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.. kope oj the J'tt1dJ' 

The assigned responsibility of the Technical Advisory Committee was 
defined by the Board of Trustees of the Council of Jewish Federations and 
Welfare Funds when it approved a recommendation that it sponsor a national 
Jewish cultural study. The memorandum approved at that time described the 
problem for study as follows: 

.. The American Jewish r.ommunity has created and maintained a vast 
nclwork of org~mizations to meet humanitarian needs, material and spiritual, 
at home and abroad. It has poured into these services very substantial money, 
l·ncr!!y. and devotion . 

.. Now largely native born. American Jews are building an indigenous 
:\merkan Jewish life blending the best of Jewish ideals and traditions with 
1 he democracy of the American environment. 

··The levels of development are notably uneven, however, and one of the 
nmtrasts is that of national cultural efforts. These efforts arc conducted by a 
numher of small organizations, severely limited in scope and finances. They 
operate in specialized fields with little continuing relation to one another, and 
with chronic financial frustration. 

··The needs which these agencies are trying to meet-namely, the cultural 
needs of American Jewry-and the impact of the organizations, have never 
hccn assessed in any total view. Such an assessment has been long overdue." 

Seven fields were originally designated as areas to be reviewed during the 
,rudy: research, libraries and archives, Jewish scholarship, publications, cre
ative work in Jewish letters, training personnel for adult Jewish education, 
and channels for information on Jewish affairs. In each of these fields it was 
hoped to establish an inventory of existing activities and their impact; plans 
and aspirations for the future and the realistic possibilities of achieving them; 
the methods and adequacy of financial support; and the unmet needs in the 
licld as a whole. 

Two instruments were created to supervise the gathering of the indicated 
information and formulating appropriate recommendations: a Technical Ad
vi'inrv Committee of 33 outstanding scholars under the chairmanship of Dr. 
J utlah J. Shapiro, an~ a Board Committee of the same size under the chairman
ship of Julian Freeman. The first of these committees, which has been respon
,ihlc for the ~tudy up to this time, held its first meeting in June of 1958 after 
the selection of Sidney Z. Vincent of the Cleveland Jewish Community Federa
l ion as Study Director. 

This report i~ the result or its subsequent intensive deliberations, involv
ing regular monthly meetings since October of 1958, with a remarkable record 
of attendance and participation by committee mtmben. 
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wenare t-unds and noted that 1t was not essentially its task to examine Jewish 

culture in the broad sense of that term. Indeed, such an all-inclusive examina

tion would manifestly be impossible in view of the limited time and fund~ 
available. 

Such important fields as formal Jewish education, which is being inten

sively studied in another report, and rabbinics lie outside the scope of the 

present study. So for the most part do adult education and local cultural activi

ties, although it is the Committee's belief that its observations and recommen

dations will have meaning for both these fields. The activities and programs 

of our large national Jewish membership organizations significantly shap<

many aspects of our cultural life, but they, too, only indirectly and occasionally 

figure in the report that follows. 

Focus on Four Major Fields 

All these exclusions were agreed to on the assumption that the primary 

focus of the national study as defined in the original mandate should be on 

the fields of archives, scholarship, research and publications. Cultural activi

ties in all areas are so interrelated that it is our belief that the recommenda

tions in this report, if implemented, will inevitably have meaning for all the 

additional fields that it was found impossible to include in this study. More

over, it is our hope that the current examination will be thought of as the 

first step in a continuing process and that a comparable study of the additional 

fields will be undertaken at an appropriate time, building on the cxpcricnl:l' 

here reported and utilizing the instruments that hopefully will have hccn (:rc

ated. 
Finally, it should be stressed that the study has been field centered rather 

than agency centered. The supplement to this report contains a review of two 

dozen agencies with information about their activities that it is hoped will he 

useful to those interested in data on the work of specific agencies. The Com

mittee however addressed itself broadly to the present condition. the unmet 

needs, and the means of strengthening the fields of archives. publication". 

scholarship and research. The recommendations are based on an cvitluatior 

of the present status and future prospects of the cultural field in thc~c bro;ul 

areas rather than on an evaluation of individual agencies as such. 
In the hope that our study will result in strengthening the field as a whl,lc 

and therefore (and inevitably) the agencies. we turn first to an overall review 

of the cultural scene, then to an examination of each of the four fields, and 

finally, to our recommendations. 



SECTION B 

The Cultural Field: 
Pr,~t?lt Status and Futurt~ Outlook 

This report, in addressing itself to the mandate described in the intro
ductory section, seeks primarily to answer three questions: What is presently 
being accomplished in the cultural field? What are the major unmet needs? 
How can cultural activities be most effectively supported? 

Before an attempt to answer these questions by a detailed review of the 
four fields studie<• by the Committee (archives, publications, research and 
~cholarship). it might be helpful to begin with some basic observations about 
the cultural field as a whole and its role in the life of the American Jewish 
l:ommunity. 

Such terms as 'transition·, 'challenge· and 'crisis' have been used so fre
quently in connection with various problems of Jewish life that they have 
almost hcen drained of meaning. Yet all three are accurately descriptive of 
the present condition of our cultural life. 

Any vital society or movement is of course always in transition, but there 
arc moments in history when the passage from one stage to another is par
rin1larly dramatic. \Ve arc in such a stage now. Although we have just finished 
the tcn:entcnary ohscrvam:c, the meaningful period of our history in America 
( at least &IS it is related to the subject of this report> is not yet a century old. 
We arc only now passing out of what might be called, culturally speaking. the 
••frontier .. period of Jewi~h life in America. An immigrant people. abruptly 
arrived in the raw bedh,m of the great cities of Americ&,. had no more time or 
energy for culture than the pioneers who pushed out into the natural wilderness. 

As in the case of all frontier societies. fundamental services had to be 
created first--care for the aged. the orph&med &llld the sick-and the in:-ititution" 
that met religious. educational. economic. soci&tl, and family needs. Centr&,I 
l:ommunal structures to collect and disperse funds am.: to plan for communal 
need, soon followed: All these institutions ,arc of course "cultural .. in the 
hroad meaning of that term &tnd undoubtedly they form the necessary f ounda
t ion on which culturnl institutions in the more spccifk mc&min~ can he huilt. 
\Ve have now reached the stage in Jewish life when our religious ~md com
munal organizations and our health and welfare institutions have been so 
developed th&,t the Americ,m Jewish community is in &l position to extend its 
interests in a comparably serious manner to the culturnl lield-if it so desires. 

The challenge and opportunity result from profound forces within Jewish 
life that could not have been forseen even a generation ago. Prophecies were 
common at that time that once the cultural momentum of the immigrant 
~encrations was lost. succeeding generations. horn on American soil and edu-
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cated in schools whose social objective was frequently to sever children f ron 
their ethnic roots for the sake of "Americanization", could hardly fail to mo\·, 

quickly toward assimilation. On the contrary, it is clear that we ilrc witncssi11• 
a surge to Jewish indentification. Jews want to remain Jews: the fierce in"i-..1 
ence of the immigrant that his children should receive a better gcncr .. ,I educ, 
tion than he enjoyed is paralleled by a perhaps less passionate hut quit, 
general determination of college-educated parents that their children shm1l1 

receive a more vital Jewish education than many of them experienced. 
Such an attitude may be explained as resulting from the shattering imp;ll' 

of the Nazi holocaust or from the emergence of the state of lsr~1cl or from th, 
tendency of American life to settle into a Catholic-Protcstilnt-Jcwish p~,t h:rn 

But whatever the explanation, the fact seems established th .. at the communi1~ 
is more prepared than could have been predicted a generation ago to vit·,, 
culture as central rather than peripheral to Jewish life ~mu interests. 

Increasing Interest in Cultural Acti\'ifies 

There arc forces within American life as a whole that arc undouhtcdh 
affecting the attitude ')f all sub-groups 1toward their intellectual and cultur;, 
development. The "egghead" has suddenly become respectable. Aflt·r yl';II' 

of relative neglect and disinterest, American society has hcg.un lo rt·ali,c 1h:11 
the humanities as well as the natural sciences cannot he fully ere at i, t· on 1 Ill 

basis of the individual scholar"s or artist's own unaided rcsour<:l."s: srn.:il'ly nm, , 
support creative effort and provide it with opportunities for growth . Thl· -..ub 
stantial sums made available for scholarship imd research in thi" country h, 
the American Council of Learned Societies and in ( ·anad,1 hy the < ·:mad;, 
Council for the Encouragement of the Arts, Humimitics and Social Scil'nn 
are symbols of the growing understanding th.at culture is a s~rinu-.. hu,int•, •. 
that pays rich dividends on modest investments. It is ditlicult to ht·licn· th:1 1 

the Jewish community, matured as it now is both strm:tur,,lly and l .. l·t•nomic~,11~ 
and remarkably sensitive to its responsibilities in so many fichh. will lag fp r 

long beh~nd the general community in n field that historically it ha, ah, a~ · 
valued so highly. 

But if there is opportunity and challenge in our prc,cnt condition. 1lw1 •. 

are also elements of crisis as well. It may be that. culturnlly ,pl·al.. inr. 11ml' , 
not on our side in America. In the free atmosphere of the Nt·w \\'or Id. "hl·, l 
suhcultures are strongly motivated to merge into the majority nallmt·. onh 
successive waves of immigration have kept up the supply of ~l·hobr, ;111d 

teachers to off set the gaps created when older. native-horn gt·nt·ral in,1-. hccrnH 

progressively acculturated. Relatively little of American Jl."\\ i-..h nall un.· h., • 
been indigenous and self-engendered; it has relied heavily <111 import~ f'1p111 

Europe. 
Now that prime source of refreshment and inspiration i~ gnnr . Kl'Y p, ,, 1 

vacated in certain cultural &1gencies hccomc incrl"a'-in!,!:y diflkulf h• lill. t·, ·t · n 
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if by lucky ch.I .. the funds are available. A rather reluctant American Jewry 
is being forced into cultural maturity almost against its will;-for the first 
time in history, it is on its own in efforts to strengthen its cultural institutions 

• and develop its own scholars. Responsibility for cultural leadership has been 
thrust upon us after the Second World War in a way reminiscent of the 
manner in which leadership in relief and rehabilitation was thrust upon us 
after the First World War. The response to that crisis (and the greater one 
that followed a generation later) was the most effective and generous voluntary 
philanthropic activity in all human history. It remains to be seen whether the 
more subtle and less visible cultural crisis will also call forth unsuspected 
reservoirs of strength in the American Jewish community. 

Not even the emergence of Israel, with all its promise for enrichment of 
Jewish cultural life here (to be developed later in this report), can satisfy our 
cultural needs. An American Jewry that has rejectec so firmly the role of 
second class political citizenship on the American scene will not docilely ac
\.:Cpt a role of second class cultural citizenship on the world Jewish scene. 
Expectations are high for a cultural exchange between Israel and the United 
States, enriching both Jewries, but the very word 'exchange' implies a two-way 
relationship, with neither people being cast permanently in the role of giver 
or taker. If it is true that Israel cannot remain forever dependent economically 
on American Jewry. neither can America forever remain dependent culturally 
or, Israel. 

Signs of Progress Are EMoun11ing 

And despite gloomy and in many respects well-founded predictions, there 
are some encouraging signs that a cultural foundation has been laid upon which 
it will be possible to build constructively. The accomplishments in the cultural 
tield, particularly in the light of the slender support available, are substantial. 
What might be called the gross national cultural product, as reflected in the re
ports of the archival. publishing and scholarly agencies contained in a later 
section, adds up to an impressive total. There is unquestionably an awakened
or re-awakened-interest in archives and the beginnings of a determined effort 
to recapture the records of the past before they slip forever into oblivion. Prob
ably more books of Jewish interest are being published-more attractively and 
in more fields-than ever before in American Jewish history. The scholarly 
field can point to some remarable achievements both in terms of traditional 
Jewish learning and modern sociological research and-perhaps more signifi
cant-the long and the un-Jewish lack of respect for scholarship as a whole 
seems in the process of changing for the better. Self-sacrificing, small cultural 
institutions--often representing a lifetime of selfless devotion by individual 
scholars-have managed to keep their heads above water. Larger agencies, 
with primary commitments in other fields, have for the most part managed to 
retain and, in a few instances, to expand their cutural programs, although too 
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often their cultural expenditures have been made possible of because they arc 
included within a larger budget whose appeal is based on activities in fields 
more attractive to laymen. 

But we are clearly arriving at a point in history when we can no longer 
count on the momentum from the past. If we assess the four fields of our 
interest as a whole rather than by the occasional, outstanding achievements, 
we cannot escape the conclusion that we have paid a heavy price for depart
ing so sharply from traditional Jewish absorption in scholarship and history. 

