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and leadership. It is certainly 
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nd undirected. It lacks program 

aggressive. At best it rallies around a 

school of social work, or a few outstanding 

e untired and undaunted liberals of all times 

We believe in Man, in his slow, as cendent 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 

dictator ship. 

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. 
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place in Russia. 'Ibrou8hout the succeechng yeaFS'"'Of str ttggle between what has come 

to be lmown a the.East and the.-We&t, I-had tc, defineII1y own position toward Cotn.Munism 

in its ma.nifold-'ffl1lfl:ifestations. - 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 '8@ meao• urlii:ld 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 oneself 

praised and applauded. But there were factors in the Commu11ii.st revolution which 
a_ 

ti. religious leader was obligated to consider, and spiritual elements which he 

could not ignore. As beuyeen the East and the West it was not altogether a case 

of black or white--the perfectly good system a~inst the utterly evil one. 

Bia, I delivered a 

sermon at The Temple on 11i...B>lshevism--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. Since then I h~ visited Russia three times, in 1926, 1935 and 

1961. I have spoken often in and out of my pulpit---on what our attitude towards the 

Soviet Union should be. U o ( 

I am convinced that we must learn to Ii ve 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 
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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. Th.ere is mus;h, jn roy bnmb\Q jQd§IQ~t, the.t each caD lea ru from the other, -
e tncth1ed to ftelmowioe~ u., Ne.i ther 

sy tem..bas r aid 1;hQ ~wo1t1. Dot.ti have mtdetgon<' changes ht ~a ~ait, aud un-

doubtedly will do so in the mtnre. g ncte-s--of ltfe- may tJttng tnom gloser 

• e,QOD cil able. 

The leaders of both countries must try' to reduce tens· The peopl~s of the 

world ,are waiting for signs of a n7 and ins1f 

I 
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Kremlin and the White ouse. The old is leading us nowhere, only from 

one crisis to anoth . Let us not be afraid to trade with ea.ch other in goods 

or in ideas. t us compete in only one way -- whic)l system can do more 

for its peopife. / 

'Certainly there are great differences between their system and our 

system, but these • ierences cannot be resolved by the sword/The problem 

before the world today is not which syste1n is the better, but how the two 

can keep from de straying 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 gene ration and the next, and the next. 

Neither 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 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 

. 
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study our adversary - - at times even to learn f ram him - - than to abuse him. 

We should go about our national business without e1notional tautness, certainly 

without self- rigliteousne s s, 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 thr l•ats, 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, 

f-e.l- Tk 

A iS 

ich 
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I favored our recognition of Red China, and was opposed to our 

military in-tervention in Korea. In an address titled, "A Letttr 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 ople to unity 
and self-sacrifice because of the grave ger in which our 
country finds itself. "Those .of us w work for the govern-
~ent", lie stated, "will do our , but the outcome depends, 
as ·t has always depended, o e spirit and energy of our 
people•'"'. 

"In my h ent there has been very little 
wrong with the irit and energ the American people. 
They did no ail, either in unity or in spirit of sacrifice, 
either in e first World War or in th s econ orld War. 
What er was asked of them they performed, co tently 
an atriotically. They gave their sons to the war, a 

eir daughters - - as many as the government demande . 
On the battlefields our fighting men ---------------



gave an excellent account of the:nselves, and ,n.tbdrew from no sacrifice in 
life or blood. • Our shops, our mi es, our mills · were adequately manned. 
Wbatever taxes our government imposed upon our people they paid. Whatever 
re rictions and rationings were i..~posed upon them were complied with. There 
n er was and tbere'is not now a;ny 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 
sta of national emergency was really re quired to make the .American people 
aware of how serious the present situation is. 

1 Tb American people is not illiterate. They read their newspapers, 
they listen to their radio, th y know what is going on in Korea; they k 
what is going on in the United ·"ations. Their sons are even at this 
fighting an,d some of them dying in Korea. 

·, But they, the American people, do not make our foreign policy. 
did not send our armies unprepared into Korea. They were not co 
as to whether we should go into Korea. According to our Consti tion, 
Congress, and CoDgress alone, bas the power to declare war an make peace. 
The Congress of the United States was not consulted about se ng our 
troops into Korea. President Truman alone decided this gr e issue by the 
simple device of calling this intervention not a war, but police action. 
This police action bas already cost our people 40,000 ca alties. 

II Our allies likewise were not consulted. In his spe cb last Friday 
evening, the President said that , e must work with a nse of real 
partnership and common purpose with the other free tions who need our 
help as we need theirs. Th ~e partners ,e e iono d when President Truman 
ordered our troops into Korea The question is hy'l 

11 The United Nations, too, re not co s It is the prime 
responsibility of the United at ons, not of be United States, to resist 
aggression in the world. It was only a.:f'te sident Truman launched our 
military effort in Korea that the United i.,ates asked for the approval of 
the United Nations. This is not th p edure outlined in the Charter of 
the United Nayions. 

II Why did not our government wait o clear directives from the United 
Nations in the matter of Korea? di not our governne nt ascertain 
before we moved in who else was oing al and to what extent and 'With 
how many troups? Why did we t learn of be widespread reluctance of the 
other free nations of the d to become i vol ved in Korea, e.s was later 
evidenced by the rather s and purely toke participation on the part 
of only a few of these ions? 'Why did we n :t learn about this wide-
spread reluctance bcf we co • tted oursel ve to what has proved to be 
one of the most cost and disastrous enterpris in all the military 
history of the Uni d States? Why? 

" The strong icion entertained by many kme cans that the Korean 
move was inspi d by domestic political. considerat ons connected with an 
approaching f 1 election has not been satisfactori y resolved. The 
administrat on had for some time, prior to last Jun been attacked and 
badgered, especially by the epublica.n opposition, th charges of 
Communi sympathies, with responsibility for the vi ory of the Commun­
ists 1 China and the defeat of Chia.ng-Kai-Sbek, and th 'Widespread 
infiltration of Co nists in the State Department and other government 
departments. For weeks on end, before the Tydings CoIIUJrl.ttee of the 
S&nate, wild charges were made by irresponsible political gentry and by 



publicity seekers of the type o ~ Senator HcCarthy .' The administration 
found itself on the defensive, wit an important Congressional election 
approaching. The invasion of So th Korea by the :rorth Koreans 1.ast June 

fered a tempting opportunity to emonstr te to the country that the 
........... ~stration ~as all-out anti-Co nist, and that it was·feady to 

t Co nism wherever it raised its ugly bead. must have been 
assumed t t the undertaking would be in the nature o a small- scale 
pclice actiort, that it would be brief and not too c stly, and that the 
North Koreans would take to their heels as soon they saw the American 
soldiers coming. Pre ident Truman al.so dispata ed the Seventh Fleet to 
patrol the Strait of Fo osa to see to it t t the Chinese Communists did 
not take over Formosa, thereby intervening not alone in Korea, vhere a 
clear case of aggression could be estab ished against the North Koreans, 
but al.so in the Chine e civil , , where the victorious Chinese regime had 
already been recognized by Great Britain, India and other countries. 
Along with the intervention in Cbin,a,. we also promised to send aid to the 
French in Indo-China where they wer~fightir,..z to preserve French imperial 
interests in that count . The a& ·nistration reversed its former line 
and :permitted itself t"o be swayed by domestic political. considerations 
and to be intimid~d by the rantings of ex-Communists, ex-isolationists, 
pro-Fascists, a:r)if cranks of all kinds, and man uvered itself and the 
.American peo into the disastrous Korean adventure ..... 

