-seleniped-thexe, Agreements were entered into between a
group of Jewish philanthropists in the United States and the government
of GeNipalwwdwe Rafsel "B Trujillo. The first thirty-two settlers

arrived in May, 1940. By the end of that year, some two hundred and

ten persons had been settled, and that was it! syeee The Second

World War practically put a stop to the transportation of Jewish
refugees to the Dominican Republic,. and wvhen the war was over nobody
seemed to care very much about the project altogether.

Zionism was making steady but rather slow progress in the
first decade following the Balfour Declaration. The need for
accelerating the pace was keenly felt, and efforts were made to bring
this about.

Under the terms of the Palestine Mandate, provision was made
for a Jewish Agency which was to act in an advisory and cooperative
capacity to the mandatory government. The World Zionist Organization
was recognized as this agency, but it was to take steps to secure the
cooperation of all Jews who were willing to assist in the establishment
of the Jewish National Home. W™ Weizmann was eager to enlarge this
agency so as to include non-Zionists. His object was, of course, to
involve the wealthier Jews of the United States and of other countries
who did not wish to work through the Zionist Organization, in the
economic development of Palestine and to tap additional resources for
the Movement. To this end, he persuaded a group of prominent American
Jewish leaders--Louis Marshall, Cyrus Adler, Horace Stern, and Herbert
H. Lehman--to call a "Nonpartisan Conference to Consider Palestine
Problems, " on February 17, 1924, at the Astor Hotel in the City of

New York.




rk among my rabbinical
colleagues and to urge them to bring about a reorientation of the
traditional position of the Central Conference of American Rabbis on
the subject of Zionism.

The Central Conference of American Rabbis, the organized body

of American Reform rabbis, was founded in 1889. Its founder was

Isaac M. Wise, one of the leading Reform rabbis of his day. He also

founded the Hebrew Union College for the training of rabbis. He, as




well as his colleagues of those early days, were strongly antination-
alist or anti-Zionist and they set the tone for American Reform

Judaism for the next two generations.

In fact, their confréres in Germany, where Reform Judaism

originated in the early nineteenth century, had already set the tone.
They confidently proclaimed that Germany was their Fatherland--a
rather one-sided proclamation. They needed no other homeland. The
early Reformers were riding the high tide of nineteenth century
liberalism, but they failed to note the dangerous shoals of nineteenth
century nationalism, the trend towards the centralizing state, and the
threat to the Jewish minority of the fast deploying class struggle of
their day. W wes fthis wersfﬁyg a land like
Germany, which was only Jjust thmer two centuries,
from the physical and spiritual devastations of wars of religion,
among & people periodically swayed by waves of hysterical religiosity,
hysterical metaphysics, and hysterical polities, whose foremost
religious leader in the sixteenth century could indulge in an anti-
Seml tism which was matched only by the anti-Semitism of the foremost
political leader of Germany in the twentieth century.

These early Reformers were thinking of progress, as most men
of their day did, in terms M an unbroken march

v TEAm: BefRowso The & PROVAEIS 0P Tunes Scien
forward, reather-thansin-tesms-of- fmmwnts,
@WWM slight
netgdvance for.mankind. There were ample warnings all around them,

portents which less romantic eyes did appraise more realistically--
slgns of an irreconcilable opposition, an indurate racial, cultural,

economic, and religious hostiilty whlch had not and would not accept




return to Palestine, nor a sacrificial worship under the sons of
Aaron, nor the restoration of any of the laws concerning the Jewish
State. "

Wiase the Balfour Declaration was issued in IQIL-EE Central
Conference of American Rabbis went on record at its Convention in
1918: "We do not subscribe to the phrase in the Declaration which
says: 'Palestine is to be a National Homeland for the Jewish people’
+ +» « We are opposed to the idea that Palestine should be considered
the Mﬂf the Jews . » « The ideal of the Jew is not the
establishment of a Jewish State--nor the reassertion of Jewish
nationality which has long been outgrown."

The Central Conference of American Rabbis always favored the
physical rehabilitation of Palestine for such Jews as may desire to
g0 there and even urged upon Jews the duty to contribute to the
reconstruction of the country, but it remained obdurately opposed
to Zionism and to the establishment of a Jewish National Homeland.