Each field offers its own illustrations of serious gaps in our programs. 
Archivists point out that the historians of the future, working with materials 
in our own country, would be better prepared to write an authoritative history 
of Lodz or Warsaw than of Chicago or Cleveland, so carelessly have we pre
served our records. The irreplaceable treasures of the ages that largely hecausc 
of the European convulsions have found their way to America are in deadly 
danger of destruction. American neglect in the form of failing to protect price
less memorabilia against humidity and noxious gases can destroy them as 
surely as European malevolence did through fire and rapine. 

In the publishing field, there is little provision of risk capital. so crucial 
to the creation of vital material. Certainly some of the most creative work on 
the general cultural scene has resulted from grants by hard-headed but far
sighted publishers, willing to gamble a few dollars on the possibility of out
standing achievement. Yet, though the preservation of Jewish life depends far 
more decisively on books than does American life, comparable willingness to 
invest in the future is rare. 

The valuation we have placed on the fields of scholarship and research 
has been so low and opportunities for careers have been so limited that for all 
practical purposes we have had no organized profession of Jewish scholarship. 
such as has been created in the fields of the rabbinate and social work. 

Ironically, the relatively low level of support for Jewish cultural activi
ties is in contrast with the generosity of American Jews for culture in 
general. Some of the outstanding cultural foundations in the United States 
have been established with Jewish money-and have enormously enriched all 
phases of American creative effort. And there is plenty of evidence for the 
repeated contention that American Jews will warmly support Jewish culture 
anywhere, as long as it is not in the United States. The charge that "culture 
far yenem" characterizes our attitude is perhaps cynical. but not without some 
foundation. Overseas cultural institutions of all kinds have been ~upportcd 
from individual and communal funds with more generosity and understand
ing than are extended to comparable institutions 111 America. Clearly, what 
is lacking is not the generous impulse but a conviction that Jewish cultural 
activity merits major support. It is difficult to avoid the conclusion that the 
cultural agencies-for a variety of reasons. mostly beyond their control-have 
so far not made their case with the American Jewish community. 

9 



From thci-1in1 or view. the present undernourished condition or the 
1icld mi!!!lt appropriately he characterized by a paraphrase of the comment 
made in another connection: Rarely in Jewish history have so many done so 
I ittlc for so few. The ··so many·· refers to the five million Jews in the United 
~tatc~.-anc.J it is incidentally worth noting that the number is a guess or a 
dichc rather than a scientifically fixed figure. The 0 so little" is the total invest
ment of the ort?;anizcd Jewish commuhities in the domestic cultural field-less 
rhan one per cent of its total allocations. The "so few .. is the handful of em
battled and sometimes embittered scholars who man our cultural agencies and 
, ,rtcn feel that they have been aptly described by one of their colleagues: "Ex
perts in any aspect of the (Jewish) cultural heritage tend to serve as museum 
~uanls or mortuary caretakers rather than as recreators and communicators 
nf the living past from which the vital future newly grows.''* 

I )emonstrafe Need For More Research 

The layman or communal leader. on the other hand, is likely to be 
impatient with complaints that the cultural field has been neglected. He is ac
cu,tomcd to respond to overpowering needs dramatically presented, demand
in!! !!r~at sacrifices and promising great human benefits. In contrast the cultural 
field ~ccms to him fragmented. largely made up of small~ struggling agencies 
with exotic names. devoted to esoteric studies having little relation with the 
r~al and tough problems of daily life. "All very nice, no doubt," one can 
irm,!!inc the layman remarking as he somewhat patronizingly surveys the tomes 
of the ~cholar ... but what good is it? What results can we expect from your 
work? .. 

The 4uestion can be answered in a variety of ways, depending on the 
fidd of interest of the enquirer and what he prizes in Jewish life. On the most 
practic~,l level, one ohserver has put the case for Jewish research in terms of 
the swndards of business: u(Most businessmen) would not dare to make a 
decision without knowing the facts accumulated by research bureaus, some
t imcs hy their own research department maintained at a high cost ... (yet) 
they act in communal afTairs with complete insouciance about the available 
facts. The same individuals. who from nine to five work on the basis of in
formed reports. when they arrive at a communal meeting in the evening, pass 
snap judgements and reach vital decis,ons affecting the fate of the American 
Jewish community. of world Jewry, perhaps even of future generations. They 
do not feel it incumbent upon themselves to secure whatever knowledge is 
available: still less to obtain additional knowledge through the sponsorship of 
availahlc research.''•• 

The sad fo,;t is that the Old World Jewish communities that are usually 
th"ught of as being long on Jewish learning and short on knowledge of wordly 

Uornl·c Kallen : Tercentenary Address 
: .:· nr. Salo W. Baron, in an address in 1954 to the Conference of Jewish Social Studies. 
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• affairs knew far more about themselves, sociologically, econo9ally and demo
graphically (to use mode n terms), than we do in practical-minded America. 
We do not even know ti'•· facts about our numbers, to say nothing of our atti
tudes and commitments. We have only begun to utilize the tools of the sod.ti 
sciences to increase our ielf-knowledge and understanding. 

On the local level and faced by a particular situation, the absolute need 
for facts has made possible increasing, if limited, research. When it hccomcs 
necessary to decide on a location for a new building, for example. or to de
termine whether the per ~apita cost of a given institution is out of line. there 
is often little difficulty in winning agreement on • he need for a thorough stu<ly. 

It is now time to recognize that such applied and localized research. in 
the last analysis, rests upon a wider ranging, "pure .. research which illumines 
and guides the local application. 

We are n,ore ready to recognize the need for a study of the salary 
schedules of s~-cial workers than we are to provide the means for ensuring 
that the Jewish compor.ent is adequately provided for in the training of 
young people for social work. We are only beginning to address ourselvc, 
seriously to determinine the extent to which Jewish education or group work 
services or synagogue ,,ffiliation or intergroup relations activities really 
produce the results we hope they do. If Jewish programming in its hroadc~t 
sense is worthwhile at J;J, it would seem to follow that the scholarly study 
and research to guide that program are also worthwhile. It may even he. 
to take another example. that even in the most practical aspect of community 
activity - the raising of funds - an objective study of attitudes tow·.1rd 
Israel could provide practical leads for new approaches to prospects. 

But the case for free research does not rcrt only on the almo~t guar,111-
teed practical outcome:,. Laymen privileged to visit at the Princeton 
Institute for Advanced Studies have with difficulty learned how ludicrou~ 
is the question, "What ~ood is it?" In the natural sciences we h.1vc finally 
come to accept the am~zing truth that the most practical outcomes ~pring 
from the most untrammeled pursuit of the scientific fancy - that the 
atomic bomb and the television set alike would have been impossihle if not 
for the necessary preliminary abstract and "impractical"' thought. Whn Cilfl 

predict the artistic, scholarly, and cultural dividends or the economic and 
sociological insights that will result from an increased investment in frcl' 
Jewish research ? A safer prediction would be the opposite one - tlwt a 
niggardly provision for such activities will certainly impoverish our cul
tural life. 

Examples of "good" resulting from increased stress on Jewish culture 
have been here drawn from the field of scholarship and research. A careful 
reading of the following sections will, we believe,. make it abundantly clear 
that comparable examples could be drawn from the fields of archives and 
publications. If, by sone magic, it were possible to realize tomorrow the 
aspirations outlined in ·his report, what picture emerges? From an an.:hi\'al 
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,tandpoint, a -munity so rooted in its own tradition that it carefully 
preserves its records in the knowledge that today's activities are tomorrow's 
history - and that Jewish communal life of the future depends on an 
orderly transfer of the records of the past and the present. It is a community 
that provides a safe repository and the fullest possible access to past treasures 
entrusted to us. From a publishing viewpoint, it fills the gaps inevitably left 
by commercial publishers, no matter how public-minded they may be, and 
cn~ouragcs the publication of books "as a bridge across which worthwhile 
ideas and experiences of the past can cross into the present, or a bridge 
a..:ross which the present can transmit its experience into the future, or one 
across which any contemporary Jewish community . . . can come into 
intellectual and spiritual touch with us in the United States."• 

Viewed in this context, the original questions posed about Jewish 
culture: "What good is it? What benefits docs it confer?" are not very 
different from raising the same questions about the survival of Jewish life 
itself. 

We have seen an awsome example in our day of the effects of cultural 
stcr ility imposed from without in Soviet Russia. Cultural sterility from within 
may be less dramatic but in the long run just as deadly. We do not believe 
or c,tpect that there will be any such outcome. The Jewish community will 
certainly not lag behind the general community in restoring the intellectual 
and the scholar to their traditional role of honor and respect. 

Je"·ish Community Will Respond To Nttd 

Such a change in attitude is demanded by the stern realities of the 
time. Thanks to the sputnik and all it implies, we are entering a period of 
\'itstly increased competition for brains. The natural sciences and the social 
,dcnccs. the humanities, the arts will all more effectively seek to attract the 
hcst of our young people. There will be no standing still for Jewish culture 
in such a competitive atmosphere; we will either accept the challenge, and 
vigorously increase the attractions for scholars to enter fields of Jewish 
interest or we will lose our young people at an increased rate to other, more 
attrnctivc pursuits. Tht scholar and the researcher on their part are learning 
that the broad community and its needs must be more intimately and 
hroadly involved in their work; their confidence is growing that the Jewish 
community. properly approached, will meet its responsibilities, even if 
( or perhaps particularly if) they are major challenges. 

The old conflicts in American Jewish life arc fading. Yiddishism 
vcr~us Hebraism, Zionism versus anti-Zionism, "socialist" ideas versus 
··capitalist .. ideas - all these divisions in Jewish life that were once so sharp 
itre almost a~ meaningless as the once significant distinctions between Litvak 

"" Rer<nl of Dr. Solomon Grayzel to the Technical Advisory Committee of the National 
Cultural Study. 
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and Galitzianer. Even the traditional Reform - Conserv.e - Orthodox 
division for the most part is beyond bitterness. Perhap.; something has been 
lost in the process. The sharp conflicts grew out of passionate commitments 
to Jewish life, however varying the viewpoints might be. Controversy is 
not necessarily destructive of the creative spirit; blahdness is. 

Nevertheless, the way seems prepared for a unity th&tt is founded 
on more than charity - until recently the only basis on which all sections 
of American Jewry could unite. It is difficult to conceive a more appropri&1tc 
direction for an extension of this unity than to the cultural field. Here is the 
wellspring of Jewish inspiration from which all groups must draw. For who 
is to teach the Jewish teacher - or train the rabbi - or provide the es
sential data on which the Jewish social worker or Jewish "civil servant'' must 
draw - if not the Jewish scholars and researchers and puhlishcrs and 
archivists? 

One observer of the American scene, despairing of any prospect of a 
vigorous Jewish cultural life, has written: "It is as true as it ever was that 
only in an area in which the Jewish group is numerically the m&1jori1y .and 
culturally dominant, and no conscious or unconscious desire to hecomc 
integrated in any other environment is at work, is there any prospcc! of 
genuine Jewish culture. Only in a society which assimilates to itself, in~tca<l 
of assimilating itself to something other than itself, can one entertain hope~ 
of continuity and of a center that may be numbered with the Jewish center~ 
of the past."• 

We do not believe the future need to be so dismal. We hclicvc th;at 
prospects of a dynamic cultural growth in America are vastly hcttcr th&rn 
they were a generation ago, and that the most pressing immcdi~1tc ncl·d i" 
to forge a union between scholar and layman, between agency ,and com
munity, to replace the false dichotomies that have grown up hctwccn them . 
Their joined insights and know-how can provide the basis for an Amcric;m 
Jewish community of doers and thinkers - a community that will take ih 
place with Babylonia and Spain and destroyed Europe as ere at ivc center~ 
of Jewish life in the Diaspora. 

•Abraham S. Halkin, "American Judaism-A Balance Sheet." Judaism, Spring, 1q~.s. 
Pl· 116. 
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SECTION G 

Summary and Recomnu?Ulations 

It is our belief that conditions in both the general and the Jewish com
munity create a cultural potential as promising as it was unexpected only a 
generation ago. 

The intellectual has become prized by American society, as we are driven 
to the realization that our survival as a free people depends squarely on our 
thinkers. scholars and researchers. The dramatic 0 returnH to Jewish life, about 
which there has been so much ~peculation, has clearly led to a renewed interest 
in the meaning of a Jewish commitment and a resultant potential for increasing 
interest in cultural activities. 