,, There al.ways the tend.ency on the part of our political and mil.ita.ry 
leaders, hen their policies or their actions result in failure, to shift 
respo bility from their own shoulders to those of the .American ~ople. 
Som ow it is al.ways tbe American people who are responsible for all that 
go s wrong. 

1, It is proper to alett the erican 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 1s not 
conducive to sound government, nor is impatience and irritability with 
suggestions and criticis, and nar ow partisanship and a desire to make 

, politic al capital out of grave international situations. 
, , There is in my judgment need for a re-examination of our entire 

foreign policy which has been going from b d to worse ever since President 
Truman, on bis own responsibility, announced the so-called Truman lx>ctrine 
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 ..... 

11 These are some of the things about which I should like to write to 
Mr. Truman. I should also like to draw his attention to some vords 
which be himself uttered the other evening, and suggest that in those 
words, lies the right direction of statesmanship in these dire days. He 
said, "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 tal-e every honorable step -we can to avoid 
a general war." This is quite diff'erenct from the dogmatism, the rantings 
and the war-mongering of so many other, which are co frequently beard 
these days. 

,. Stalin, too, has declared more than once that tbe communist vorld and 
the capi tal.ist world could live side by side in one world. Truman does not 
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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 r achin g 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 cannot 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 reasor..s 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. The re are those who will try to sabotage any possibility of 
agreemxnt. These are our real enemies. " 

I -... , ., 

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

I spoke at The T mple on 118 We R -arm Germany?" l said: 

" At Potsdam in 1945, an agreement was 
reached between Tr an, Churchill and Stalin for the complete 
demilitarizatio 9'f Germany. T.hey agreed that all war 
potentials o rmany should be destroye-c:r--:. war plants, 
warship , ail'craft and arµ1s - - so-tnat Germany would never 
aga1 e able to make w r. 
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I lWl.: e urged.A a friendlier attitude towards Communist Russia in spite of 

what I know about its attitude toward:, religion, towards Zionism and towards the 

Jewish people in th e 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 a 

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. 

with all other 

er&(llcated there., 'This would be a Utopian asswnption even for the United States. 

While officially, anti-Semitism is outlawed in the u.s.s. R., practice does not 

' 

alwa,-e keep pace with what is written in the statute 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 Cammi ttee 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 lmow how widespread this type of anti-Semitism actually is in the 

u. s. s. R. today. Its existence is vi>gorously denied by the government. But, 

cultural and religious discriminations directed agains t 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 all nationality groups. They have a right 

to their own language, schools, press and oth er 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 
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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, wr1 ting them out in long­

hand and then memorizing them. I seldom spoke extemporaneously. I 

was reverent of the spoken word. • J1111i :Wan~1t!ie inspiration 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 dell very. 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. ,But capsu1e sermons to satisfy the quick-lunch taste of 

modern Temple-goers never appealed to me. 'Ibey are usually devoid 

of intellectual nutriment and free of spiritual calories. 

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

was the importance of Jewish education. I recall that in the keynote 

address which I delivered at the Golden Jubilee Convention of the 

Union o:f American Hebrew Congregations tlt14!1._ in Carnegie 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, 

ethics and 11 terature of a people, all in the one or two hours a week 

during the few years of the child's school life. We, Rabbis, frankcy 

confess our inability to cope with this problem. You Jevish laymen 

must look to it. It is you who must take the initiative in this 

tremendouscy urgent work." --~~ concern I ■t9Bb etbu1t!l:on 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 tbs slu bilag •••t that 

14,000 Jewish children of school age, out of 21,000 in our community, 

were receiving no religious training whatsoever.,. either i 11.gious 

rough -pr1 e ins traction. '!he Bureau 

applied 1 tself to the establishment of schools in all parts of the 

city, to the support of the existing educational institutions which 

were not entirecy self-supporting and to the training of Religious 

School and Hebrew School teachers. I was elected President of the Bureau 

and acti vecy served in that capacity for seven years. 'lbe Bureau has 

served well through the years and today is an established educational 

agency in our community. 

In my 45 years as rabbi of '!be 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 

on~ as pa.rt of my training in pr•paNtia -:e. 01dim\61a, but sub-,. 
sequent~ to discover what new ideas and insights had been added. I 
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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 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 Judaism. I was never an 

"orthodox" Reform Jew. Denominational distinctions interested me 
..... 

very little. 

Crn 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 too self-conscious about modernity. 'lbere was 

too much emphasis in their thought and speech upon "reform', "change", 

"progress", too little upon "rebirth", "return", tracing back to God. 

Nothing 1 s so shallow and ephemeral as modernity. '!he 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 eternal. They were too eager to acconmodate, 

to facilitate, and, strange as it may seem, to con:form--not to tradition, 

of course, but to the most recent thought ano. prac"tice or· mei.r o.ay--

"t.be tradition of recency. 'Ibey were sufficiently intellectual in their 

critique, but religious reformation is achieved only by ~tics who are 

concerned not with the recency of their doctrine, but with the 

immediacy of their religious experience. 
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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 more: 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. one 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 Juda:1 sm, I spoke to them 

not of competitive denominational ideologies, but Qf' the •••at1als 

I tried to transmit to my people the core insights of Judaism 

which are easily recognizable in all stages of its developnent: that 

God is One, indwelling in all nature, and yet transcending 1 t, 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; • 

wh1 le man is bound up by his physical and mental llmi tations, he is 
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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 

special 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." 

'lliis 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 

but to the numerous other groups which I frequently addressed. 

It is difficult to estimate the eff ectiveness 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, sanewhere, in~~--... •-.-•- in some soul, take 

root. 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 rrr:, book, "Messianic Speculations in Israel, 

from the First through the Seventeenth Centuries." TAe nucleus o e 

_:.-.,,_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 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 ti.Me 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 n unfaltering faith in divine justice established 

the force of messianic belief in Israel. I found 
e 
ee~._a-aaents basic 

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

the unyielding hold on di vine justice led to ,- practical strategt 

rather than to pious speculation. 

'lhe 

prophetic expression, as the beckoning vision of a redeemed humanity, 
fr)<i~ _fZ;l»4_#" ~ 

~ continues to guide, inspire, and sustain men of good will everywhere. 

The-t.c,el!r11ias e R:t na.11-Y .:well ~~ved. It was a ''best seller" 

among such books 11, 1 Lt; uay. I find in my files a selection of 

quotations, published by the Cleveland Press, which point the direction 

of my thought: 

Man's true life does not take plai{ 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. 
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There is nothing new in novelty. 

Man possesses no rights other than the right to do right. 

Man's first duty is not to xpress 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 de100cracy 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 glad.1.1' us them for the enrichment of life. 

On the plane of connnon 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--cbange which is unintelligent, 
uninformed, and whimful. One of religion's great opportunities is 
to tide mankind over its periods of confusion. 

'lbe flaunting of moral conventions, unaccompanied by a cr1 ti cal 
appraisal and by a readiness to substitute still higher conventions 
for them 1s far from being a sign of moral advance. 

At the heart of 
merged into the one 
knowledge, science, 

the atom, matter and energy become undistinguishable, 
astounding miracle of creation, and the heart of 
and religion become one in the everlasting 

Original To , " was 
-~·er Bi blica critics t 

the history f Biblical t It 

ng ago that wh tevel" he ta ave been 
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In 1956 "Where Judaism Differed" was published. It was an 

inquiry into the distinctiveness of 

fundamental insights of Judaism . to w 

ff.. 
faith and dwelt on the 

h I have already referred. 

was well received, and in a short time six printings were issued. 

Hebrew translation appeared in Israel in 1961. 