But the sentiment of many of its members, especially of the

younger generation, mmfg.-d steadily away from this doctrinaire position.

: TYUTIT B TRGE P AT e
Life was foreing them to a new orientation. The exponents of the
Pl

classical, anti-Zionist position in the Conference were soon fighting
a rear-guard action. The showdown came in 1935, at the Chicago
Convention. It was now fifty years since the Pittsburgh Platform had
been adopted. The Conference arranged for a re-evaluation of that
Platform, more particularly of its position on Zionisem.

Dr. Samuel Schulman of Temple Emanuel, New York, and I were
invited to present our contrasting views. I hedy—frembime-la.tlime,

e Ver a sermon or
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read a paper at fheir copyeniiens—on-some—slWyrer=vredated—bo- Judaisn,
On all such—orcEsions, i-urged = hew attitude on the part-of Reform
Judaism toward Zionism. This turned out to be the last major debate
on the floor of the Conference on the subject of Reform Judaism and
Zionism.

Dr. Schulman, in a scholarly paper, in the main defended the

Pittsburgh pronnuncemeng on=Sdwmbmee, olthough he was far less dogmatic

than he himself had been in 1918 at-she-Comwentign followiae: the
issuaneessr=vNe~Bxirof™ Peciamgiion. After all, much had happened in

the intervening years. . . . Dr. Schulman acknowledged that the
strength of what he called the nationalist party, consisted in the

fact that it had emphasized the importance of Israel by calling it a
nation. Indirectly;ai;”l;g? strengthened the backbone of Jewish
consciousness, although it braced it artificially. . . . Its weakness
was that while it wantﬁo strengthen the backbone of Jewish conscious-
ness, it had assimilated away the Jewish soul by meking Israel amsligsy"
D:k::nw"“ a nation like other nations.

He called for unity and not for bitter controversy amomgedews
over this issue . wwp "Let us work together, we the religionists and
those who differ with us . . . Not to stand aloof is our aim, but
recognizing the value of Palestine for hundreds of thousands of our
brethren in Israel, let us help increase the settlement; at the same
time let us bravely uphold the truth that Israel is not a *m 4
otheg lgoyime" It always was, it is now, and,if it is to live at
all, will always be a witness to God." (C.C.A.R. Yearbook, 1935,

p. 309 £f.)
Mg igesn

Ml C AT U N
In my paper I took issue with the thesis that the

(")
Jewish people was nothing more than a religious commnity and that u

mission to humanity precluded the idea of national restoration.
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American Council for Judaism, & notorious anti-Zionist group from
which thé.:: rabbinic constituency steadily withdrew, leaving it almost
entirely in the hands of superpatriotic laymen whose chief interest
was not Judaism but anti-Zionism.

The Central Conference of American Rabbis, in the critical
years of the last quarter of a century, during which time the battle
for the establishment of the State of Israel was waged, and its
foundations laid, maintained a positive, constructive, and most helpful
attitude. Many of its members were leading champions in the struggle.

I had the honor of being elected President of the Central
Conference of American Rabbis in 1945 and 1946,

Rabbis and social workers ) ziémi sts and philanthropists,
educators and labor leaders were not the only ones who were active,in
these years,on the American scene. There were also so-called Jewish
Yintellectuals," who sought to mold and influence Jewish life. The
Menorah Movement, which wes founded in the twenties, was the creation
of such a group of Jewish inﬁg{l&cﬁu&ls and was directed primarily
towards the Jewish college stuﬂéﬁt. Its mouthpiece was the Menorah
Journal, which was founded by Henry Hurwitz in 1926.

Jewish "intellectuals"' have alwﬁya been a problem to the Jewish

people. As a rule they are supercilious fr:lnge-J ews, victims of a

conscious or unconscious escapism. They entert.a.iﬁwqeither love nor

reverence for their people's heritage. They have cut\“t;l}‘eir moorings
.__K.
The term "intelligentsia,” like the terms “prctelaria‘t" and

and are adrift.

"Seasent," 16 really not epplicaale to the structure of American

society. They belong, or belonged, to the social stratifications of
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made the above general recommendations on the territorial division
of the country.