Moreover, if it is true that in these days of fast-moving events, only great 
challenges can capture the imagination, the cultural field can properly claim 
that it is concerned with a historic challenge. European Jewish culture as we 
knew it only yesterday, historically speaking, is finished for the foreseeable 
future. We share with Israel the cultural responsibilty for our future as a 
people. Certainly here is a challenge worthy of a community that has demon
strated its genius for organization in the creation of a network of expert insti
tutions to meet welfare and religious needs, and its profound capacity for giving 
hy its support of overseas rescue and rehabilitation work. 

How can such a challenge be met most effectively? Specifically, how can 
a doscr relationship he formed between cultural agencies and communities, a 
ncl:c,~&1ry conditi, •n to a fuller realization of our cultural potential? What 
ohstades must be overcome to ;achieve such a partnership? 

From the community standpoint. there has long been a feeling that the 
cultural field presents no ·•big .. challenge cap~1hle of capturing the national 
imagin~ation. What has seemed. with or without justification, to be smallness 
of' undertaking has led to smallness of response. But if the cultural needs and 
po~sihilitics are dram,atically presented. there is a reasonable prospect of ex
pecting ~, substantial community response. Establishment of more effective 
rel at ion~hips among the agencies through creation of a central instrument 
would be helpful in creating a picture of an entire field. with its unexplored 
frontiers and exciting possibilities. In addition, the agencies themselves would 
he ~trengthened by a growing concern with planning for the field as a whole. 

There will undoubtedl) be reservations by some of the cultural agencies 
concerning any proposal for altering traditional procedures in the field. Under
,wndahly. they feel that their autonomy must not be threatened if they arc to 
retain their constituencies and a maximum freedom to create. Most of them 
feel strongly that their individual needs and problems should continue to be 
presented directly by them to the individual communities. which should con
tmue to ;assume responsibility for dealing with each ilgcncy. 

~() 
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Finally, any new central instrument that may be created should bl· ; 

representative a, possible of the agencies and the interested community 1c~1dc1 
Despite these concerns, there seems clearly to be a readiness by hoth ti 

cultural agencies and the communities to join in establishing some form • 
instrument to provide a central focus or .. face" for the entire licl<l . The high 
constructive attitude of both scholars and laymen throughout the course of th 
study is a convincing indication of this growing readiness to join forces for ti 
creation of a new means for harnessing community energies anti intcn:,h It 
the cultural field. 

Such a step, we believe, would be a historic one. 
We therefore recommend the establishment of a Je"·ish Cultural 1-·o,md: 

tion to sene as a focus of the national cultural effort. 
The Foundation would for the first time provide a ••focc·· or ··addrl''-' 

for the total Jewish cultural enterprise in Americ,1. Local comnn1111 ic,. ind 
vidual scholars, established or potential, and the ~•gencics thcm~clvc" ,,,out 
have a vehicle for exploring their problems. nspirntions. and rch1tion~hiP" · ·11 
Jewries of other countries, the universities, the culturnl socictie" and agl'nci, 
in the general community could relate themsclvc~ to ~rn:h a hu111<.lation 111.-, 

easily and readily than to any one agency. 
The Foundation, largely through relying on the Coum:il of h.·wi,h < ·u11,11 . 

Agencies, to be described below, could help phm for the unml't rtCl'd" in ti 
field and fill the cultural iaps that ure as obvious as is the dkl'l ivt·n~,, of I I 
work that has been accomplished. It could. with proper rc"crvation~ and ,;ii , 

!?Uards that will be suggested. serve .1s .s means of a,~i,tin!! in intl·rprl·ti11J~ • 
welfare funds and the general community the needs of thl· indi\'idual a!,!l·nn, 
and of the field as a whole. In this regard. the Foundation l'.ould m~l'l lhl· m:l 

which the communities have expressed .mtl which indn·d Inf to tht· 1111dc11 :, 
ing of this survey, namely to provide communitic" with thl' !!llidam·l· lhl'y h.,. 
~ought for dealing with the requests or the agcrn:ic~ for inl·rl·a"nl ,upp," l . 

It could, after having ohta1ined the cnn~cnt and l'lll'ot11 ;1~l·1uc.:11t fr, 1 

the respective welfare funds. un<lcrti1kc rc~pon~ihility for tht· "Y''l'IH , 
,cholarships and grants-in-aid so crucial to the future \\dl -hl·ini~ (lf thl' lid 
It could. secure gifts and bequests from intcrc~tcd individu;,I, ;111d lound.11111 1 

that hopefully over the years would provide the mean" ft,r mal.. in!,! I'"''''' 
greatly increased operations of the v11rious a1gcndcs illld thl· lidd ;1" a "Ii( 11 
In addition to these broad functions. many or the ~pccilil· h11ll't inn, of :i n·111, 

in,trument, described repeute<lly in this report in ii '-·onnt'l:tiPn "ith l·ad, • 
the individual fields. could be assumed hy the Foundation . 

Before any attempt to define the structure of the propP,l'd h,undatin11 . 
might be well to discuss in grc.,ter <let.ail how e;1ch of thl·,\.' Plll I inrd h11h: I i11 1 

mi~ht opcrntc. We begin with the crucial ( ·ouncil of Jc\\ i"h ( ·ulllll ;11 :\!!l't1t·i1. 
We recommend the establishment of a f'o1111l'il of .h·" i~h ( ·111111,nl .-\,:t· • 

cie~ related to the Foundation and made 11p of rl'pn1sl•nh1fin·~ of apprnpri.1 
l'Ultural aiendes. 
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Such a Council would be the means for appropriate clearance and co
ordination among the agencies and the locus for the pooling and exchanging of 
ideas. It would suggest projects of a magnitude beyond the capacity of indi
vidual agencies, help establish priorities, and stimulate the constituent fields. 
Research tends to breed research, and the Council of Jewish Cultural Agencies 
would, we believe, act as a catalyst for the field. 

It could either on its own initiative or through making appropriate recom
mendations to the Jewish Cultural Foundation, profoundly affect and stimu
late each of the individual fields described in this report. In the fields of 
scholarship and research, it could stimulate the professionalization of the field; 
study the possibility of establishing a school for research; suggest such all en
compassing projects as population research on a national basis; sponsor 
scholarship conferences and recognize outstanding scholarly achievement. 

In the field of publications, it coul~ hold regular writers' and publishers' 
conferences for stimulation of the field and exchange of problems and view
points; suggest large publishing ventures beyond the means of individual 
agencies. 

In the field of archives, it could establish ground rules for the exchange 
of materials among agencies and for the protection of scholars working in a 
given field; consider the ne~d for establishing a central repository for precious 
memorabilia; suggest guidelines for local communities in their archival en
deavors; investigate problems of recruitment and training of personnel. 

We recommend that the CouMil of Jewish Cultural Agencies include at 
the beginning two representatives, lay and profes~ional, from each of the 
a~encies studied in the supplement to this report, with the understanding that 
the Council itself will in due course establish means by which representatives 
of individual agencies closely allied by field of interest or other considerations 
C&m most effectively cooperate within the structure of the Council. 

Interpretation of Work in the Cultural Field 

Representatives of local communitir.s have frequently stated during the 
course of the study that it is difficult for them to make judgments concerning 
the various agencies or the needs of the field as a whole. This difficulty gave 
rise to this study and persists despite the fact that for many years the individual 
agencies have attempted to picture their activities, problems and needs to local 
communities and to interested individuals. It seems best that this direct rela
tionship of agency to community should continue, and that welfare funds 
should be allocated directly to the agencies by the communities. 

Nevertheless it seems equally clear that some additional technique is 
needed to inform local communities and the Jewish community as a whole 
of developments, challenges and problems affecting the agencies and the entire 

cultural field. 
An overall picture of the total field, now lacking, would for the first time 
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be presented, and the needs and aspirations of individual agencies could h 
analyzed and understood in the perspective of all the on-going cultural efTor 
Equally important, the widespread neglect of the field, resulting in large measu, 
from its fragmented condition, would hopefully be replaced by an acceptan<. 
of increased community responsibility for cultural effort, based on an under 
standing of its key role in Jewish life and experience in America. Such a 
understanding has been substantially achieved in regard to our religious. healtl 
welfare, and educational needs, and explains our large scale support of the~ 
fields. It is time for cultural understanding to catch up. Inevitably. the ind 
vidual agencies would profit from such an enlarged view of the cultural ta, 
in America. 

We dlerefore recommend dtat the Foundation should make annual r• 
ports describlfll deYelopmentl In the leld and the work of the individu 
agencies, for the general guidance of communities and interested individual" : 
they determine their responsibility to the cultural field. The pattern for th 
service has already been established, and its value demonstrated for other ficl , 
by the Large City Budgeting Conference. 

Need for More Adequate Financial Support 

But better interpretation, greater coordination, even changes in the prc,l· 
structure, will not of themselves produce results. Increased financial supp, 
is an absolute essential. 

This report has noted in detail the many lacks and gaps in the cultu, 
tield. Indeed, the agencies themselves would unhesitatingly a~rcc that all fp 
fields here studied have serious weakness. Important library l·ollection" h., 
for years gone uncatalogued and therefore unused; archives have ticcn lo~t 
arc in serious danger of being destroyed by time; import,mt puhlishinJ! proj<.·, 
have not been undertaken; promising young scholars have hccn diverted 
other fields; research of basic importance to the Jewish community remain, 
the blueprint stage. Most of these gaps are a direct result of la~k of fund\ . 

The supplement to this report lists an impressive hack log of import; 
projects which almost every agency is prepared to undertake if additional fu, 
are available. Even more obvious is the severe pressure on the "gcncil'~ even 
maintain their present leve! of activity, in view of the fact that their inco: 
has not kept pace in the post-war years with greatly increased <.'<l'-I~ . 

Accurate comparisons of the support of the cultural tidd and ntlwr fie 

of interest to the Jewish community are difficult to make. A \ignilicant pa, 1 

the cultural effort is contributed by agencies whose primary rc~pon,itiilit~ 
not in the four fields studied in this report; their hudJ!l'ts do nnt kml thl' 
"elves readily to analysis of their specific culturnl functionin!! . 

However, a review of the budget and progrnms of the ni,w ag<.'nl·ic~ "Ii 
work lies almost wholly within the four fields of intcrc"r dnl''- tl·nd to ,11111 
the claim that the field is undernourished. As noted in the report. only tlw t 
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or underpai.,ices of editors, publishers and scholars have enabled some 
of the agencies to remain in existence. The concept that the scholar or artist 
\hould somehow be expected to contribute his services without proper compcn
'iation-a concept not applied to other fields-is no longer tenable. 

Our study has brought to light the unmet needs which exist currently and 
which take added perspective in the expanded vistas of the field as a whole and 
the necessity of attracting scholars and creative personalities, but the amounts 
,,llocated by welfare funds necessarily must be left to further consideration by 
the local communities. 

~upport from Individuals and Foundations 

Support for the field need by no means be limited to allocations from 
local welfare funds, important as that source of support undoubtedly is. 
As indicated in the body of the report, individuals and foundations will un
questionably be a prime source of support if the field is ever to develop sub
stantially. Indeed, without in any way minimizing the importance of allocations 
from welfare funds, particularly to enable the agencies to meet their normal 
hudgetary needs. it seems clear that no expansion of the cultural field on the 
scale contemplated in this study is possible without substantial gifts and be-
4uests from individuals and foundations. 

Here lies one of the prime tasks of the Foundation. It must seek additional 
and enriching funds from private individuals and foundations, particularly for 
the long-term project. the new, and the experimcntaL Such direct approaches 
in communities would be undertaken only after the consent and encourage
ment from the respective weliare funds. Such funds would be looked to by 
individual agencies or by the Council of Jewish Cultural Agencies for help 
in connection with projects beyond their individual means. They would make 
possible the crucial program of scholarships and grants-in-aid. This vital 
function would hopefully provide the means for involving vigorous lay leader
,hip in making possible projects on a scope now completely beyond the means 
of any agency. 

Grants and Awards 

The program of grants and awards just ref erred to constitutes perhaps the 
,ingle most effective means of enriching the cultural field. As indicated in detail 
in the section on scholarship and research, if adequate funds arc provided it 
~an: 

a) attract promising talent to the field; 
b) make it possible for established scholars to remain creative 

Jewishly; 
c) enable agencies to undertake projects beyond their present 

means. 
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We believe the responsibility for making such grant-d awards is an 
appropriate one for the Foundation, relying on the most expert and objective 
guidance available. Undoubtedly, consideration will be given by the Founda
tion in setting up any structure responsible for making sucl, grants and awan.b 
to appropriate representation from the committee or group responsible for 
raising of the funds and from the Council of Jewish Cultural Agencies. Though 
rhe Foundation will make its own rules and regulations governing grants and 
awards, it is suggested that sponsorship by an appropriate agency or institution 
should be a required condition for scholars seeking aid for individual projects. 
Structure of the Jewish Cultural Foundation 

We recommend that the Jewish Cultural Foundation be directed hy a 
Board of Directors consisting of 36 members widely representative of all sec
tions and viewpoints of the Jewish community. 