It 

A 

In 1961 my book, ''Mo es and the Original Torah~' was published. 

Moses has been relegated to the vague 
\ 

legendary periphery of ~ history ~::Bl~i&Dld:=tllaes. It 'W8l!S argued 

that he lived so long ago that whatever he taught must have been 

rudimentary and imperfectly developed. the doctrine of evolution 

can no be applied to man's spiritual life in the same way it is 

necessarily come late in 

necessarily slow and gradual. 

The advance of spiritual ideas is not 

e Torah 

cannot be laid to the literary prophets or to any other movement or 

event in later Biblical history. Moses begim la~-~L"''=- .pi.ritual. 

revo~n. I studied the original Torah of MJses to which the 

prophets of later time frequently refer--its uniqueness, -where it is 

to be found in the Bible, and how 1 t fared in pre-exilic times among 

the peoples or the northern and southern kingdoms. My app;roach was 

radical of current assumptions, and the book aroused considerable 

1 
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Rabbis and so • al work~rs1 Zionists .4iWd • anthropis -«lucators and 

labor leMel'"'S were n<"t the only ones whe were active in these y~ on the-American 

sve:nc_ 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. They belong, or 

belonged, to the social stratifications of/flt~ 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 



pastures elsewhere--higher rewards, both social and monetary. To belong to a 

distinguishable and, at times, disfavored nlinority group is too difficult a 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 th . ..,m 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. 

Bfrek n 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. vv /), 

These three "did a job" on American Judaism, the American rabbi and tille 

Jewish theological schools in the United States. Their composite portrait of American 

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. NA 

Especially free-wheeling and gross was the essay of Elliot E. Cohen, whose 

particular b'ete noire was the American rabbi, but whose dis taste 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 i s 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 rurnal, as soon as may be, to present th ~ situation as you see it in 

answer to Kallen's and Cohen's articles. • • • You will be doing the Journal a very 

great service--! beli eve 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 • Galley proofs were submitted to me which I 

corrected and returned. 

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 th e 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 

bad been requested and accepted by 'Tbe Menorah Journal'., .. , 

Mr. llLlrwitz states in bis letter that I made two unacceptable 

conditions to its publication, one, that it should be printed in fall., 

without change, and two, that no answer to it should appear in tbe same 

issue of the Journal. 

This is correct. One will readily understand wby 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 e~oyed. 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. Be did not reject 

them; rather be accepted them with alacrity and in writing. 

Mr. Burwi tz refers to tbe title of my article, "Wby Do the Heathen 

Rage" (a Biblical phrase, by tbe way) as "the elegant nomenclature of Rabbi 

Silver." Bere again Mr. Hurwitz's memory seems to fail bim. I submitted 

two titles for bis consideration, the other being, "A Rabbi Mak.es Reply," -
and Mr. Bu.rvitz, himself, selected the fo:nner. 

There 1s 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. Hurwitz1s 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 di s tinguished editor." 

Thirteen years after I penned my critique of the Menorah Journal, 

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 secularis t 

themes and writers. Only this time he preferred literary confections wiich had a 

touch here and there of the pornographic., • 

"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 ••• "Qilture, 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 of the Menorah movement and had aeiisted it financially 

from time to time, this movem 0-! likewise began to distntegrate quite early. It • s 

not possible to launch a vital movement of Jewish renaissance in the Diaspora which 

is purely secular in character. In my rejoin r, "Why Do the Heathen Rage," I 

commented on this fact 

Religion was the sole reason why the Jew persist • maintaining his 
identity in the world. I searched high and low in Jewish lite ture to discover 
evidences that the Jew struggled to remain a Jew amidst adver circumstances 
in order that he might develop, to quote Mr. Hurwitz in his artic "Watchman, 
What of the Day?" a great "synagogue architecture, mural painting d frescoes, 
and sculpture in wood and brass, works in silver, gold and other meta ii ••• 

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 prcxiuce 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." 
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Tbe Jew persisted in racial. uniqueness in order to preserve the integrity 

of bis faith. Loyalty to the faith spelled loyalty to the race. When tbe 

.American Jew will abandon his faith he will swiftly and surely ass1mllate. 

Be will interaarry with the peoples about him, and be will destroy himself 

racially, and no quantum of Jewish DD1sic and Jewish art or books on Jewish 

11 terature and philosophy will be potent enough to save bim. The anti-

religious Jew will be the first to go, as he always has been. Tbe religiously 

indifferent Jews will linger on by sheer force of inertia until a.-~ 

relentless assimilative forces will scatter and overwhelm them too. Tbe secular 

nationalist will endure until such time as his ideology derived from the 

segregated and compact Jewish conm>n1ty life of eastern Europe is dissipated 

by tbe dissolving influences of American life. Even the strong appeal which 

Palestine is making to~ to many of our people will not prove sufficient to 

coDPDaDd their loyalty in the dqs to caae. Tbe establishment of a strong 

Jewish Commonwealth in Palestine will not accaaplisb the miracle of preserva­

tion for tbe .American Jew./ The existence of a great German Fatherland bas 

not kept tbe Qe:rmans in tbe United States from assimilating. Tbe Jew in the 

United States will not long remain either a Yiddishist or a Bebraist, in the 

technical sense in which the proponents of cultural pluralism understand the 

terms. Only the religious Jew who will continue steadfast to his faith will 

conserve and carry on the culture and the traditions of Israel. The re st 

will disappear, as tbey always have, as tbey inevitably must. In other words, 

Judaism, far from being "a small part of tbe total fullness of the life of 

the Jewish people which I am accustomed to call Hebraism " (Horace M. lCallen, 

in Call Judaism Survive in tbe United Statest) is in reality its very heart 

and life blood. 
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that he i E a ifHl., ana every Georgian that he is a Georgian. But, unlik ..., all the 

other nationality groups in tbs Unton, and there are many, the Jewish group enjoys 

none of the rights of these nationalities. 

any one territory or region ofcrH'.J•••i!rt.1, it has been denied th '"'se rights. Those 
' 

who wish or wished to enjoy such rights, i 1s argued by the apologists of the regime, 

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 

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 whieo sbou)d bavft=J}@ea feFoseen. 

I am inclined to the belief, .tJ>M111••1t•s 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 foreclo sed, 

given an insistent world Jewish protest, but one which does not join the chorus of 

the Cold War. 

Al o I early favored our r cognition of Red China. 

ent events. I was ~posed to ou military inter ention in Korea. 

In an address titl , "A Letter to Mr. 'fruman", wlf ch I delivered i the Temple 

pulpit on December I 1950 and which was reprinted in the Congressional Record, I 

J 
stated my reason '"' : 



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 I came face to ace with 

Fascism and Nazism in their native homes. '!be Fascist regime in Italy 

was then celebrating the tenth anniversary of Mussolini's tda.rch on 

Rome. While I was in Berlin in Jarrue.cy, 933, the Nazis took over 

the government of Gennany. I also attended the sessions of the 

League of Nations in Geneva and was present when the critical debate 

on Manchuria took place. 



Everybody knew that the Sino-J apanese con ct o; es lf1 1 Fil 

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 vi talzy involved. The League must now reveal its true 

character. Was it really a competent international organization to 
I 

ensure peace, .resolved to enforce t..e principles and agreements.':9lllllllile 

JMlll; 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 their own private interests were not 

jeopardized? A11 ... .-•~e excuses for delay had 1119' 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 ilIDllediate 

cessation of hostilities and to the withdrawal of her troops. 

she .j1:]mo1ed. The League ha invoked no e.nctione asa,i. t. Japm 

commission The Lytton Commission,.. appointed and, after months of 

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. 
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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 nat1ons--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 a 

broken reed to lean on. 