At the Fortieth Annual Convention of the Zionist Organization
of America, which met shortly after the issuance of the Royal Commission
report, in New York City, the proposed scheme of partition was the
chief subject of discussion. R

I vigorously opposed u..ﬂ "Great Britain had failed to carry
out the terms of the Mandate to facilitate Jewish imig:atinq_jﬁd the
close settlement of Jews on the land. Great Britain had failed to
pmvide physical protection and security for Jewish settlers during
the recent Arab disorders. Great Britain had underteken to build a
Jewish Homeland in Palestine including both sides of the Jordan.
Almost immediately Great Britain hgf cut off from the provisions of
the Mandate the whole of Transjordania, a territory twice as large
as the present Palestine.

"Now, twenty years after the Balfour Declaration, Great Britain

vas seeking to cut the Jewish Homéalnd still further, to comstrict its

humdme:udtocmipmmng.! sh Homeland to what must be

8 political and economic absurdity. The high spiritusl exaltation of
our people, in 1917, inspired by the Balfour tion, has been,
through two decades, successively dampened, and , Dot so much
by terroristic resigtance on the part of certain int igant Arab

elements in Pnh:,tlng, as by the fallure of the Mandatory Government
/

Mandate. 'I'qﬁ' wvhole record of the Administration of Palestine with
reference to the upbuilding of the Jewish Homeland has been a series

of rl:l.lﬁrel, blunders, inaction, and non-cooperation.




made inevitable by the stubborn and inhuman policy of that government.
I publicly approved of this resistance both by the Hagansh and the
Irgun, and I tried to compose the bitter rivalry between the two.

At the National Conference for Palestine, called by the
United Palestine Appeal which met in Washington in January, 1938,

I was elected chairman to succeed Br‘ﬂr*ﬂ: Wise, who had served in
that capacity in 1936 and 1937. The Conference was held eighteen
days after the issuance of the British White Paper. A feeling of
depression pervaded the Conference. Zionist hopes had received a
crushing blow.

In accepting the chairmanship of the United Palestine Appeal
at a time of such low ebb, I felt that first and foremost it was
essential to raise the morale of the delegates and workers and our
Zionist comstituency generally. Without confidence in our ultimate
victory, the work of the United Palestine Appeal would suffer
enormously.

I malwaya confident that the inescapable logic of events

would, in due time, Pa]ﬁstine a Jewish ﬁt’ate. For a shorter or

time thi mar/h! halted or reta;ded but the /pébirth of

vnr.'l.ﬁ wuld be closed tu our people,
force open the door of Palestine. Ju:td that hour, I believed,
rapldly approaching.

Accordingly, I made this the central theme of my speech of
acceptance.




"Mis is one of the rare moments in my life. I am keenly
awvare that the burden involved is even greater than the honor, I am
the spiritual leader of a large mng;ng'h.fiun which, of course, has
the first claim upon my time mdu]nn my energy. Nevertheless, I do
not feel Jjustified in 11:«':]1.:'.'1#1‘@Ir but I regard myself as a conscripted
goldier. This is an hour of battle for Israel. We are fighting on
all fronts. Never in our history have we had to fight on so many
fronts at one and the same time. I shall give to this campaign during
the coming year whatever energies I can command, wh;.tever ability I
can command, whatever time I can command. I shall try to be more
than the nominal head of the campaign. I am assuming responsibility,
end I assume, also, that you wish me to take on a full measure of
authority.

"I shall try to benefit by the accumulated experiences of ours

during they('}ﬁrn. I shall try a few new experiments, a few new
Ways. }‘Ehnl.‘l. make an effort, with your cooperation, during the

coming year to capitalize on the widespread pro-Palestine sentiment
which exists among our people everywhere. I have found that while
ideologically all of our people may not be ready to commit themselves
to our Zionist progrﬁn, there are really few Jews in this try who
are doing any thinking at all--and most Jews have been mﬂ/e to think in
the last few years--who have not become Pa.leatine-mind;ﬂ. and Palestine
sympathizers. I shall try, as far as I can, to organize that sentiment
and to caplitalize upon it.

"I should like to see banished from our midst in these days
the mood of defeatism, the mood of despair. No people is at its best

when it is frightened. You cannot appeal to the generosity of people




"I appeal to you to go forward as the emissaries of that
faith, courage, and vision which have not been dimmed in two thousand
years!”