The representation on the Board of Directors should reflect the view
points of the cultural agencies and of the organized communities since it is 
felt that these two partners arc basic to any constructive progress in the field. 
At the same: time, the majority of the directors should be designated at large by 
the Foundation itself in order to provide full opportunity for the selection of 
outstanding scholars and laymen anywhere on the continent. 

The quality of the leadership of the Foundation will be crucial to its 
effectiveness. The laymen and scholars comprising it should command the 
1?reatest respect, prestige, competence and influence. 

Role of the CouncU of Jewish Feden.tions and Welfare Funds 
We strongly believe that this study presents the CJ FWF with a historic 

and unique opportunity. We have full confidence that the CJFWF, which has 
demonstrated its serious interest in the cultural field by undertaking this study 
and making possible its significant progress to this point, will now take the 
necessary steps to implement the ultimate recommendations that will emerge 
from its study of this report. 

The CJFWF has increasingly gone beyond the technical and operational 
problems of Jewish communities to grapple with the conceptual issues with 
which these communities arc faced. It has the leadership and prestige to under
take the necessary bringing together of communities and agencies to establish 
the Foundation and to enable it to stand on its own feet, independent of the 
CJFWF. 

We recOlnlr.e as an Immediate outgrowth of these recommendations that 
there Is a need to find appropriate means to provide administntive costs dur
ina the Initial period of perhaps three years, to obtain its basic staff, and 
undertake Its fundamental responsibilities. And it cannot be too strongly 
emphasiud that adequate staff of high quality will be the best insurance of 
the success of the Foundation. 
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Perhaps some modification in particular formula.lions here suggested will 
be desirable. But we are convinced that if we are to seize the historical oppor
tunity and rise to the historic challenge that is before us culturally, communi
ties and agencies together will have to create some type of central cultural 
instrument that can serve them both, and the Jewish people as a whole. 

We believe that adequate safeguards have been provided to preserve the 
autonomy and promote the creativity of the individual agencies and to assure 
them a continuing and vital role in the operation of the proposed Foundation. 
We earnestly believe that creating the proposed Foundation will make JX>ssible 
far more effective operation of the individual agencies, a number of which 
have been impoverished for so long, and at the time enable the communities 
and interested individuals to participate as effectively in this field as they now 
do in so many other fields of Jewish communal effort. 

We conclude by noting our recognition of a number of significant ques
tions it was not possible to examine in this report. Our study has been field
centered rather than agency-centered. The supplement to this report contains 
information about individual cultural agencies that may prove useful to com
munities interested in the work of one or another of the agencies. Nevertheless, 
our evaluation and recommendations are directed primarily to the field as a 
whole rather than to any of the individual agencies. Specific references to their 
work have been for illustrative purposes; we have not attempted to pass judg
ment on any of them individually. 

We also note that there arc important related areas of interest not directly 
treated: the vital field of aduh education, for instance • . which must serve as the 
instrument or middleman to bring much of the cultural product to the ultimate 
consumer. Similarly, belles lettres and channels of information on Jewish affairs 
have been only peripherally treated. It is our hope and expectation that the 
Foundation will take these unstudied fields as an early charge upon its time 
and interest. 

We submit this report in its present form in full confidence that it will 
mark the beginning and not the end of communal interest in both the problems 
we studied and those we were not able to survey in the limited time and means 
at our disposal. Cultural problems must of course be a matter of ceaseless · 
concern in any dynamic community. We believe that implementation of the 
recommendations herein submitted will provide a firm basis for such a con
tinuing examination and c"ncern, long overdue in the American Jewish com
munity. 

The survey report and recommendations were approved by the Board of 
Directors of the Council of Jewish Federations and Welfare Funds on Septem
ber 20, 1959. 
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The NA l'IONAL 1-'0UNDATION · 1-·oR JF:Wl~I CUIJ l'UR•: was incorporated in the State of New York on April 22, 1960 to implement the r~ommendations of the foregoing report. The purposes of this 1:nundation arc: 

.. To provide as~i"itancc, guidance ,ind· support to agcndes, organization"i, instituti(>rl"i and ill·t ivitics in the field of Jewi_~h culture; lo init iatc, support and finance projcd~ in the field of Jewish culture; lo .advise and inform Jcwi~h communities, welforc funds, federations, ,and individuals in matters pcrtainin!! to Jewish culture; to organize and maintain a general clearing-house of informal ion with respect to matters pertaining lo Jewish culture.·· 

The offices of the National Foundation for Jewish Culture, Inc., arc localed at 729 Seventh Avenue. New York 19, New York. 
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After five years, the Foundation must be assessed for the purpose 
of determining its future course. It has interpreted, it has innovated, and 
it has enriched. It has not, however, approximated the realization of its 
full potential nor has it found anchorage within the Jewish community. Its 
newness on the scene and its limited resources offered it one clear choice, 
between restriction to a particular and limited program, or multiple demon
strations across a broad spectrum of program possibilities. It chose the 
latter, that is, to show what could be done, and how, in a variety of program 
areas. The theory was that the attraction of financial support and the inter-
est of people could thus distribute themselves across the range of alternatives. 

The Foundation, with one of the country's ablest experts on micro
films, meticulously organized a program for microfilming the YIVO archives. 
Neither the Foundation nor Y'NO have had the resources to act on this expert 
advice but whenever such action may be undertaken in the future, it will now 
be done with the assurance of the highest technical competence. The Foun
dation was instrumental in obtaining a grant for salvaging the precious Geni
zah fragments in the library of The Dropsie College, employing the most 
modern techniques of deacidif ication, pressing and laminating. It not only 
made these materials available once again for study, here and in other coun
tries, but it demonstrated the use of expertise in this field. It set a model 
for Judaic lectures at major universities within the framework of the B. G. 
Rudolph Trust at Syracuse University and the published lectures of the past 
three years have been \AJidely distributed to Jewish communal leadership 
throughout the country. The Foundation suggested the need for massive pro
grams in the years to come for translation of Jewish scholarly and literary 
treasures and it demonstrated instances in Hebrew and Yiddish. The Foun
dation argued that competence on the American campus could be exploited 
for the study of Jewish life, and its demonstrations include sociological 
and psychological studies, as well as literary work. These and others are 
demonstrated possibilities, each of which could be multiplied to the edifi
cation of American Jev,s. V-!orking arrangements have been organized with 
major publishing houses to issue works of importance in the Jewish field as 
v1ell as to distribute them. The stage is set for many and for great under
takings. 

The actors on this set are not yet adequate in numbers nor in under
standing of the drama. In the perspective of generations, which is the only 
suitable one for programs defined as "cultural," five years is no time at all. 
Any limitation in resources of money and people would not bear comment in 
ordinary circumstances. It demands consideration against the background 
of this generation's losses during the Nazi era, the certain impact of major 
technological changes upon value systems, and the degradation of the con
cept of Jewish culture when viev-,ed alongside the major preoccupations of 
organized Jevny ,vhich deny it. The moment is therefore strategic, the situ
ation must be manipulated, the circumstances are e>-.1:raordinary and demanding. 

The National Foundation for Jewish Culture issued out of the Jewish 
federations and welfare funds wr.ich have been its strength and its weakness. 
l'Io structural nor financial base was proviced for at the start, leaving the 
Foundation not merely the quintessential task of Jewish cultural problems 
to cope \AJith, but making it constantly preoccupied with its survival. The 
Foundation, in its size and the nature of its personnel, was begun with the 
premise that the Foundation v1ould be a cultural agency but its major activity 
has lain in the gathering of funds which was not its competence on both lay 
and staff levels. The federations and welfare funds quickly converted the 



.. 

• - 11 -

Foundation from an ally to a beneficiary, forcing upon the Foundation the 
role of applicant and supplicant to its creators. Furthermore, to be a 
beneficiary of Jewish federations and welfare funds has entailed the closing 
of those communities' doors to any further efforts by the Foundation, frequently 
to interpretation of the field of Jewish culture, and certainly to solicitation 
for support. After five years of no progress in this matter, reexamination is 
urgently required. The Foundation has maintained a steadfast discipline 
within the un,vorkable understanding with Jewish federations and welfare funds 
but virtue has not brought its ovm reward. 

There is the special situation of New York City. The Federation of 
Je,-vish Philanthropies, in 1960, refused to act on a request for support and 
that situation has remained unchanged throughout the five-year period. This 
would indicate that the Foundation was free to solicit its own funds in New 
York City but, as previously indicated, the lay and professional personnel 
of the Foundation found this beyond its competence. The lack of funds from 
New York City has not only been a loss to the Foundation but has become a 
threat to the Foundation from supporting communities v,ho insist on Nevi York 
involvement to assure their ov,n continuance. In other words, the situation 
is confused with respect to Jewish communal support and needs correction. 
Five years of concentration on v,hat lies outside the Foundation's competence 
have diminished the attainments in the area of its expertise, nor has the 
situation been conducive to the enrichment of national Jewish cultural agen
cies and to the implementation of tr.e Foundation's own plans. 

As indicated earlier, the charge to the Foundation i~ spelled out in 
the Survey Report. The message of the Foundation has been v,idely diffused 
with vigor and poignancy. The many who have heard clearly responded 
favorably to these presentations but the implications of such responses have 
not yet filtered up to the top \?here action must be taken. The Foundation, 
therefore, requires such leadership as can take upon itself the full responsi
bility of the cost of both dimensions: its program and administrative opera
tions. It n1ust, obviously, equip itself \Vith such staff as can also serve on 
both levels. As for its message, that can remain the same as from the be
ginning, for nothing has indicated that it is erroneous or misconceived. 
"vVhat is needed is the daring and freshness of hypotheses that do not take 
for granted as true ,·,hat has merely become habitual. 11 * 

Judah J. Shapiro 

* Jerome S. Bruner, Toward a Theory of Instruction 
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"As long as we possess a living culture we are unconscious of 
it, and it is only when we are in danger of losing it or when it is already 
dead that we realize its existence and study it scientifically."* In 195 8, 
a committee was named by the Council of Jewish Federations and Welfare 
Funds to engage in a scientific study of the state of Jewish culture in 
America, with special reference to the national Jewish cultural agencies. 
This committee of distinguished lay leaders was assisted by a Technical 
Advisory Committee of scholars, teachers, and writers whose findings are 
incorporated in the Survey Report on "National Jewish Cultural Services in 
America", which was published by the CJFWF and presented to the dele
gates at the General Assembly in San Francisco in November, 1959. 

"We are only now passing out of what might be called, culturally 
speaking, the • frontier' period of Jewish life in America. An immigrant 
people, abruptly arrived in the raw bedlam of the great cities of America, 
had no more time or energy for culture than the pioneers who pushed out 
into the natural wilderness. 11 So comments the Survey report, adding: "We 
have now reached the stage in Jewish life when our religious and communal 
organizations and our health and welfare institutions have been so developed 
that the An1erican Jewish community is in a position to extend its · interests 
in a compa!"ably serious manner to the cultural field -- if it so desires. 11 

In reviewing the budgets and programs of the nine major cultural agencies, 
the report concludes that "the field is undernourished", citing the support 
of all these agencies by all Jewish federations and welfare funds in Amer
ica at $114,000 in 1958, approximately 12% of an inadequate gross expen
diture by all the agencies of about $950,000. 

Going beyond the national cultural agencies, their programs, re
quirements and aspirations, it was also established by the study that there 
were additional areas in the field of Jewish culture that required attention, 
where no systematic programs were being carried out by any agency. No 
adequate program existed to encourage and support students engaged in 
Judaic studies, despite the fact that II key posts vacated in certain cultural 
agencies become increasingly difficult to fill." The prospect of increased 
instructional programs in the Jewish field at American colleges and univer
sities demanded the qualification of teachers to fill posts by prevailing 
academic standards. The need for qualified scholars and researchers to 
throw light on the condition of the American Jewish community was stressed: 
"Vfe do not even know the facts about our numbers, to say nothing of our 
attitude and commitments . " 

The above and more are carefully analyzed and described in the 
Survey Report which is in print and available to the interested reader. The 
recommendations for correction of the situation, regarded as inadequate, 
included several specific proposals. The primary innovation suggested 
was the establishment of a National Foundation for Jewish Culture. With 
the Foundation as a focal point, a variety of ancillary suggestions were 
made for attempting to correct the situation as a whole with the double 
purpose of strengthening the existing agencies and initiating such addi
tional programs and services as were then absent in the field. At a major 
session of that General Assembly in 1959, the Survey Report was publicly 

* Christopher Dawson, Enquiries · Into Religion and Culture 
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interpreted and its suggestions amplified which led to a unanimous deci
sion of the delegates from the organized communities of the United States 
of America and from Canada directing the establishment of a Foundation. 