Everyone..., waited to hear the spokesman of the Great Powers. 

"' PauJ. Boncour arose to speak for France. Ollf! never realized how pliant 

and flexible a language French Q8a be in the hands of one who wished 

to dodge and wriggle round a moral issue. 

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 7 1 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. 

~ Great Britain, too, would not take sid~s. (rt was all 

over.) The _ _. drama of Geneva had petered out into a sour comedy. 

One knew now that the League would do nothing in the Manchurian 

situation. 

the end of the League of Nations. 

From Geneva I went to Rome, and there I had an interview w1 th 

Duce. Premier Mussolini was, at that time, riding high. He was 

celebrating triumphantly the tenth anniversary of Fascism in Italy, 

w~ to sstsbJ'u••&• Within another ten years, his battered and 

riddled body would be hanging face down from a lamp post in Milan, bis 

empire gone, his country in total collapse. But on the day that I 
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saw him in the Pallazo Venezia in Rome, he looked and acted as if he 
I (.) were the favorite of the gods. In our conversation he prescribed_. 

Italy, 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 Anerica. 

1ie prided himself on the religious tolerance which existed in 

his country and declared that there was no anti-Semitism in Italy. 

1Mae Jews occupied positions of high importance. He expressed the 

thought that the increase in anti-Semitism in Europe in recent years 

was a result of economic dislocations and/said that .n. ... -..-.~ 
I· 

would wane with the return of normal times. It would not be long 

before Mussolini lllQJ~••--..-. .... -..--~,d would abandf>n 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 oost exciting fortnight in the political 

history of Germany. I fowid the city on edge. The Nazis were staging 

one quasi-military demonstration. 

r--niree days later, in spite of bitter cold weather, fifty 

thousand Communists staged a counterdemonstratioo. "Berlin is ours, 11 

they 

following Sunday, a hundred thousand Social Democrats, 

with bands playing and banners flying, marched into the great 

Lustgarten Square shouting, "Berlin bleibt rot (Berlin remains Red). 11 

In the meanti1..e, the poll ti cal 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 --"SUspense now followed. Who would succeed..von Schleicher? 

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 Reichstaa-" 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. But Hindenburg had twice refused him the Chancellorship. 

And then suddenly, with the force and speed of a thunderbolt, 

came the announcement that a new ~oinet had been rormed and that 

Hitler was llalie Chancellor. Berlin was stunned. The Nazis were 

delirious with joy. 'lheir long hoped for day ~f triumph had finally 

come. 

Almost immediately, the Nazi newspaper appeared with screaming 

headlines: "Chancellor Hitler!" "German Berlin!" "Hang the flags 

upon thousands of Hitler shock troops and Steel Helmets, carrying 

torches, marched, shouting, "Heil Hitler" and singing, "Deutschland, 
II 

Deutschland uber alles." Past the President's Palace 

where the erstwhile insignificant Army Corporal, now Chancellor of the 

German Reich, received their homage. 

I stood on the curb and watched, tbs r • • a 1111a 

I knew, of course, what the rise of Hitler to power would mean 

to the Jews of Germany, but I underestimated the a1ptk cf depravity of 

the man and his regime. I thought • f! "'*• that it was possible, 

and perhaps likely, that the Nazi leaders, now shouldered w1 th 
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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 

many German Jews at the time, that "one does not eat his soup as 

hot as it is cooked.l' 

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 ..... ai ... ~aiter 

blow over. 

'lhis.,,_lallli•iil•1111,-wa.s not to be. 

I left Berlin ~--It Ever since the First 

World War I had entertained the hope of ---•~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 

most authentic exponent of democratic ideals in ne .... 9dl•=-•~ had 

to say in 111111...-. confused and turbulent times 

I was received biJ I 1 3 ad: ll!El Jl of D J e 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 gaszt knowledge and ••t experience. 
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fashioned out now sur 

in 

absolutism. 

"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 h~ 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 1 ts place. All 

dictatorial experiments are impressive but ephemeral. It bas been 

tried before. Democracy, however, needs a great moral content today. 

We have been exploiting it exclusively for capitalistic individualism 

and business purposes." 

11What is really at the bottom of the world 1 s • 'I moral 
# 

conf'usion? What is really wrong with our age?" He xe:,Med, "'!be 

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 Ihd.Chine and force, which is an expression of the ma.chine. 

The things which the machine creates are looked upon as the highest 

values of life; and men and nations have rushed i nf, 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~ new mind and a new devotion to spiritual values bound up with 

a realistic program of social progress." 
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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. 'Ble '~urches today are bureaucratic and insti tutionalizea. 

They o not. go ou .1.n-co 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. 

'!here 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 confidentl:,y for what he regarded as 

the basi~ and indispensable ideals of bumani ty as he did in the years 

of his 4 ■ a-■ J i 11 early manhood. 

th;la:11111!':.. The years which were to follow 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 communist 

dictatorship such as he could never have envisioned, and this 

dictatorship would engulf a third of the globe. But perhaps Pro-
'l 

fessor 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. 
)'-

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

felt themselves mortally challenged. '!hey 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. 
,,.,. tl f 4 ( f "4 

Its President vas Samuel Untermeyer,( I was the Chairman of the 

Administrative Committee. nit was incorporated in ovember, 1933 

, 

racial 

Sectarian Anti-Nazi League to Champion Human Rights," and its officers 

were Samuel Untermeyer, President; myself, along with James G. Gerard, 

Fiorello H. Ie.Guardia, Arthur S. Tompkins, an Col T'neodore 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 

Hi tlerism, short of war. Organized labor, the 11 beral 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 'ri th, the American Jewish Committee, the Union of American 

Hebrew Congregations, and others. Opinions differed sharply as to its 
P~ n. ... N I\ ; -rh e 

practicability and its possible repercussions. I a Jewis ly-
" 

controlled department stores in New York City were far more reluctant 

to cooperate with the boycott movement than the non-Jewish stores. 

While sone friends of the boycott movement undoubtedly 
C e,rJ ,.... c.. r , 

entsat 'tPli:::ttre hopJthat itlwould contribute to the fall of Hitler, 
I" 

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 cf.._. Nazi persecution and the shameless Nazi propaganda which 

was beginning to infiltrate our own cities. 
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I addressed many meetings in behalf of the boycott movement. 

Two ,sin 1 aeott @I! 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 Conmnmity Church of New York, Col. Raymond Robins, 

Solomon o. 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 

enace to liberty and civilization and to pledge ourselves to refrain 

from buying or dealing in any and all Gennan 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 weede 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 Fastern Europe vhere air 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 Ger.ma.ny,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 
7 ? 

merely insofar as six hundred ... thousand men, women, and children of our r, 

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 ~ succeed)1 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 
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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 

a 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 of the unalienable rights of all men to life, liberty, 

and the pursuit of happiness, I don't want this land to be sullied, 

tp be dirtied by Naziism and Hi tlerism." 

'!he 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 
,. w () 

the dangerous Nazi assault on organized laborl Under his guidance, 

the American Federation of Le.bar ~!!laiia.-. by unanimous vote tlmie •t 

&Qcpeiag~ boycott ageiR•• 8cxnmt-mlde goo& and services untii the 

Ge Germany 

e unions of the r own 

ch o&1 

0 

At this testimonial dinner I said, among other things: 

"The same bloody hand which laid waste the Jewish connnuni ty 

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 xwnt• 

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 racial 

intolerance. But other groups, too, must wage a similar defensive 

war 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 Hitler:i.sm 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 working class." 
t; 1.. 