I served as chairman of the United Palestine Appeal for six
years, relinquishing the position in January, 1944, to concentrate on
the work of the American Zionist Emergency Council. In the course of
those years I traveled all over the country, addressing hundreds of
meetings, opening the campaigns in many of the principal cities in
the nation and in the U.P.A. Conferences at the beginning of each
annual campaign. The income of the U.P.A. grew from year to year.
From direct contact with the Jewish communities of the United States
I came to know their leaders and they came to know me. This was to
prove a valuable asset to our work in the Emergency Council later on.

I also served as General Chairman of the Cleveland Jewish

Welfare Fund for six years (1935-41). Cleveland, I am proud to state,

now leads the entire country in its contribution to the United Jewish
Appeal.

When the story of American Jewry during the Second World War
is fully told, it will be found to be one of highlights and deep
shadows. Many fine and noble things were done. Many sad mistakes
were made. Great opportunities were missed. The errors were those
of the mind, not of the heart. It will also be found that the masses
were far ahead of their leaders. Their instinctive judgment was
sounder, their demand and readiness for action more forthright and
determined. The war matured American Jewry. It brought us close to
the orbit of Jewish life and to the heart of the Jewish problem.

Just as America became central to the world's political and economic
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life, and the decisive factor in the winning of the war, so American
Jewry became central and indispensable to the total life of world
Jewry. American Jewry was quick to grasp the new situation as well
as the new challenge which confronted it, and to the best of its
ability it tried hard to meet that challenge. As the true knowledge
of European conditions came to be understood, the response of the Jews
of America became increasingly more generous. It is difficult to
estimate what the total public and private aid amounted to, but it is

a creditable record. The Jews of America keenly felt the impact of

the appalling tragedy which had overtaken their people, and reacted

to the obligations of Jewish solidarity.’

One of M@_}g_f__qg qunl is_that there never was
any-isolstionisn amongesour people whendisaster swept over any
-Segment=or—our-people anywhere. The bond of Jewish unity was again
tested during these years of wrath and was found strong and durable.
But there was another factor. There were, in many instances, close
family ties which bound together the Jews of America with those who
were living and dying in the several hells of Burope. Deep called
unto deep--and the hearts of men living in the security and freedom
of a blessed land went out to brother and ELETES, Fethem-and-mother,
kith and kin, who lived in the shadow of death, languished in
concentration camps, or walked the dolorous roads which led to death
in the gas chanbers or to other human slaughter pens. Myriads of
personal anxieties and tragedies deepened and intengified the

compassionate efforts of American Jews to sustain and to rescue the
Jews of Europe.




A valuable byproduct of the numerous campaigns which were held
in our country year after year was the education given to aar people
in the realities of Jewish survival. These campaigns made necessary
the organization of Jews in every commnity and of all classes and
elements of Jewry. In each community new leaders came to the front,
many of them young, energetic, and forward-looking, who were proud to
be associated with a vital Jewlish service and who derived deep
splritual satisfaction from their new and chosen association with the
life of their people.

During the time that I was Chairman of the United Palestine
Appeal &MM t.he issue of national budgeting.

']he Council of J’euiah ?uﬂmtiuns and Welfare Funds was
organized in 1933 to provide central services for Jewish community
organizations and federations throughout the country and to enable
them to exchange experiences and plans and to act together for Jjoint
purposes. Through the years, the Council rendered excellent service
to the -Ameriean Jewtsh commuuity.

In 1940 a movement was set afoot among some of the members of
the Council to set up a national budgeting committee in order to study
national and overseas agencies, to obtain complete data from such
agencies, to evaluate the work of each agency, and to recommend-de
the Hum allotments to the different agencies.

A committee was appointed by the Board of the Council to study this

subjeet. The membews-of-the=Couneil--Jacob Blaustein, William Schroeder,

Sidney Hollander, and William Rnsmvn.lﬂ--anthuuiuticall: approved of

the idea. The Board of the Council, meeting on October 26, 1940,

approved the proposal to set up a national budgeting committee.
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Underlying this action was the belief that local communities 4m-
tlhiemsedwes were not in a position to judge the relative needs and
services of national and overseas agencies, that factual reports alone
were not sufficient, and that it would be helpful emd~desimable to
obtain evalwatiens-and recommendations from a national committee
representative of all federations and welfare funds that could examine
and weigh the situation much more elesedg=and intensively.