Any review of the origin and the earliest history of the Foundation 
must establish that its resources at the start were no more than hope and 
conviction. The former was related to the expectation that the Jewish com
munity would respond to the needs; the conviction was based upon the 
certainty that the maturity of American Jewry would direct it to the new 
responsibilities, especially in the light of its new independence as a re
sult of the loss of its earlier source of cultural replenishment: European 
Jewry, now decimated where not annihilated. But to res pond, the American 
Jewish community had to know about the new Foundation and about the 
situation with which it was charged to cope. The record, including the file 
of press clippings from 1960 to 1965, tell the story of the Foundation's 
story being told. It was comprehensive and intensive across the vastness 
of the United States and Canada. No community was too small, no gather
ing too insignificant, no opportunity turned down to describe the state of 
Jewish culture, to interpret the agencies working in the field, and to ex
plain the plans of the National Foundation for Jewish Culture. Whatever 
the specifics, the truly important achievement of the Foundation in its first 
five years has been its introduction of II Jewish culture" into the parlance of 
North American Jewry and the dilemmas of this field into the councils of 
communities and institutions. 

There were three other ways of establishing the existence of the 
Foundation. The national cultural agencies were brought together within 
a Council and within a pattern of mutuality asked to advise the Foundation 
on the most urgent requirements of these agencies, to consider ways of 
discharging their respective programs cooperatively, and to guide in the 
initiation of new programs to be undertaken by the Foundation. The first 
recommendations made to the Board of Directors of the Foundation for a 
direct program issued from the Council of Jewish Cultural Agencies on the 
basis of the work of its three committees on Scholarships and Fellowships, 
Publications , and Archives . Some of the programs were to be carried out 
through the agencies, while others were assumed to be the province of the 
Foundation itself. The Jewish community had acquired a viable instrument, 
linking the major agencies in the field. 

The "world 0 of the scholars and students now had to be informed 
of the existence of the Foundation with the prospect of ascertaining the 
potential in that milieu for the professional personnel that would be re
quired and for the studies and writing that was felt to be necessary for 
the enrichment of Jewish cultural life. In January, 1961, the first announce
ment of the Foundation's offer of Fellowships and Grants-in-Aid was mailed 
to colleges and universities throughout the U . S .A. and Canada. It was 
interesting that apart from the specific applications that came in response, 
there were received unsolicited commendations from faculty members in 
various parts of the country which reflected pride in the undertaking and 
the dignity with which it was presented. Some faculty members pointed 
out that such a program might contain interested and qualified students 
within a framework of Jewish studies because in the past many such stu
dents had to choose other fields where financial assistance would be forth
coming. Those early announcements began a regular flow of applications 
from every section of the country which has continued throughout the five
year period that follo11ved. Because of the reorganization of the Foundation 
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in the academic year 1965-66, no announcements of the Foundation grants 
were made but the flow of applications remained uninterrupted, the pattern 
having been well established and the academic community taking for granted 
the National Foundation for Jewish Culture and its sustained interest in 
students and scholars . 

Finally, there was the close relationship with the Jewish ll'edera
tions and welfare funds. It was necessary to obtain from these bodies the 
funds with which to operate the Foundation, as well as to interpret to them 
the requirements of the national Jewish cultural agencies. The relation-
ships were varied but each community received the attention it requested, 
though rarely did the agencies or the Foundation fare as well. Throughout 
the first five years, funds were received for the minimal operating budget 
of the Foundation and some increases in annual allocations to the agencies 
were forthcoming from federations and welfare funds, but the resources avail
able to the Foundation and the agencies never approximated the requirements. 

The Foundation consistently attempted to discharge the original 
mandate given it at its formation: to enrich the work of the national Jewish 
cultural agencies, to initiate such programs as seemed necessary, and to 
interpret the field of Jewish culture on the broadest basis. Some of the 
specific programs it carried through are cited in this summary report. 

GUIDANCE TO INDMDUALS, INSTITUTIONS AND COMMUNITIES 

There have been instances when individuals or communities have 
wished to implement a Jewish cultural program and have sought guidance 
and advice from the Foundation. This is a service readily and constantly 
available. The Foundation does not itself seek to carry out special pro
grams, but assists others to do so. 

Mr. B. G. Rudolph asked the Foundation to arrange for a regular 
series of lectures for the Syracuse University community -- faculty and 
students -- which he was prepared to finance. Discussions were held 
with the Head of the Department of Religion and the Vice Chancellor, re
sulting in the annual B. G. Rudolph Lecture at Syracuse University, which 
is financed from the income of a trust of $50,000 set up by Mr. Rudolph. 
The Foundation advises on subjects and lecturers from year to year. This 
series was inaugurated in 1963, with the first lecture given by Dr. Moshe 
Davis of the Institute of Contemporary Jewish Affairs of the Hebrew Univer
sity in Jerusalem. This was followed in 1964 by Dr. Lou Silberman, Profes
sor of Jewish Literature and Thought, at Vanderbilt University, and in 1965, 
by Dr. Robert Gordis, Professor of Bible at the Jewish Theological Seminary. 
In each instance the lecturer was available for faculty and student seminars 
over a period of three to five days. In 1966, the lecturer will be Professor 
Leo VI. Schwarz, who will speak on American Jewish Literature. 

The Foundation, at the request of Mrs . Frank Cohen, arranged 
viith the President of the City College of the City University of New York, 
for an annual series of lectures to be known as the Frank Cohen Memorial 
Lectures. These lectures will be financed by Mrs. Cohen through the Esco 
Fund, Inc., with the sum of $50,000. Each lecture will bring to the City 
College campus a distinguished scholar who will present two or three 
lectures on a subject of special significance in the Jewish field. The Presi
dent of the College, Dr. Buell Gallagher, has arranged a faculty committee 
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to be responsible for the Frank Cohen Memorial Lectures on which a repre
sentative of the Foundation sits . The first lectures are to be given in the 
Fall of 1966. 

The Foundation developed a similar lecture program at the Univer
sity of Richmond, to be financed by an annual grant for this purpose from 
the Jewish Community Council of Richmond. The Foundation reviewed the 
special circumstances at that University with its president and a faculty 
committee in developing this program. The first lecturer will be Dr. Israel 
Knox, Associate Professor of Philosophy at New York University who will 
visit the campus in April, 1966 for a three-day stay, to deliver a lecture 
as well as to engage in faculty and student seminars. 

The Foundation has also become involved in recommending lec
turers to communities, institutions and organizations from various fields of 
specialization in accordance with particular programs being sought in each 
instance. The Foundation is not a speaker's bureau, but there has been an 
increased quest for specialized kno\vledge available from the academic 
world, with "vhich the Foundation maintains a close relations hip. In addi
tion, the names of students and scholars who have turned to the Foundation 
for assistance and guidance, and of those who have received grants, have 
been made available to major national organizations for use in adult educa
tion programs , carrying out specialized studies . In this way, the person
nel resources of the Jewish community have been considerably enriched. 
The names of scholars and writers have also been proposed to publishers 
and editors who have used many of the individuals within the program for 
contribution to important publications in the form of books and periodicals. 

Specialized advice is being given frequently to universities, to 
individuals, and to Jewish communities in an attempt to develop formal 
programs for the teaching of Judaica at colleges and universities. It is not 
possible to make recommendation in any fixed pattern because of the variety 
of schools and their auspices. It is, therefore, necessary to deal with each 
situation for itself, and the Foundation has regularly related to each new 
development in the particular circumstances \vhere the problem arises . . The 
Foundation is presently eager to sponsor a major study which will bring to
gether complete and authentic information on the teaching of Judaic subjects 
in colleges and universities throughout the country. It is hoped that such a 
study can be carried out before the end of 196 7. 

The Nathan Chanin Cultural Foundation was established by the 
Workmen's Circle to engage in various projects that would encourage Jew
ish cultural activities with special emphasis in the fields of Jewish litera
ture and the Jewish labor movement. The National Foundation for Jewish 
Culture was formally invited to serve as its consultant on the academic 
level. The first program that was arranged was a lecture by Mr. Gus Tyler, 
Assistant to the President of the ILGWU, at New York University in the fall 
of 1965, on the subject "The Living Legacy of the Jewish Labor Movement~ 11 

A similar lecture has been arranged for Mr. Tyler at the School of Industrial 
Labor Relations at Cornell University in the spring of 196 6 . Arrangements 
are presently being pursued for lectures sponsored by the Chanin Founda
tion at UCLA and at McGill University in Montreal. 

Another program, successfully developed during the current year, 
and paid for by the Chanin Foundation, is a course for teachers of the New 
York City public school system on "One Hundred Years of Jewish Literature." 

\ 
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Special programs have also been developed to encourage the translation 
of Yiddish works into the English language, and to encourage work in the 
field of Jewish drama. 

As previously indicated, the Foundation has not sought to engage 
in lecture bookings or in personnel placement, but, on request, it has sug
gested names to institutions and communities for prospective professional 
employees in the educational and cultural fields. National Jewish cultural 
agencies, Jev1ish educational institutions, and universities have received 
such recommendations from the Foundation and have engaged people on the 
bas is of such referrals . 

l\JATIONAL JEWISH CULTURAL AGENCIES 

It was the declared intention of the Foundation to bring an in
creased measure of support to the national Jewish cultural agencies. Through 
increased interpretation of the needs of these agencies, some success has 
been attained. Particular communities have increased their allocations to 
cultural agencies as a result of greater understanding of the requirements. 
The Foundation also sought to assist these agencies in the implementation 
of particular projects for which their resources were inadequate. 

During the past five years , the Foundation has consistently as
sisted the national Jewish cultural agencies to realize their plans, some ex
amples of which follow: 

The American Academy of Jewish Research was assisted to publish 
the volume Franco-Judaica by Z. Szajkows ky. This is an analytical bibliog
raphy of books, pamphlets, decrees, briefs, and other printed documents 
pertaining to the Jews in France from 1500 to 17 88. There is more material 
available on this subject in the era following the French Revolution, and 
Mr. Szajkowsky's work has brought together such known but significant 
material in the prior era. The volume is regarded as a basic research docu
ment on French Jewry, and designed especially for universities and scholars. 

The Dropsie College \Vas enabled to process its collection of over 
1,000 Genizah frn;;ments by their deacidification, pressing and lamination 
so that they will be preserved and can be used by scholars in this country 
and abroad. 

The Yivo Institute of Jewish Research was assisted to microfilm 
important collections of its archives for their protection as well as for mak
ing them available to leading scholarly institutions throughout the world. 
A grant from the Foundation also made possible the showing of the distin
guished exhibit on the Warsaw Ghetto in various parts of the country. An 
interesting experiment was initiated by the Foundation with the Yivo Insti
tute for two courses for teachers in the New York City Public School System. 
The first dealt t.vith "Antecedents of American Jewish Life" and the second, 
"One Hundred Years of Jewish Literature." 

The Congress for Jewish Culture was aided in preparing and pub
lishing a volume on research in the field of Yiddish literature which in
cluded material on Jewish folklore, the Yiddish press, and Jewish literature 
in various countries including Canada, France, Brazil, Mexico, Australia, 
Uruguay, and Chile. The volume was edited by Dr. Shlomo Bickel. 
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The Yiddish Dictionary Committee received grants from the Foun
dation toward the publication of the first volume of this monumental work 
as well as to engage a Research Director to hasten the process of complet
ing the manuscript of the remaining volumes. There is an unusual urgency 
with respect to this project because of the limited number of individuals 
who are competent to engage in the work of preparing a major Yiddish dic
tionary, and so many of these are in the upper age bracket. There is, 
therefore, the constant fear that there may not be enough competent staff 
for the duration of the project until its completion. The only hope of over
coming this danger is to have some individuals make the Yiddish Dictionary 
project their full time occupation instead of a part-time involvement on top 
of other jobs. 

The Jev1ish Publication Society of America was assisted by the 
Foundation with a grant to make possible the preparation of a volume, An 
Introduction to the Bible. 

These several agencies and projects encompassed the fields of 
interest originally established by the Foundation for itself, including re
search, publication of scholarly v1orks, and preservation of archival mater
ials. lv1any additional and worthwhile projects have been presented to the 
Foundation by these agencies but have not yet been implemented because 
of lack of resources. 