When Samuel Untermyer resigned because of age from the 

presidency of the Anti-Nazi League, he requested that I succeed him. 

I could not, becal.B e of my many Zionist commitments. 

br:i.lliant lawyer and law partner of k>uis Mai;s all, c 

act ve ervi in the Jewish field, butt 

and effectiveness in many i~rtant un e 

energy 

u,.,. • ~ 
Shortly before ~ death 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. 

, 





.. 

,::• I I 

I --rs s ct!.so opposed to the re-arming of Germany. On March 4, 1951, I 

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 con.clusio:..1. s 

were: 

"The vital interest of both the United States and 
the Soviet Union will ... not 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 Gerrnany. 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. 

"Sych 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. 11 



I lmow 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. 



Q 

In 1939, the Second World War broke out. It was to mark the end and the 

beginnin,/t 4 many things in the world. It was to affect the destinies of nations, 

of empires, of continents. The Jewish people suffered more during this war than 

any 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. 

, Frandlin D. , s v Jt wr,... th war-tin .., l a er of 'J.r r.ation. In many 
I 

ways I admired • greatly. He was the eloquent spokesman of some of the ~ 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 stated: 

"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. 1Ihese people greatly admire him. They fully appreciate the monumental 

servic~s 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 th ~ fact that he 9stablished measures of social security, security for 

the aged and for the unemployed ••• 
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"All th se 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." 

/ 

AfteF tae t .. c, part!J.88 met in::cou1ronaoa and Mr. Roosevelt was nominated 

by tne Beutvcs ll a Fa2 ts 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 at sharp variance with the sound and courageous on e 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. 

Willki.e 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. 

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 th .., 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, 

Wend ell L. Willki.e" 

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 thg main traceable to this fact. 



Dissension soon developed within the ranks of the American 

Zionists. At a meeting of the National Executive CoDIDittee, held on 

September 29, 1920, a resolution "to approve the proceedings of the 

.American delegation at the Iondon Conference under the wise and 

competent leadership of the Honorary President (Brandeis) 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 criticism which 

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, 

&Mer Justice Brandeis had approved o:I its accuracy. 

Brandeis denied categorically that he had any intention of 

breaking w1 th the World Zionist Organization. 'lhe 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. '!be 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 wich 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 Iondon 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. 

Fortunately, it did not last ~ long. Time and again in the many 

years of my association 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 RI<-, 

were about to quit the lh 11r11tit. But the cause which they served 

were soon reconciled, to resume some controversy 

time. 

' not long after the Cleveland split, when many harsh words 

had been spoken and serious charges made, the principal participants 
0 t.. ft J/J-

in the fra.y--Mack, Wise,~ Lipsky--met on the aeae platfonn the 
i\ 

Natiaial Conference on Palestine in Boston in November, 1926. wlaf, h 

impress! ve speech, declared: "The role of Disraeli in Britain is the 

role of Weizmann in Israel, and we, your fellow Zionists, bid you God­

speed and say to you we will stand w1 th you and wi 11 labor at your 

side. 11 Dr. Weizmann, in an equally eloquent speech, affectionately 

addressed Dr. Wise "my old comrade, collaborator, co-worker, and, 

if I may use the term, old war horse." 

And ,,. o it was with all of us. We feuded but we never hated. 

Always 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 3-4 

to plan its course of action. It resolved not to organize itself as 



an opposition faction within the Zionist Organization of America, but 
rvl\ ' ( I 

to proceed forthwith to 1nitdrte sJ11ific eeeBOmio ectin • ..in. 

raise funds and secure stock subscriptions for taa •••J•■~eM 
I' 

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 

quarter of a million dollars was raised. 

~; proje;ts were to follow--a Building u:>an Association 

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 Rabbis in the work of 

the Council. 'lllis was its first direct identification with any 

Palestine aGtivity. 

But the movement of the so-called "Brandeis Group" never 

really got off the ground. Iacking an adequate organizational apparatus 

and an adequate propaganda machine, it failed to get widespread ·support. 

From the beginning I had urged that an effective organization of paid 

workers and organizers a■• 111.d be set up tW & 1 1 ••• ia11 : 1Jr mt, r znrk, 



Jewish National Fund and other Palestine causes, to form the United 

Palestine Appeal. 

'!his was my first experience in the rough and tumble game of 

poll tics and I learned much. Everyone who -... engaged in this bitter 

controversy was llllquestionably 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 trt umphs. 

The First World War, which entailed so much suffering and 

tragedy for mankind, and the Conununist Revolution, which shook the 

U1'9' foundations of Western society, also brought incalculable misery 

upon the Jewish people in Russia and Eastern Euro:J?8• 

the United States, 

The American Joint Distribution Committee ccnducted campaigns 

to raise funds to help these victims of war and persecution not only 

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 

th~ Crimea. The father of the plan was Dr. Joseph A. Rosen. He 

urged colonization as the most expedient form of reconstruction .auk 



for the J.D.C. to undertake Jewish mass colonization in Russia, he I 

maintained, was feasible, 

("'Tbil; ooJ on1 sett I 
f 

• , 
Seats b a cmues:i Gatch interest among 

I 
American Jews, but also considerable opposition--especially among the 

( I 
Zionist forces, who feared that~ would be a severe competition to 

,J . . 
the colonization work in wba~ 

I ~t-
Mevement -was presently e~ 

-fA 
in Palestine. ey~wUlx:LllS~~WM!Nt.-m~~.,..tt~ 

the country as part of their program to build the Jewish National Home. 
'°' I IV f! 

'llle J.D.C., planned a campaign to raise fifteen million dollars. 

'lhe first nine million dollars would be set aside 

colonization work in Russia. National Conference was held in - 6 • I r Philadelphia in September of ,-..&M-4J411M" 111111...w attended by hundreds 

of delegates fran all parts of the 

Jewry. were present. 

Zionist leaders also attended +Ms C ala1enec 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 w1 th the Soviet Union, which the United States has not yet 

recognized?" 

b 
u:>gically, cf course, the 

• I , 

merged. They both aimed at the resettlement of Jews the ••• i.a the 

CJ.1mea, Inc <Aha !li!l'■I latiae. However, the leaders of American 

Jewry were not yet ready for such a merger. It would take five more 

yee.rs--the creation in Zurich of an enlarged Jewish Agency for Palestine, 

and the bloody riots in Palestine in 1929--to bring about the formation 

tJ -



I was later present in Zurich wen the enlarged Jewish Agency 

was finally constituted amidst much ceremony and rejoicing. It was 
, 

the second high point in Dr. Weizmann's diploma.toe career, the first 

being the Balfour Declaration. He had worked for it hard for almost 

a decade. High hopes were fixed upon the consummation of the enlarged 

Jewish Agency, but vhen it was consummated, ~~!_~~~f:l!lllltlll:B::tePn to 

reced◄,...ir quickly. With the sudden death of u:>uis Marshall and 

later of Lord Melchett, disintegration set in. The an~ici~tion of --=~~-= 

large financial. support which the "notables 11 would provide, never 
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Neither~, Weizmann nor i s tf c 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 i 

et 

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 cl.asses. 

'Ibis 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 
f.J ' 

P•r•12;gd.a and increased prestige for the ~vement. One is still 

left wondering, however, whether these bn>roducts justified the years 

of labor, struggle, and controversy which had been invested in this 

enterprise. 
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(\I 

of an Allied Jewish Campaign f.el- t.ffl!"-~NWMIQ. work of the J.D.C. in 

the Diaspora, and of the Zionist Organization in Palestine. 