Tremendous opposition developed to this proposal, and a
controversy raged among the Jewish communities in the United States
over it. There were many, some within the Council itself, who
regarded it as marking a sharp departure from the previous function
of the Council, vhich was purely fact-finding. The Council had
never undertaken to tell the communities how much they should give
to this or that agency. Many felt that the new proposal presented
the danger of putting too much power ultimately in the hands of a
small group of people.

Despite the position of the proponents that recommendations
to the communities would be purely advisory, the opponents felt that
the recommendations in themselves would carry much weight and

authority and would in actual fact be more than advisory.

This proposal was fimeddy presented to~the General Assembly

of the Council which met in Atlanta, Georgia on January 31, 1941.
Point was given to the arguments of those who favored national

budgeting by the fact that the Joint Distribution Committee and the

United Palestine Appeal had failed to agree on & joint campaign for

1941 and had announced independent campaigns. This gave the proponents




the Jewish Agency for Palestine--must see to it that at least its
minimum requirements are not placed in the hands of a so-called
neutral, non-Zionist body; that at least its minimmm requirements
are protected. While, therefore, we never opposed the principle of
an allocations committee--in fact, it was the U.P.A. vhich suggested
it--we must insist that at least its basic requirement should be
earmarked at the outset so that a so-called neutral body, if it so
desired, could not strangle the movement by the simple device of
tightening the purse strings."

There is-e priee-one must not ;W—Wty.

Barly in the year 1942 I received an invitation from Dr.

Weizmann to visit England in behalf of the Palestine Appeal Campaign.

I -ereapbad—aYd, :travenng by clipper, by way of Bermuda and Lisbon,

I arrived in England on March Oth and was met by a committee headed

by Dr. Welizmann in the Paddington Station. I stopped at the Dorchester
Hotel and after dimner that evening I walked out into my first blackout
in London. It was a weird and ghostly experience. I later stepped
into the Underground shelters where men, women, and children were
sleeping on iron cots in three tiers while passengers were walting

for thelr trains.

These were distressing times for England. “m-quita
recently reeeived staggering blows in.the Fer-Bast. The wounds of
Malay, Singapore, Rangoon, Java, and Burma were still fresh. Those
wvere dark days also for our people and trying days for our Movement.

While the full extent of our people's trngedy at the hands of
the Nazis was as yet not knmown, enough was known of the Nazi's

diabolic plans to exterminate European Jewry to fill us all with




horror. Our Movement was impaled on the horns of a tragic dilemma.
Jews everywhere were, of course, solidly behind Great Britain and
her allies in the war against the common enemy of civilization. But
cursMevElait=—was compelled to resist Great Britain in Palestine
because, as the Mandatory Government, it had shut the doors of
Palestine against our refugees who were desperately seeking asylum
from Hitler's concentration camps and gas chambers. Palestine Jews
were loyally ﬁghtingvin the armies of Great Britain, but the Haganah
and Irgun, each in its own way, had to resist Creat Britain in
Palestine in the hope of saving the hapless remmants of our people
from extermination.

Those were the days of the White Paper. I arrived in London

Juﬂt ten days after the sinking of the Stnm--the ship- vhieh-earxied

_sm WWt had he:en turned away from the
shores of Palestine and had ﬂ*ﬂ in the Black Sea.

Upon my arrival,I met with the representatives of the press
at the central Zionist office, T7 Great Russell Street. I spoke to
them of the pressing and urgent problem of our Jewish refugees, the
victims of our common ememy, and of Palestine, which should be open
and available to them, for in Palestine the Jewish people had an
internationally accredited legal status for which they had to thank
Great Britain.

"The Balfour Declaration was a product of great political
vision and statesmanship and emanated from the deep humanity and the
fine spiritual sense of the English people; and the Jewish people will
forever remain grateful to this act of statesmanship, humanity, and
friendship.
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Two important conferences were to be held in the next two
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years (in the United Sta.j:._ﬂ which were to prove decisive in the history

of the Zionist Movement.