Apart from assistance through direct grants such as those enumer
ated above, the Foundation has served the national Jewish cultural agencies 
in various professional vJays. It has provided outstanding consultants from 
various fields to advise and guide in the execution of programs; it has rec
ommended p_ers onnel for specialized tasks to be carried out withiri the frame
work of the agen•cies' programs . 

The national Jevvis h cultural agencies are still in need of major 
support from Jewish communities, foundations, and individuals . The Na
tional Foundation for Jewish Culture is unable to deal with the magnitude of 
all the requirements of these agencies . It has , however, made possible 
the realization of significant programs , guided and advised, and related 
these agencies to individuals and institutions which have enhanced the 
quality of their work. 

FACULTY GRANTS AND STUDENT FELLOV/SHIPS 

Fellowships and scholarships have too often had the connotation 
of assisting individuals to complete a program of education which would 
qualify them for employment in their chosen fields . This is an important 
service, but there is another type of program which involves utilizing the 
abilities of competent people who are employed but require financial as
sistance to be free from their immediate responsibilities in order to engage 
in special projects pertaining to Jewish life. 

The Foundation has included a special category of grants to scholars 
and writers to enable them to take leaves for the purpose of engaging in 
special projects. 

The first such grant was made to Dr. Isaac Rabinowitz, Professor 
of Biblical and Hebre\v Studies at Cornell University, as a supplement to a 
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Guggenheim Fellowship which made possible a leave of absence during 
which time Professor Rabinowitz engaged in the translation of Judah Mes
ser Leon's Sepher Nopheth Suphim. Professor Milton Konvitz, commenting 
on this grant, said "This is the kind of a grant that your Foundation ought 
to make, and it is one from which the Jewish community in the United States 
will benefit in the years to come . 11 

A grant was made to Dr. Erich Rosenthal, Professor of Sociology at 
Queens College, New York, to enable him to take a sabbatical leave during 
which time he engaged in a study of Jewish intermarriage in the United States. 
The results of his study were published in the American Jewish Yearbook of 
1963, and had a profound impact on the American Jewish community. The 
study was not polemical but the facts presented raised many questions "vvhich 
were discussed and debated on every level of Jewish community life in this 
country. The study also motivated similar research in various other coun
tries of the v-,orld. 

Dr. Irving Malin, Professor of English at the College of the City 
of New York, v.1as assisted in taking a semester's leave of absence in order 
to complete a manuscript of literary criticism on American Jewish writers. 
His work was published as a book entitled Jews and Americans, by the Uni
versity of Southern Illinois Press . It was revie,ved by Stanley Kaufman on 
the front page of the Sunday Times Book Review, by Granville Hicks in the 
Saturday Review of Literature, and in various other leading journals and 
ne\vspapers. It was a pioneering venture, and the reaction to it suggests 
that there will be more writing in the field of American Jewish literature in 
the time to come . 

Rabbi Zecharia Dershowitz, Assistant Professor of Education at 
Long Island University, received a grant to engage in a study of differences 
in personality and behavior of different subcultural groups, based on studies 
of Jewish and Protestant school boys. The study is in the process of com
pletion, and early reports indicate significant differences within the Jev11ish 
group and shed considerable iight on special problems pertaining to Jewish 
and general education for such students . 

Dr. Sidney Goldstein, Head of the Department of Sociology and 
Anthropology at Brown University has received a grant to expand a study of 
the Jewish community of Providence, Rhode Island, in order to ascertain 
generational differences within that community. It is noted that the younger 
generation has far greater mobility affecting occupation and place of res i
dence, and its Jewish patterns , ~Nhile less traditional, are in many instances 
more intense. Dr. Goldstein is working together with Dr. Calvin Goldscheider 
of the UCLA, and the results of the study will be available in the summer of 
1966. It is generally assumed that the validity of the material viill permit 
generalization for the Jewish population of the entire country with obvious 
compensations for various regional differences . 

Dr. Joseph C. Landis, l\ssociate Professor of English at Queens 
College, New York, received a grant to enable him to prepare a manuscript 
on a study of contemporary Jewish novelists. Dr. Landis is examining the 
literature in an attempt to develop a new definition of the term "Jewish 
writer" by emphasizing the back.ground and outlook of the writer as distin
guished from the subject matter. 

Dr. Irving Greenberg, Assistant Professor of History at Yeshiva 
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University, has been awarded a grant to prepare the manuscript of a book 
on "The Mussar Movement in the Nineteenth Century." Very little material 
on this subject exists in the English language. Dr. Greenberg is also pre
paring an anthology of anecdotes from within the movement which are com
parable to the many now known tales of Hassidism. 

Dr. 1\1enachem Brayer, Associate Profess or of Biblical Literature, 
and Consultant Psychologist at Yeshiva University, has received a grant to 
engage in a careful study of "The Psychological Problems of the American 
Jewish College Student" with emphasis on religious, social and cultural 
attitudes . The study is in process and is expected to be completed by the 
end of 1966. 

The Foundation has also maintained a program for students com
pleting degrees in the Judaic field. The emphasis has been on individuals 
completing doctoral programs at American universities, enabling the students 
in most instances to have the necessary time to complete the work on the 
required doctoral dissertation. These have invariably been on Jewish sub
ject matter though in some instances the person was specializing in a 
general field. For example, Dr. Bernard Johnpoll v11as assisted to complete 
his work on "The Bund11 (Jewish Labor Ivlovement) but is in the field of politi
cal science and has just been appointed a full professor at the University of 
the State of Nevv York in Albany. Professor B. Z. Sobel, \Vhile writing on 
the "Hebre\~1-Christian Movement in America II received his doctor's degree 
in the field of sociology and has been appointed professor in this field at 
Brandeis University, where he relates to Jewish Sociology in the Institute 
of Contemporary Jewish Affairs at that school. 

102 fellowships were awarded, involving an expenditure of approxi
mately $200,000. This program has furthered the plan to prepare eligible 
scholars for teaching at American colleges and universities . Of such Fel
lovvs, several have already been appointed to university positions and to 
other posts in the field of Jewish communal service. They have also figured 
with increasing promise as lecturers and as writers. 
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BOOKS PUBLISHED VvITH FOUNDATION ASSISTANCE 

Author 

Bickel I s·. (Ed.) 

Epstein, Melech 

Jofen, Jean 

Katz, Elie zer 

Malin, Irving 

Neusner, Jacob 

Rosenthal, Erich 

Rothman, Jack 

Sack, B. G. 

Szajkov1s ki, Z. 

Weinreich, Uriel 

Title 

Studies in Yiddish Literature and 
The Yiddish Press 

Profiles of Eleven 

A Linguistic Atlas of East 
European Yiddish 

A Classified Concordance of the 
Torah 

Jews and Americans 

:History and Torah 

Studies of Jewish Intermarriage 
in the United States 

Minority Group Identification and 
Intergroup Relations 

History of the Jews in Canada 

Franco-Judaica: 1500-1788 

College Yiddish 

Forthcoming 

Gordis , Robert An Introduction to the Bible 

Grade, Chaim The V.f ell - Translated from the 
Yiddish by Ruth Vlisse 

Mahler, Raphael History of the Jews in Modern 
Times 

Muffs, Yochanan Studies in the Aramaic Legal 
Papvri from Elephantine 

(Congress for Jewish 
Culture, 1965) 

(Wayne State University, 
1966) 

(Univ. Microfilm, Ann 
Arbor, :tvlichigan, 1964) 

(Jerusalem, 1964) 

(Southern Illinois Uni
versity Press, 1965) 

~ allentine-1'Aitchell 
and Co., Ltd., 1965) 

(American Jewish Year 
Book, 1963) 

(Research Institute for 
Group Work in Jewish 
Agencies in coop. with 
American Jewish Com
mittee, 1965) 

(Harvest House, 1964) 

(American Academy for 
Jewish Research, 1962) 

(Yivo Institute of Jewish 
Research, 1962) 

(Jewish Publication 
Society) 

(Jewish Publication 
Society) 

(The MacMillan Co.) 

(Leiden, Holland) 
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After five years, the Foundation must be assessed for the purpose 
of determining its future course. It has interpreted, it has innovated, and 
it has enriched. It has not, however, approximated the realization of its 
full potential nor has it found anchorage within the Jewish community. Its 
newness on the scene and its limited resources offered it one clear choice, 
between restriction to a particular and limited program, or multiple demon
strations across a broad spectrum of program possibilities. It chose the 
latter, that is, to show what could be done, and how, in a variety of program 
areas . The theory was that the attraction of financial support and the inter-
est of people could thus distribute themselves across the range of alternatives. 

The Foundation, with one of the country• s ablest experts on micro
films, meticulously organized a program for microfilming the YIVO archives . 
Neither the Foundation nor YIVO have had the resources to act on this expert 
advice but whenever such action may be undertaken in the future, it will now 
be done with the assurance of the highest technical competence. The Foun
dation was instrumental in obtaining a grant for salvaging the precious Geni
zah fragments in the library of The Drops ie College, employing the most 
modern techniques of deacidif ication, pressing and laminating. It not only 
made these materials available once again for study, here and in other coun
tries, but it demonstrated the use of expertise in this field. It set a model 
for Judaic lectures at major universities within the framework of the B. G. 
Rudolph Trust at Syracuse University and the published lectures of the past 
three years have been widely distributed to Jewish communal leadership 
throughout the country. The Foundation suggested the need for massive pro
grams in the years to come for translation of Jewish scholarly and literary 
treasures and it demonstrated instances in Hebrew and Yiddish. The Foun
dation argued that competence on the American campus could be exploited 
for the study of Jewish life, and its demonstrations include sociological 
and psychological studies, as well as literary work. These and others are 
demonstrated possibilities, each of which could be multiplied to the edifi
cation of American Jev,s. V1lorking arrangements have been organized with 
major publishing houses to issue works of importance in the Jewish field as 
well as to distribute them. The stage is set for many and for great under
takings. 

The actors on this set are not yet adequate in numbers nor in under
standing of the drama. In the perspective of generations, which is the only 
suitable one for programs defined as "cultural," five years is no time at all. 
Any limitation in resources of money and people would not bear comment in 
ordinary circumstances. It demands consideration against the background 
of this generation's losses during the Nazi era, the certain impact of major 
technological changes upon value systems, and the degradation of the con
cept of Jewish culture when viewed alongside the major preoccupations of 
organized Jevny which deny it. The moment is therefore strategic, the situ
ation must be manipulated, the circumstances are eArtraordinary and demanding. 

The National Foundation for Jewish Culture issued out of the Jewish 
federations and welfare funds which have been its strength and its weakness. 
No structural nor financial base was provided for at the start, leaving the 
Foundation not merely the quintessential task of Jewish cultural problems 
to cope \Vith, but making it constantly preoccupied with its survival. The 
Foundation, in its size and the nature of its personnel, was begun with the 
premise that the Foundation would be a cultural agency but its major activity 
has lain in the gathering of funds which was not its competence on both lay 
and staff levels . The federations and welfare funds quickly converted the 
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Foundation from an ally to a beneficiar:/, forcing upon the Foundation the 
role of applicant and supplicant to its creators. Furthermore, to be a 
beneficiary of Jewish federations and welfare funds has entailed the closing 
of those communities' doors to any further efforts by the Foundation, frequently 
to interpretation of the field of Jewish culture, and certainly to solicitation 
for support. After five years of no progress in this matter, reexamination is 
urgently required. T 1e Foundation has maintained a steadfast discipline 
w'thin the un\.vorkab e understanding with Jevvish federations and welfare funds 
but virtue has not brought its ov,n revJard. 

There is the special situation of New York City. The Federation of 
Jewish Philanthropies, in 1960, refused to act on a request for support and 
that situation has remained unchanged throughout the five -year period. This 
would indicate that the Foundation was free to s elicit its own funds in New 
York City but, as previously indicated, the lay and professional personnel 
of the Foundation found this beyond its competence. The lack of funds from 
New York City has not only been a loss to the Foundation but has become a 
threat to the Foundation from supporting communities vvho insist on Nev.r York 
involvement to assure their own conti uance . In other words, the situation 
is confused with respect to Jewish co mu~1al support and needs correction. 
Five years of concentration on v1l:at lies outside the Foundation's competence 
have diminished the attainments in the rea of its expertise, nor has the 
situation been conducive to the enr·c 1n1e to ... national Jewish cultural agen
cies and to the implementation of tr.e .,..,oundation' s own plans. 