At the Philadelphia Conference, a eomp10-e resolution was 
• ' ' • ' 

finally agreed upon A paragraph was included 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 historic task." 

David A. Brown of Detroit, a most dynamic campaigner, who had 

earlier successful campaigns to his credit, vra.s appointed National 

Chainnan. 

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 t,.e .its rz ssllc:3 Grfac□ 1 1Uact. He replied 
~ 

that he hoped that my final judgment would be based upon facts as 
I-

presented and not upon any prejudices which may come through my 

feeling for the Zionist cause 

until all t To this letter I replied: 

~ •... It 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 
~diose publicity of the J.D.C. announced. 'lhe reconstruction 
of Russian Jewish life is contingent upon the reconstruction of 
Bolshevist Russia through the revision of its economic policies. 
This will come to pe.ss sooner or later. 

,, 'lhe resolution which was adopted· at the Philadelphia Con­
ference is in the nature of a compromise. I am perfectly will.ing 
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to aide 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 mus 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 Russia today ... . n 

Not long after the Philadelphia Conference, David Brown sent 

out letters inviting a number of outstanding Jews in the Unite States 

to Join a National Committee for the Campaign. In this letter he 

quoted the full text of the Resoluticn which had been adopted in 

Philadelphia but omitted 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. 11 

My letteZ!, in waieh I declined to serve as a Hational ~ nnan 

of th :. 

Conference. Marshall was the outstanding Jewish layman of his day. 



/. 
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every constructive movement in Je life. He was a frie 

Palestine and, within a few years, he, was to become th p me non-,_, 
t:.' 

Zionist zoover in the formation of enlarged Jewish ency for 

Palestine which was consummated in Zurich in 1929. 

me the f olloving letter: 

. Marshal wrote 
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"The Ka.lenin 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 

bas 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 Je'Wish 

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." 

'!he Soviet government originally intended to use the Crimean 

colonizations as a base for a territorial center of the Jewish nation 

in the Soviet Union. Aaoero1»s to tke plan 1i .-c cconomrsc, !m1.l:a9 

we to bes 
. 

1928, the Soviet Executive Council decided to 

put an end to all large seal plans for Jewish colonization in 

Crimea. J ( Un1 V eh 

As...1 well 1'nown, the 
~ t), ,s 

American Jewish philanthropists Did becANne excited about this 

project, too, which was pimmed by- the -qSo ...... ,1 .... e.t~- --H1rr1-,""""".,.,.~~11a"-t~ 

fate of the colonization project in 
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we Agreements were entered into between a 

group of Jewish philanthropists in the United States and the government 

of Rafael Trujillo. The first thirty-two settlers 

arrived in May, 194o. By the end of that year, some two hundred and 

ten persons had been settled, and that was it! ~ 'To.e Second 

World War practically put a stop to the transportation of Jewish 

refugees to the Dominican Republic, and when 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. ~ 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 developnent of Palestine and to tap additional resources for 

the Movement. To this end, he persuaded a group of prominent American 

Jewis leaders--Louis Marshall, Cyrus Adler, Horace Stern, and Herbert 

H. Lebman~-to call a ~Nonpartisan Conference to Consider Palestine 

Problems, " on February 17, 1924, at the Astor Hotel in the City of 

New York. 



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 rican Rabbis, the organized body 

of American Reform rabbis, was found din 1889. Its ounder 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 confreres in Germany, where Reform Judaism 

ori8inated 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 
IA, . ~ their day. pecially dangerou W&S this oversight, n a land like 

- --~----Germany, which was only just then recovering, after two centuries, 

from the physical and spiritual devastations of wars of religion, 

among a 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 men 

of their day did, in terms of.~~--!.a••aa, 

forward, 

which, ave 

an unbroken march 

e. slight 

portents which less romantic eyes did appraise more realistically-­

signs of an irreconcilable opposition, an indurate racial, cultural, 

economic, and religious hos"tl...U ty w.tucH 1 u no-r. n wou J.u r•ot accept 

S I 
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return to Palestine, nor a sacrificial worship under the sons of 

Aaron, nor the restoration of any of the laws concerning the Jewish 

State." 

v~ ""llie Balfour Deel.a.ration was issued in 1911. the Central 

Conference of .American Rabbis went on record at its Convention in 

1918: 

says: 

• • • 

"We do not subscribe to the phrase in the Declaration which 

'Palestine is to be a National Homeland for the Jewish people' 

We a.re opposed to the idea that Palestine should be considered 

the ,towe}.E!nd~of 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 

go 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, moved steadily away from this doctrinaire position. 

Life was forcing them to a new orientation. 
A 

classical, ~ti-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 Zionism. 

Dr. Samuel Schulman of Temple Emanuel, New York, and I were 

invited to present our contrasting views. I a1i, t1ua ••••*tQ t1we, 
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This turned out to be the last major debate 

on the floor of the Conference on the subject of Reform Judaism and 

Zionism. 

Dr. Schul.man, in a scholarly paper, in the main defended the 

Pittsburgh pronouncemen~ <JR 21 I&, although he was far less dogmatic 

than he himself had been in 1918 at ._, C@t , ;; ss fa] J sr•■a the • 

the intervening years .... Dr. Schul.man 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 
~N!f./\ 

nation. Indirectly,~ had strengthened the backbone of Jewish 

consciousness, although it braced it artificially. • • • Its weakness 

was that while it want o strengthen the backbone of Jewish conscious-

ness, it h assimilated away the Jewish soul by ma.king Israel 

11 a nation like other nations. 

He called for unity and not for bitter controversy SR I I ws 

over this issue. "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 "' 

othe 11 It al'wa¥s was, it is now, and,if it is to live at 

all, will always be a witness to God. 11 (C.C.A.R. Yearbook, 1935, 

P• 309 ff.) 
. u 

In my paper I took issue with the accepted thesis that the 
0 VI'(. Jewish people was nothing more than a religious coJlllllUlity and that i,;ii&. 

mission to humanity precluded the idea of national restoration. 
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American Council for Judaism, a notorious anti-Zionist group from 

which the 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, Zionists 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 

'intellectuals, " who sought to mold and influence Jewish life. The 

Menorah Movement, which was fowided in the twenties, was the creation 

of such a group of Jewish intellectuals and vas 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 "protelariat" and 

"peasant," is really not applicaale to the structure of American 

society. 'llley belong, or belonged, to the social stratifications of 
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made the above general reconmendations on the territorial division 

or the country. 

At the Fortieth Annual Convention of the Zionist Organization 

of America, which met shortly after the issuance of the Royal Comnission 

report, in lfew York City, the proposed scheme or partition was the 

chief subject or discussion. 
~ 

I vigorously opposed it. n "Great Britain had failed to carry 

out the terms of the Mandate to facilitate Jewish immigration and the 

clo~settlement of Jews on the lAnd. Great Britain had f'.-,iled to 

provide physical protection and security for Jewish settlers during 

the recent Arab disorders. Great Britain had undertaken to build a 

Jewish Homeland in Palestine including both sides of the Jordan. 

AllDost immediately Great Britain bll cut oft 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 

was seeking to cut the Jewish Homealnd still further, to constrict its 

boundaries and to consign an etpanding JeWish Homeland to what must be 

a political and economic absurdity. spiritual exaltation of 

our people, in 1917, inspired by the Balfour De tion, has been, 

through two decades, successively dampened, and~~, not so much 

by terroristic resi•tance on the part of certain int~igant Arab 

elements in Palestine, as by the failure of the Mandatory Government 

to f'Ulf'111 the Obligations which it undertook under the tei,ao of the 
I 

Mandate. 'I'he'whole record of the Administration of Palestine th 

reference to the upbuilding ot the Jewish Homeland has been a series 

of fa.1.1'1-es, blunders, inaction, and non-cooperation. 
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made inevitable by the stubborn and inhuman policy of that government. 