An extraordinary Conference was called by the Emergency
Committee for Zionist Affairs in New York City, May 9-11, 1942, at
the Biltmore Hotel. It was the first general conference of all the
Zionist groupings in the United States since the outbreak of the war
and the first important Zionist gathering since the World Zionist
Congress in 1939. Chaim Weizmann and David Ben-Gurion were present.

The aims of the Conference were to bring about unity in
Zionist ranks in-the-ims@Pbntes and to formulate Zionist aims in
anticipation of the end of the war and the Peace Conference which was
to follow. Both @ Weizmenn and David Ben-Gurion delivered important
programmatic addresses. I participated in this Conference.

The Biltmore Conference passed some important resolutions.
Foremost among them was:

"The Conference urges that the gates of Palestine be opened;
that the Jewish Agency be vested with control of immigration into
Palestine and with the necessary authority for upbuilding the country,
including the development of its unoccupied and uncultivated lands;
and that Palestine be established as a Jewish Commonwealth integrated
in the structure of the new democratie world."

so-called Biltmore program constituted, as the American

for 1942 states, "a ure from tra-
x{tlfrre ficial nism Ateadfastly
the ultimdte aim o » ferring
o:_:Jtha practical task of buildins Jewish
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National Home. But the British e Paper of 1939, which interpreted

the terms of the Mandate in a that would freeze "the Jewish Com-
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ttee of the Zionist NESE

the World Zionist ELARORATION

duration of the war, thie may be reghrded as the official Zionist

stand on the ultimate aim of the Movement."

* *

On August 29, 1943 the American Jewish Conference met at the
Waldorf-Astoria Hotel in New York City. It was held in anticipation

M

of the problems that would face the Jewish ;;aople in the postwar
period hiane. It had been planned at a preliminary
meeting of thirty-two national Jewish organizations which had been
held in Pittsburgh earlier in the year and which had been convoked at
the initiative of Henry Monsky, President of the B'mai B'rith, one

of the truly great lay leaders which American Jewry produced. At

this meeting it had been decided to summon an American Jewish Assembly
(the name was later changed to the American Jewish Conference) winieh
Weald-be organized on democratic lines, to establish a common program
of action in connection with postwar problems, relating to the rights

and status of Jews in the postwar world, to consider and recommend
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Home. We demanded nov a Jewish Gommonwealth within the commonwealth
of free nations. The bitter experience of the British Mandate led to
this insistence. Great Britain had undertaken the Mandate in full
recognition "of the historical connection of the Jewish people with
Palestine and the grounds for reconstituting their National Home in
that country. . ." (Preamble to Mandate, November 2, 1913) This
commi tment h,eﬂng;; been pursued with any energy. England tended to

look upon local difficulties associated with the Jewish Homeland as

unnecessary disturbances of the status quo, instead of as a natural

T s i
part ot B2 assigned, beshisem. No considered attempt had been made

to bring home to the Arabs of Palestine the fact that the Balfour
Declaration was inter-allied policy and, later, that the Mandate was
international law, and the first evidence of recalcitrance on their
part -- the riots of May 192]1--were rewarded by a temporary suspension
of Jewish immigration.

Concession led to concession. The White Paper of 1922 declared
that "The terms of the Balfour Declaration do not contemplate that
Palestine as a whole should be converted into a Jewish National Home,
but that such a home should be established in Palestine." i:-akuzi

Trans jordan--three times the area of ci¢ -Jordan--was arbitrarily removed

= 0

heMmel-Aalp PP Ko
from the besms of the Mandate and closed by administrative decree to

Jewish immigration. In 1927 a British commission, headed by Sir Walter

Shaw, found Jewish immigration and Jewish land purchase the cause of
fwr v l"-:'-"

political unrest--se further immigration hed-—been suspended until

another report could be made. In 1930 the first of a series of British
EG Mg (0vp

(Sir John Hope Simpson) tried to justify immigration g ucinm g

_.il‘-.-' ?
regtrinsbens—on the basis of assumed lbinr;ftn limits. This policy of




{:-Tlilfg' Llht.lhll-mr'h
gra.tiun Hﬂ:ﬂﬂ.m—hd reached its unfortunate conclusion

in the Macdonald White Paper of 1939 which #, as we have seen, not

Ted
on].a& Qﬁoﬂ all fubture Jewish immigration i a total of seventy-five

thmmmd&—m declared "It is not a part of their policy
that Palestine should become part of a Jewish State."