As indicated ea 1 ·er, :: e c , __ ~ ~-ge • o t 1e .. ,ou__ tion is spelled out in 
the Survey Report. The message of • .. e "oundat~o:- _ s been v,idely diffused 
with vigor and poignancy. The many vv. o • av heard cle rly res ponded 
favo. 2.bly to these presentations but the im icatio. s of ... uch res pons es have 
not yet filtered up to the top \'!here actio m s be t&}'" c. . T 1e Foundation, 
the efore, requires such leade ship as can a.'e upo ·tsel the full responsi
bility of • he cost of bo h dime s • ons: its program ana -- d i. ~strative opera
tions. I must, obviously, equ~p itself v1ith such staff as can als o serve on 
both leve_s . As for its mess 0e , that can remain the same s from the be
ginning, for nothing has 'nd • ca-ced that ·t is erroneous or misconceived. 
"\tvhat is needed is the daring and freshness of hypo heses that do not take 
for granted as true vvhat has merely become habitual. 11 * 

* Jerome S. Bruner, Toward a Theory of Instruction 
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NATIONAL FOUNDATION FOR JEWISH CULTURE 

REPORT TO LARGE CITY BUDGETING CONFERENCE 

November, 1966 

Created in 1960 by action of the Council of Jewish Federations and 
Welfare Funds following its study of the national cultural services, the Na
tional Foundation for Jewish Culture had as its objectives: 

a. to encourage, support and maintain the study and growth 
of Jewish culture; 

b. to create a broader understanding of the field of Jewish 
culture and its needs; 

c. to enrich the programs in the field by strengthening the 
existing Jewish cultural agencies; 

d. to initiate programs required by the field not being pro
vided by the existing agencies; 

e. to bring about greater inter-relationship among the Jew
ish cultural agencies; 

f. to assist federations and welfare funds to ass es s the 
needs of the field of Jewish culture. 

In 1965, after five years of activity, the Foundation's Board re
viewed its experience and noted that the agency had compiled a record of 
impressive achievements, including the following: 

* Attained wide recognition as the "central address II for 
Jewish cultural matters; 

* Rendered a variety of services to the national cultural 
agencies; 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

Stimulated a number of national organizations to s pon
s or programs in the field of Jewish culture; 

Carried out an extensive program of interpretation 
through bulletins , talks and presentations of many types; 

Gained broad acceptance in the academic field; 

Through its grants and fellowships, helped produce sub
stantial returns both in original scholarly work as well 
as in the encouragement of talented young people to 
devote themselves to the field of Jewish scholarship; 

Innovated demonstration and pilot projects for adapta
tion by local communities; 
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Earned the acceptance of communities throughout the 
country as an important national resource which they 
cons ult for information and guidance in the area of 
Jewish culture. 

The reassessment revealed the need for certain changes in the Foundation's internal organization to strengthen its structure and operation. A number of these adjustments (such as the enlargement of the Board and the engagement of a new Executive Director) were made at the end of 1965. 

It was recognized that further review of other phases of the Foundation's work would be desirable and the self-study process was continued during 19 6 6 . As a result, the Board has approved the fallowing emphases and priorities for the immediate future: 

_ Joint Planning Among Cultural Agencies -- It is apparent that the cultural ffeld continues to suffer from a lack of sustained overall planning and that the present fragmented efforts of the individual national agencies would benefit from a systematic process of . inter-agency communication and planning. The creation of the Council of Jewish Cultural Agencies within the framework of the Foundation was intended to deal with this situation, but it fell into disuse after a brief period when the recommendations of its subcommittees for initiating specific projects could not be .implemented by the Foundation because of the lack of funds . 

Reactivation of the Council is regarded as a major priority. It is hoped that a process of careful planning by a number of divisions, each devoted to a specialized area of the Jewish cultural field, will lead to a delineation of immediate as well as long-range needs and goals, and that out of this process can emerge a 11 Master Plan" of priorities for a coordinated program for the cultural field as a whole. Such an approach will make possible the projection of clearly defined projects area by area requiring the support of the American Jewish community. 

The success of such a program of joint planning will depend upon the availability of increased financial resources for cultural work as well as upon an arrangement by the Foundation for planned allocation of funds relating to the recommendations resulting from the joint planning process. 

Improved Financing for the Cultural Field -- In the period since the establishment of the Foundation there has been no improvement in the aggregate support which the national cultural agencies receive from the Jewish welfare funds. Most of the agencies continue to operate with extremely limited funds, with little prospect for increased welfare fund financing unless a dramatically different plan is developed that holds promise for mobilizing the interest and support of the general public. Toward this end, the Foundation has been ex:.. ploring two possible approaches: 

1) Joint Fund-raising and Allocations: The Foundation believes that it would be desirable to consider with the LCBC the feasibility of undertaking a unified approach to the welfare funds on behalf of a group of national cultural agencies. Such an approach would entail presenting a composite appeal based on a process of overall planning within the Foundation and the distribution of aUocations by the Foundation in the light of its planning and priorities program. 
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It would enable the welfare funds to obtain a comprehensive view of the needs 
and projections _ of the Jewish cultural field and would provide the assurance 
that funds would be allocated by a responsible agency having an intimate under
standing and overview of the entire field. It would also help transform the 
image of a small, splintered field, composed of struggling organizations, into a 
substantial, dignified enterprise worthy of the level of support befitting this 
important aspect of American Jewish life. It would have the potential for pro
jecting a dramatic and excitin·g presentation of needs as well as services. 

I 

While the Foundation Board has endorsed this approach in principle, 
it would welcome the opportunity to explore the matter with the LCBC and ob
tain its thinking before formulating a detailed plan. 

2) Foundation Endowment Fund: It has become increasingly apparent 
that the Foundation requires the development of substantial income beyond the 
amounts received from welfare funds in order to finance such aspects of its· 
work as grants and awards , special projects , etc. While the level of support 
from welfare funds has enabled the Foundation to maintain its general consul ta
tive and interpretive services, it has not been sufficient to provide for the iin
portant needed program of grants, awards and special projects. Each year be
cause of insufficient funds, the Foundation has had to severely restrict this 
phase of its program despite the many valuable projects and eligible grant ap
plications meriting subvention. 

It is clear, therefore, that even with significantly increased alloca
tions from the welfare funds the Foundation must develop other income sources 
for these purposes. Although the Foundation has been receiving grants from 
some individuals, family funds, foundations and organizations, there has been 
no systematic, intensive program for this purpose and the total amounts obtained 
have fallen far short of the needs. For the most part, the Foundation has limited 
itself to awarding grants once a year based on the best estimate it can make of 
the funds likely to be available for this purpose. What is obviously required is 
a basic corpus, the interest from which could be available for grants, plus ear
marked or designated gifts . 

During 1966 the Foundation created an Endowment-Development Com
mittee to formulate a program in this area. While it is much too early to deter
mine the manner in which this program will evolve, there can be no doubt that 
the future growth and expansion of the cultural enterprise must be bound up with 
such an effort. The Committee will undertake to work closely with the local 
federations in planning approaches to a selected number of prospects in particu
lar communities. At the same time, the Foundation is making requests for grants 
from federation endowment funds for this phase of its program and hopes that the 
example set by the Cleveland and Detroit federations in this respect will be 
emulated by others . 

, Judaic Studies in Colleges and Universities -- From its inception, the 
Foundation has been engaged in a variety of activities related to the teaching 
of Jewish studies at American colleges and universities. It is frequently con
sulted by individuals, organizations and communities about establishing Chairs 
of Judaica or courses of Jewish studies; it has advised with numerous college and 
university administrators about curriculum, financing and personnel; it is in con
stant touch with faculty about applicants for fellowship grants; it has enabled a 
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significant number of scholars to prepare themselves for teaching Judaica at 
the college level*, etc. 

Underlying all these activities is the assumption that the dissemina
tion of knowledge on all aspects of Judaica will enrich the American Jewish 
cultural climate; will stimulate more students to enter a career in some phase 
of Jewish work; and will encourage a greater interest among college students 
generally in Jewish learning. With the preponderant number of Jewish young 
people receiving a college education today, an unprecedented opportunity is 
provided for them to be exposed to authentic Jewish ideas and scholarship of 
a high order that will challenge their maturing minds and help shape their 
outlook for commitment to Jewish life. This domain possesses a significant 
potential for motivating positive attitudes toward Jewish values. 

The Foundation believes that this whole field requires the closest 
attention in the immediate period ahead, and that the various agencies re
lated to work with college youth should be brought together for frequent inter
consultation, joint planning, and -- to the extent possible -- for coordinated 
activity. As one step in this process the Foundation is devoting a portion of 
its 1966 Annual Meeting to a consideration of some fundamental questions con
cerning the purposes and problems of Judaic studies on the campus. Growing 
out of these preliminary discussions will probably come a broader-based con
sultative conference in the early Spring of 1967 to explore some of these mat
ters in greater depth. It is hoped that these will lead to the development of • 
further insights as well as to some concrete suggestions for programs of the 
various interested agencies . 

Closely related to the above is the need for careful examination of 
the existing programs of Judaic studies at American colleges and universities. 
A grant has been obtained by the Foundation for such a project, and an interim 
pilot study is to be undertaken that should help determine the nature of the 
larger project. The resulting data should be of value to the many individuals 
and communities seeking information and guidelines on this important subject. 

Cultural Planning by Local Communities -- The fourth major priority 
area which the Foundation has set for itself relates to cultural planning at the 
local community level. It is desirable that communities be encouraged to as
sume responsibility for sustained cultural planning and programming for local 
consumption, and that appropriate central machinery and procedures be set up 
in each locality to deal with this. In addition to providing consultative ser
vice, the Foundation will endeavor to serve as a clearing-house for informa
tion and as a liaison between the communities and the national cultural agen
cies so that maximum use can be made in cities throughout the country of the 
varied national resources . This is a task that will require the investment of 
much time and manpower, but it has the potential for yielding rich dividends 
by giving concrete meaning and real-life visibility to Jewish culture for the 
average .American Jew. 

* Former recipients of Foundation grants are currently occupying faculty posi
tions in at least 15 different colleges and universities. 
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FINANCING IN 1966 

Income 

The number of welfare funds including the Foundation as a 'benefici
ary continued to grow in 1966 with six new communities making allocations 
as of October for a total of seventy-eight contributing cities.* The alloca
tions amounts also increased during the year: as of the writing of this re-
port, fourteen welfare funds had advised the Foundation of higher contributions 
than in the previous year. It is anticipated that the total amount allocated in 
1966 will approximate $91,000 - representing a new high and approaching the 
1966 goal of $100,833 from welfare funds. 

Cash payments on welfare fund allocations is still a matter of con
cern to the Foundation which has no :reserves. Based on previous years' ex
perience it is estimated that the cash receipts in 1966 will fall somewhat 
below the amount received in 1965 despite the improved payments on previous 
years' allocations . This lag in payments has precluded repayment of the bank 
loan of $12,500 made in 1963. 

Although it had been hoped that income from sources other than wel
fare funds (foundations, individuals and organizations) would be significantly 
increased in 19 6 6 , the actual experience failed to bear this out. In large 
measure this was due to a delay in the reorganization and election of a new 
Board and thereby postponing plans for soliciting prospective contributors. 
The newly-created Endowment-Development Committee was appointed too late 
to produce tangible results for 1966. 

Expenditures 

Operating expenditures for 1966 were slightly lower than for 1965 due 
in part to a reduction in professional staff and to the consequent curtailment 
of certain activities. The major decrease in expenditures, however, was in 
the amount assigned to grants, fellowships and special projects. In keeping 
with established Foundation practice, the Board in 1966 limited grants to an 
amount it believed could safely be anticipated as income during the academic 
year 1966-1967. 

Despite frugal housekeeping, it is estimated that because of the 
cash lag, the Foundation will end the year 1966 with a slight deficit plus the 
outstanding bank loan of $12,500. 

* Two LCBC cities make no allocation to the Foundation. 
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BUDGET FOR 1967 

The projected budget for 1967 reflects most of the recommendations 
emerging from the Foundation's reassessment. It does not make provision, 
however, for the budgetary implications involved in the proposal for Joint 
Fund-raising. This would require a major revision of the budget in the light 
of subsequent developments. The 1966 experience of operating with a pro
fessional staff of only 11 persons has made it clear that a full-time assist
ant to the Executive Director must be engaged to help with the proposed ex
panded activities. Full implementation of the broader program may well be 
beyond the capacity of even a two-member professional staff, and the Foun
dation will report to the LCBC on its experience as the new program develops. 