I publicly approved of this resistance both by the Haganah 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 Dr. • 8. Wise, who had served in 

that capacity in 1936 and 1937. 'Ihe Conference was held eighteen 

days after the issuance of the British White Paper. A feeling of 

depression pervaded the Conference. Zionist hopes bad received a 

crushing blov. 

In accepting the chairmanship of the United Palestine Appeal 

at a time of such low ebb, I felt that f'irst and foremost it was 

essential to raise the morale of the delegates and workers and our 

Zionist constituency generally. Without confidence in our ultimate 

victory, the work of the United Palestine Appeal would suf'fer 

enormously. 

I was always confident that the inescapable logic of events 

would, e time, Mllilllll~ Palestine a Jewish State. For a shorter or 

r time thif' may be halted or ret&l'ded, but the rebirth of 

Is ion in its historic home was as sure to come to pass 

has been sent. 

empty until it has aecomplished 7:r, 

The inescapable logic of events! of the 

world would be closed to our people, 1;.ben the band of d tiny will 

force open the door of Palestine. '.And that hour, I believed, was 

rapidly approaching. 

Accordingly, I made this the central theme of rq speech ot 

acceptance. 

( 
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"'lbis is one of the rare moments in my life. I am keenly 

aware that the burden involved is even greater than the honor. I am 

the spiritual leader of a large congregation which, of course, has 

the f'irst claim upon ray time and upon rq energy. NeTertheless, I do 

not feel justified in declining, but I regard J13Self' as a conscripted 

soldier. 'lhis is an hour of' battle for Israel. We are fighting on 

all f'ronts. Never in our history have we had to fight on so many 

fronts at one and the same ti.me. I shall give to thia campaign duri~ 

the coming year whatever energies I can command, whatever ability I 

can command, whatever time I can coDDDBnd. I shall try to be more 

than the nominal head of the campaign. I am assuml.ng responsibility, 

and 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 the t years. I shall try a few new experiments, a few new 

ways. :t shall 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 

ideologica~ all of our people may not be ready to commit thems,Ives 

to our Zionist prop-am, there are really few Jews in this c try who 

are doing any thinking at all--and most Jews have been nade to think in 

the last few years--who have not become Palestine-minded and Paleatin& 

sympathizers. I shall try, as far as I can, to organize that sentiment 

and to capitalize upon it. 

"I should like to see banished from our midst in these days 

the mood of defeatism, the mood ot despair. No people is at its best 

when 1 t is frightened. You cannot appeal to the generosity of' people 
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"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 l!Dergency 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. '!he 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 »nergency 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 :f'ine and noble things were done. Many sad mistakes 

were made. Great opportunities were missed. '!he errors were those 

of the mind, not of the heart. It w:1.11 also be found that the masses 

were far ahead of their leaders. '!'heir instinctive judgme'lt was 

sounder, their demand and readiness for action more forthright and 

determined. '!he 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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lite, 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 s1 tuation 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 Fhropean 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 cred.1 table record. 'lbe Jews of America keenly felt the impact of 

the appalling tragedy which had overtaken their people., and reacted 

to the obligations of Jewish solidarity. 

that th r.e never waa 

8.117- tsnia amansM ter swept over any 

&egueat ~ ~le mcywhere. 'lhe bond of Jewish unity was again 

tested during these years of wrath and was found strong and durable. 

fut there was another factor. There were., in many instances, close 

family ties which bound together the Jews of America v.f. th those \ho 

were 1i ving and dying in the several hells of Europe. Deep called 

unto deep--and the hearts of men living in the security and freedom 

of' a blessed land went out to 1ww.-..... -:. uU~:&a;::re,-.-. .. a-111.tme?', 

kith and kin, who 1i ved 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. lt\Yriads of 

personal anxieties and tragedies deepened and intensified the 

compassionate efforts of American Jews to sustain and to rescue the 

Jews of Fhrope. 



-126-

A valuable byproduct of the numerous campaigns which were held 

in our country year af'ter year was the education given to 01r people 

in the realities of Jewish survival. These campaigns made necessary 

the organization of Jews in every conmnmity 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 Jewish service and who derived deep 

spiritual satisfaction f'rom their new and chosen association with the 

life of their people. 

During the time that I was Chairman of' the United Palestine 

Appeal, a-OG-.llaiJMtAi'~~• ~e,:- the issue of' national budgeting. 

'lhe Council of Jewish Federations and Welfare Funds was 

organized in 1933 to provide central services for Jewish coJIIDUllity 

organizations and federations throughout the country and to enable 

them to exchange experiences and plans and to act together for joint 

purposes. 'lhrough the years, the Council rendered excellent service 

to ~L-.IM!Hi4!M ..1ewta,h WDllllh4 ty. 

In 1940 a movement was set af'oot 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 

the ea1•11t~111Ju CCIQl-~re all.otments to the different agencies. 

A cODlll:1.ttee was appointed by the 13oard of the Council to study this 

Sidney Hollander, and William Rosenwa . -enthusiastically approved ot 

the idea. 'lhe Board of' the Council, meeting on October 26, 1940, 

approved the proposal to set ilp a national budgeting coanittee. 



Underlying this action was the belief that local CC\D'IJJnD1 ties 

th owes were not in a position to Judge the relative needs and 

services of national and overseas agencies, that factual reports alone 

were not suf'ficient, and that it would be helpful --~ ..... ww..e to 

obtain ~-Millllllh!tlBd recomnendat1ons from a national canmi ttee 

representative of all federations and welfare funds that could examine 

and weigh the situation much more a1••ilir al'ld. intensively. 

Tremendous opposition developed to this proposal, and a 

controversy raged among the Jewish coJIIDUnities in the United States 

over it. 'lb.ere were many, some within the Council itself', who 

regarded it as marking a sharp departure from the previous function 

of the Council, which 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 

smaJJ group of people. 

Despite the position of the proponents that recamnendations 

to the cODlllUJlities would be purely advisory, the opponents felt that 

the recomnendations in themselves would carry much weight and 

authority and would in actual fact be more than advisory. 

'lb.is proposal was n.JMllllltV' presented tD;~r111 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 a joint campaign for 

1941 and had announced independent cam.paigns. 'Ihis gave tae proponents 
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the Jewish Agency for Palestine--must see to it that at lea.st its 

minimum requirements are not placed in the hands of a so-called 

neutral, non-Zionist body; that at least its minimum requirements 

are protected. While, therefore, we never opposed the principle of 

an allocations committee--in fact, it was the U.P.A. which suggested 

1 t--we must insist that at least 1 ts 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." 

:Ee3~mt ... ty. 

Far~ in the year 1942 I received an invitation from Dr. 

'Weizmann to visit England in behalf' of' the Palestine Appeal Cempaign. 

-.... : .. I .=m!!!!I , traveling by clipper, by way of Bermuda and Lisbon, 

I arr1 ved in England on March 9th and was met by a comm:l. ttee headed 

by Dr. 'Weizmann in the Paddington Station. I stopped at the Dorchester 

Hotel and after dinner that evening I walked out into rey first blackout 

in wndon. 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 waiting 

for their trains. 

'lhese were distressing times for England. ~~ quite 

recentl.¥:·:!!~~ved stageriD& bl.ow~ ...._,.._.1 ~. The wounds of 

Mal..q, Singapore, Rangoon, Java, and Burma were still fresh. '!hose 

were dark days also for our people and trying days for our Movement. 