This was a complete repudiation of the Balfour Declaration and
was so characterized in June of 1939 by the Permanent Mandate's Com-
mission of the League.

At the Biltmore Conference, Zionists looked ahead to the end
of the war, determined that the Jewish National Home would not again weT @&
euiZer fwam the e foreign policy of another mandatory. Simply put, if
the Jewish Homeland was to stand firm, its Jewish citizens must be
vested with control of immigration. Any other control -iik 111;1';:&-
tion a pawn in selfish palitical maneuvers which have no reference
whatsoever to the rights and the needs of the Jewish people. This
demand for a Jewish commonwealth was subsequently endorsed by the
Inner Actions Committee of the Zionist Organization in Jerusalem and

by all major Zionist groups.




groupings were given proportional representation on each Conference
committee, each group designating its own representatives and each

commi ttee electing its own officers.

Henerel C o ——
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Shortly before the Conference--as I shall shortly relate--I bac,
= AMERiLai 2/enmnp &5 MERECACY Craoveg

accepted the chairmanship of the A«@wis€: and with it responsibility/

for the leaderihip of Zionist political work in the United Stateg/! My

:--+ bmzatim--butr-- rs—ciear-¥hat it

h&Iping majortty
of American Jews uas-prepart Ahe—beet of this
came during=the—fourth plenarySgesbion of this Coffwwemee, Once again
American Jewry had to face squarglXx a decisiop’ to settle for a rescue
and rehabilitation program on yhich all codld agree--a fine humanitar-
ian service but one which offered no *--'ﬁ;'- in the Jewish world
position--and a Zionist emphasis o ) Jewish home. At this
Conference even some -;-s.- onists were timdd in rocking

T

Conference unity. I was pét designated a speaker oR the "Zionist

—

& -.—-I-H‘:..1 _.1.._.i.-{‘-—-‘-' - L L L o s E t,'

Bloc," -..i-..'.- a
The fourtl’plenary session of the Conference, whicdh was held

on Monday night, August 30th, was devoted to a symposium on Pglestine.

It was at Ahls session that I spoke. I was given the time allotted

to the American Jewish Congress. The time of the General Zionists Yad

bgén assigned to other speakers.

"My dear friends," I said, "the Jewish people is in danger of
coming out of this war the most ravaged of peoples and the least
healed and restored.

“The stark tragedy of our ravage has been abundantly told here

and elsewhere--tragic, ghastly, unredeemed. To rehears it again




action upon all matters looking to the implementation of the rights
of the Jewish people with respect to Palestine, and to elect a
delegation to carry out the program of the American Jewish Assembly
in cooperation with the duly accredited representatives of Jews

throughout the world.
Five hundred delegates attended the Waldorf-Astoria Confer-

<
ence, one hundred and twenty-five repreunt:l.nt..national organizations

and three hundred and seventy-five uke wers e];:ted by the communities.
Efettionesiere-held in euery steie.of thewWmten. At least two
million, two hundred and fifty thousand Jews participated directly

or indirectly in the local elections of delegates to trrh;:-h-l-enn
Jeniah Conference. All shades of opinion in she-dmesdean Jewish
comwandy were represented ai_bhe—Semference--Zionists and non-

The N

Zionists, Orthodox, Conservative, and Reform Jews--labor leadar& and
many who belonged to no special group. All groupings were given
proportional representation on each Conference committee, each group
designating its own representatives and each committee electing its
own officers. s
The fourth plenary session of the Conference, which was held
on Monday night, August 30th, was devoted to a symposium on Palestine.
It was at this session that I spoke. I was given the time allotted
to the American Jewish Congress. The time of the General Zionists
had been assigned to other speakers.
"My dear friends," I said, "the Jewish people is in danger of
coming out of this war the most ravaged of peoples and the least
healed and restored.
"The stark tragedy of our ravage has been abundantly told

here and elsewhere--tragic, ghastly, unredeemed. To rehearse it again