While the full extent of our people's tragedy at the hands of 

the Nazis was as yet not known, enough was known of the Nazi's 

diabolic plans to exterminate European Jewry to fill us all vi th 
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horror. Our Movement was impaled on the horns of a tragic dileJIIDB.. 

Jews everywhere were, of course, solidly behind Great Britain and 

her allies in the war against the cODDDOn enemy of civilization. But 

compelled to resist Great Britain in Palestine 

because, as the Mandatory Government, it had shut the doors of 

Palestine against our refugees who were desperate~ seeking asylum 

from Hitler's concentration camps and gas chambers. Palestine Jews 

were loyally fighting in the armies of Great Britain, but the Haganah. 

and Irgun, each in its own way, had to resist Great Britain in 

Palestine in the hope of saving the hapless remnants of our people 

from extermination. 

'lllose were the days of the White Paper. I arrived in !Dndon 

just ten days after the sinking of the Struma--the 8116~ wbi~:--e.yg~ed 

seicen awM1111ee--.Jeur.l:eh ·N-1'1!11N!4!!!M~ ~t had been turned away from the 

shores of Palestine and had N!l!!!!l!ll■~•••i in the Black Sea. 

Upon my arrival,! met with the representatives of the press 

at the central Zionist office, 77 Great Russell Street. I spoke to 

them of the pressing and urgent problem of our Jewish refugees, the 

victims of our coDDDOn enemy, 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 human1ty and the 

tine spirl tual 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 

-years in the United States which were to prove decisive in the history 

of the Zionist ltk>vement. 

An extraordinary Conference was called by the Emergency 

Colllld.ttee 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. 

'!he aims of the Conference were to bring about unity in 

anticipation of the end of the war and the Peace Conference which was 

to follow. Both Weizmann and David Ben-Gurlon dell vered 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 w1 th control of iDIDigration into 

Palestine and w1 th the necessary authority for upbuilding the country, 

including the developnent of its unoccupied and uncultivated lands; 

and that Palestine be established as a Jewish Comnonwealth integrated 

in the structure of the new democrati~ world." 

so-called Biltmore program constituted, 

eadfastly 

refused to to 
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Home. We demanded now a Jewish fomrnonwealth w1 thin the cODDDOnwealth 

of free nations. The bitter experience of the British Mandate led to 

this insistence. Great Br1 tain 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, 191J) This 

commitment ~ been pursued w1 th 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 
k .. ,., 1""" s> I 

pa.rt of 'tee. t ak assigned, te ii:•• , 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' ~ 1921--were rewarded by a temporary suspension 

of Jewish immigration. 

Concession led to concession. The White Paper of 1922 declared 

that "'lbe terms of the Balfour Declaration do not contemplate that 

Palestine as a whole shoul.d be converted into a Jewish National Home, 
.. , lv 

but that such a home should be established in Palestine." id !f1? 

Transjordan--three times the area of l ' i -Jordan--was arbitrarily removed 
1.~1.l,., • ..- 4,.ct• 

from the 9111l!ll8 of the Mandate and closed by administrative decree to 

Jewish inmi.gration. In 1927 a British coDIDission, headed by Sir Walter 

Shaw, found Jewish inml.gration and Jewish land purchase the cause of 
" . . , 

poll tical unrest--ee further immigration 1'ed baen suspended until 

another report could be made. In 1930 the first of a series of British 
~ 

s (Sir John Hope Simpson) tried to Justify immigration o.. s.; .-" j 

►' ·" • ~.JIZF' 1 ioaa 0D the basis of assumed abJort.µe limits. This policy of 
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'l'-k.~ L11"\.\\~(( .. .v\ 
(i;.t:!! - ~ 
'~llllligration lilllltet# g.na aad reached its unfortunate conclusion 

in the Macdonald White Paper of 1939 which...-, as we have seen, not 

oniJ''gjJ;J !:!! f\mure Jewish immigration~ a total of seventy-five 

thousand 4'a h■d. au t1 er declared "It is not a part of their policy 

that Palestine should become part of a Jewish State." 

'lbis was a complete repudiation of the Balfour Declaration and 

was so characterized in June of 1939 by the l,ermanent 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 " , <l ti 

..' "'It.II Np. 7 e, 
..qu er ~ the foreign policy of another mandatory. Simply put, if 

the Jewish Homeland. was to stand firm, its Jewish citizens must be 

vested with control of imigration. 

tion a pawn in selfish political maneuvers which have no reference 

whatsoever to the rights and the needs of the Jewish people. This 

demand for a Jewish comnonwealth was subsequently endorsed by the 

Inner Actions Conml.ttee of the Zionist Organization in Jerusalem and 

by all major Zionist groups. 
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National Home. But the British e Paper of 1939, which interpreted 

the terms of the Mandate in a y that would freeze "the Jewish Com­

munity to a permanent mino y status," and the war situation which 

would eventually bring i ernational factors to b 

of Palestine, prompte the Zionist leaders t takE;" a firm un 

stand. This deman for a Jewish Co111110n 

re program was 

finally sane oned also by the 
df E 6 

ttee of the Zionist ~ 
I 

Organizat :0n in Jerusalem. the absence the World Zionist 
- , ,.. .,,o 

Congre s, which met last in 1939 and •Y ot meet again for the 

J'uration of the Wf&.r, this may be re~ed 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 

of the problems that would face the Jewish people in the postwar 

_.-ne. It bad 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'nai B'rith, one 

of the truly great lay leaders which American Jewry produced. At 

this meeting it had been decided to sUDDDOn an American JewishJ¥sembly 

( the name was later changed to the American Jewish Conference) YI :lre1 

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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groupings were given proportional representation on each Conference 

committee, each group designating its own representatives and each 

committee electing its own officers. -----------
ortly before the Conference--as I shall shortly relate--! , •J 

accepted t 

p of Zionist political work in the United State 

CW-Gl11½Mlg 

American Jewry had to 

and rehabilitation program on 

ian service but one which of 

position--and a Zionist 

Conference even some lo 
' 

I i-v...t 
Conference unity. 

>e+ ~ Bloc " • 

settle for a rescue 

At this 

in rocking 

, Augu.st 30th, was devoted to a symposium on 

s session that I spoke. I was given the time allo ed 

to th American Jewish Congress. The time of the General Zionists ad 

n assigned to other speakers. 

"My dear friends," I said, "the Jewish people is in danger of 

caning 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 
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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 representi.aa.aational organizations 
~ 

and three hundred and seventy-ti ve wao ..J"~~';S,__ e~cted by the communities. 

EE~~••&::M~.JJlu~.c-••t.Qit..J:llliilllll!e:n. At least two 

million, two hundred and fifty thousand Jews participated directly 

or indirectly in the local elections of delegates to tll•d 21:ean 

J11m1a1..Conference. All shades of opinion iia ••• t■1u11on ,Iew~h 

CQIQ-•t~,-,P.ir were represented at tiha 811l11enee--Zionists and non­

Zionists, Orthodox, Conservative, and Reform Jews--labor leaders and 

many who belonged to no special group. All groupings were g1 ven 

proportional representation on each Conference committee, each group 

designating its own representatives and each committee electing its 

own of:fi cers. 

'lhe :fourth plenary session of the Conference, which was held 

on l«:>nday 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. 'lhe time of the General Zionists 

had been assigned to other speakers. 

"?t\Y dear :friends," I said, "the Jewish people is in danger of 

coming out of this war the :D:>st 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 