The overall amount projected for 1967 is only $9,000 or 5% above 
the 19 6 6 Budget. The major factor in the increase above the 19 6 6 experience 
relates to the engagement of a full-time staff assistant. Otherwise, there 
are only nominal adjustments necessitated by rising costs in various office 
services and supplies. The internal distribution of funct ional costs as in
dicated in the accompanying Table I shows the areas of program emphasis 
for 196 7. It will be noted that the sharpest increase is in the area of Inter
agency Planning and Coordination, representing a five-fold increase above 
the 1966 experience. The second highest increase relates to Consultation 
with Communities, with anticipated expenditures twice as great as in 1966. 
With regard to Projects and Grants, although there is a projected increase 
of $ 3 5 , 0 0 0 above the estimated 19 6 6 experience, the actual amount will be 
determined by the availability of designated funds for this purpose. Similarly, 
in connection with the item of Aid to Cultural Agencies, approximately $15, 000 
of the proposed amount is intended for project grants and will be awarded only 
to the extent that such funds are available. 

On the income side, the projected Budget for 19 6 7 calls for approxi
mately $9,000 more from welfare funds than the 1966 goal and almost $19,000 
more than was allocated this year. Income from sources other than welfare 
funds is projected at the same $75,000 level as in 1966. While it is more 
t han 2~ times greater than the 1966 experience, it is hoped that the inaugu
ration of the Endowment-Development program will prove to be sufficiently 
productive to reach this goal. 
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SOME 1966 SERVICE STATISTICS (9 MONTHS) 

Awarded 17 grants totalling $36,420 for academic year 1966-1967. Number · 
of grants awarded since inception of the Foundation: 119 totalling 
$230,000. 

Consulted with 12 communities regarding the needs and services of the na
tional Jewish cultural agencies. 

Interviewed and corresponded with almost 200 applicants for fellowships 
and grants. 

Conferred with seven publishing firms regarding studies and projected books 
in the field of Jewish scholarship. 

Advised with eight communities on plans for local cultural programs. 

Maintained intensive advisory contact with nine grantees regarding the de
velopment of their research projects. 

Continuing consultations with Canadian Foundation for Jewish Culture. 

Provided consultation service to four individual donors seeking help in set
ting up cultural grants and programs at universities. 

Furnished information and advice to individuals and communities in 17 
situations regarding programs of Jewish study at colleges and 
universities . 

Counselled with seven colleges and universities on programs of Jewish 
studies. 

Assisted nine national Jewish cultural agencies on administrative matters, 
relations with welfare funds, planning of conferences, program 
priorities, etc. 
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TABLE I 

NATIONAL FOUNDATION FOR JEWISH CULTURE 

RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES 

INCOME 

Welfare Fund Receipts 
Other (Individuals, Founda-

tions, Organizations) I 

Tot a 1 

EXPENDITURES 

Activities: 
Projects and Grants 
Aid to Cultural Agencies# 
Interpretation of the Field 
Inter-agency Planning and 

Coordination 
Consultation with 

Communities 
General 

Tot a 1 

$ 

Actual 
1965 

87,855* 

23,168 

$111,023 

$ 50,372 
13,200 
12,420 

4,743 

6,125 
22,827 

$109,687 

Budget 
1966 

$100,833 

75,000 

$175,833 

$ 89,635 
37,156 
14,270 

8,991 

5,541 
20,240 

$175,833 

Estimated 
1966 

$ 90,9651[ 

28,000 

$118,965 

$ 47,105 
14,430 
13,734 

5,462 

9,372 
18,686 

$108,789 

Budget 
1967 

$109,947 

75,000 

$184,947 

$ 82,325 
27,984 
12,120 

24,336 

18,495 
19,687 

$184,947 

* Represents allocations. On a cash receipts basis the NFJC received $80, 799 from 

welfare funds in 1965. 

, Represents anticipated welfare fund allocations in 1966. Cash receipts from wel

fare funds for 1966 are expected to total $78,190. 

# Includes financial grants for special projects. 
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TABLE II 

NATIONAL FOUNDATION FOR JEWISH CULTURE 

1966 EXPENDITURES AND 1967 BUDGET 

Salaries, Benefits, Taxes 
Consultant Fees 
Rent, Maintenance, Service 
Te lephone, Telegraph 
Stationery , Supplies 
Postage 
Audit 
Printing, Interpretation 
Travel, In-Town Expense 
Insurance 
Meetings, Conferences 
Office Equipment, Mainten~nce 
Books , Periodicals , Dues 
Bank Charges, Interest 
Miscellaneous 
Admi n is t rat ive Working Fund 
(".1·ants 

Tot al 

$ 

Budget 
1966 

51,388 
- - -
5,295 
1,500 
1,000 
1 , 000 
1,600 
5 , 000 
3, 500 

350 
1,000 

600 
400 
500 
200 

2,500 
100,000 

$175,833 

Estimated 
1966 

$ 50,790 
- - -
5,270 
1,575 
1,000 

730 
1,000 
1,500 
1,600 

500 
865 
555 
380 

1,000 
200 

2,500 
39,324 

$108,789 

$ 

Budget 
1967 

57,422 
3,000 
5,500 
1,700 
1,050 
1,000 
1,000 
5,000 
3,000 

425 
1,000 

600 
400 

1,150 
200 

2,500 
100,000 

$184,947 
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TABJ,E III 

NATIONAL FQUNPAIIQN FOR JiWISH QULTUM 
FINANCIAL CONDITION JANUARY 1, 1966* 

Assets 

Liabilities 

Fund Balances 

* Audited Statement 

I 

Total 

$20,872.38 

20,194.25 

678.13 

General 
Fund 

~.167.30 

1 ,443.29 

(6,275.99) 

Grants 
Fund 

$8,705 •. 08 

1,750.96 

6,954.12 
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REPORT 
LARGE CITY BUDGETING CONFERENCE 315 PARK AVENUE SOUTH, NEW YORK, N.Y. 10010 

212, 673-8200 

PROGRAM 

NATIONAL FOUNDATION FOR JEWISH CULTURE 
Report :for 1967 

ICBC notes the importance of the work of the National 
Foundation for Jewish Culture, as recognized at the time of its 
establishment by vote of the 1959 General Assembly, and is gratified 
by its achievements to date. LCBC now looks forward to its further 
strengthening and more fully effective discharge of the responsibi
lities entrusted to it. In LCBC's opinion, as an agency initiated 
by action of the General Assembly, it should have the support of the 
communities. 

REASSESSMENT 

With a strengthened board and new personnel, the NFJC has 
undertaken a thorough reassessment of its operations and development. 
Its board has outlined some very far-reaching plans, a.11 designed to 
enhance the work of the Jewish cultural agencies and the total pro
gram of cultural activity. These include new emphases on the inter
relationship among the cultural agencies, improved financing for the 
field, local community cultural planning, and services to colleges 
and universities which have programs of Judaic studies. 

LCBC believes it important for NFJC to continue to explore 
the most effective ways of achieving, these ends, and to proceed with 
implementation as feasible methods and funds are found. In LCBC's 
opinion, to be able to discharge these responsibilities, the NFJC 
requires the staff of two full-time professionals as budgeted for 1967. 

Going beyond NFJC's 1967 budget, LCBC regards it as urgent 
and important that there be progress along the lines of the reassess
ment proposals, and specifically further exploration of the NFJC's 
proposal for a joint appeal to welfare funds on behalf of the 
national Jewish cultural agencies. LCBC therefore suggests further 
discussion of these points at the first LCPC Steering Committee 
meeting by which the NFJC will be ready to present more fully devel
oped specific proposals, and continuing discussions thereafter as 
required between. ~he agency and the LCBC Committee on the NFJC. Such 
discussions should examine NFJC's specific plans, projects, and 
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priorities for implementation of its reassessment recommendations, 
in the perspective of the total national and nation-wide Jewish 
cultural needs, activities, services, and developments. 

FINANCIAL EXPERIENCE 

NFJC estimates expenditures of $108,800 for both service 
and grants in 1966, conforming to available funds. This is approxi
mately the same as in 1965. Projects and grants, in the form of 
scholarships and fellowships, and grants to agencies, have been kept 
well below budgeted amounts, because of lack of income. Income from 
sources other than welfare funds, at $28,000, is only about a third 
of the amount sought for the year. 

NFJC 

On an allocations basis, income totals $119,000 but cash is 
barely suf'ficient to cover expenditures, and the agency bas main
tained a bank loan throughout the year. Earlier payments by communi
ties are being sought to eliminate money spent on interest which 
could be used to better advantage. 

BUDGET FOR 1967 

The 1967 NFJC budget as presented, of $184,900, provides 
for only the beginning steps towards the continuation and implementa
tion of the reassessment process. The agency's policy is to live 
within available income. Towards the total, $109,900 is sought from 
welfare funds, and $75,000 from contributions and other sources. LCBC 
finds the NFJC's 1967 request of $109,900 from welfare funds to be 
required for its operations and necessary further progress. 

Adopted November 16-20, 1966 

This report is based on examination by community 
representatives of detailed information from NFJC 
and the CJFWF Budget Research Department, and 
discussions with NFJC representatives on November 
16, 1966. L. W. Neuma.rk, Cleveland, is Chairman 
of the LCBC Committee on NFJC. 

Pfd REK-RK 
8897LCBC/12-66 

2. 

The LCBC process recognizes fully the sole authority and responsibility of each part icipating agency' s own 
governing body to make decisions on its program and budget. The cooperating agenci es ar e free at all times to 
take their own action with regard to programs, budgets, or requests to individual commun ities. LCBC' s responsi
bility, as a body for voluntary cooperative review, is to make recommendations, whi ch are advisory in nature and 
do not bind the action of either the participating agencies or the member welfare funds. 



LABGE CITY BUOOEl'ING CONFERENCE 

NATIONAL FOUNDATION FOR JEWISH CULTURE 

Notes for 1967 Review 

Summary of Current Factual Material 

Effi'ABLISBED: 1959., following a major study and action by the 
Council of Jewish Federations and Welfare Funds, "to 

encourage., support., and maintain the study and growth of 
Jewish culture." 

AFFILIATIONS: NFJC has established and maintains a Council of 
Jewish Cultural Agencies, with 16 participating 

organizations. 

PROGRAM: NFJC's principal functions are: interpretation of the 
field of Jewish culture and its needs; strengthening the 

existing Jewish cultural agencies; bringing about greater 
inter-relationship among these agencies; assisting federa
tions and welfare funds in estimating the needs of the field 
of Jewish culture; initiating programs by direct grants in 
areas not currently being served by the existing agencies, 
such as scholarships and publications. 

FINANCES (in thousands of dollars; compiled from NFJC data) 

Actual Budget Est. Budget 
1965 1966 1966 1~7 

Income - total 111.0 ~ 119.0 184.2 
Welfare funds# 87.9 100. 91.0 109.9 
Other 23.1 75.0 28.0 75.0 

~nses - total ~ ~ 108.8 ~ Projects and grants 50. 9 47.1 2.3 
Aid to agencies 13.2 37.2 14.4 28.0 
Interpretation 12.4 14.3 13.7 12.1 
Planning and coordination 4.7 9.0 5.5 24.3 
Community consultation 6.1 5.5 9.4 18.5 
General* 22.8 20.2 18.7 19.7 

I As allocated. Cash receipts were lower in each year. 

* Budgets include for each year $2,500 towards a cash operating 

NFJC 
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fund; no sums were actually available for this purpose in 1965 
or 1966. Includes in 1965 $5,000 for non-recurring staff 
relocation item. 

NFJC 

The NFJC's assets exceeded liabilities by $678 at December 
31, 1965; this however represented $6,954 in funds designated for 
specific purposes, and a deficit of $6,276 in the general fund. In 
addition, there were receivables., not accounted as assets, of approxi
ma.tely $20,000 previously allocated by welfare funds but not as yet 
paid :In cash by the end of 1965. Because of its accumulated cash 
deficiency, NFJC owed $12,500 to banks throughout 1966. 

The amounts sought for srants are regarded as required for 
the progress of Jewish cultural work. Amounts actually spent are 
limited in accordance with available funds. 

The Foundation's Board bas undertaken a thorough reassess
ment of its program, emphases, and budget, in cooperation with its 
new Executive Director, who assumed the position on November 1, 1965. 
The 1966 NFJC budget was presented as a projection through that year 
of the necessary costs of conducting the same program as in 1965. 
For 1967, the reassessment process is continuing, but first findings 
are reflected in the budget. These include new emphases on inter
relationship among the Jewish cultural agencies, improved financing 
for the field, local community cultural planning, and service to 
colleges and universities with programs of Judaic studies. To advance 
these new emphases, the 1967 budget provides $15,000 to enable NFJC 
to employ a new full-time assistant for greater emphasis on interagency 
planning and coordination and for consultation with communities. 
Additional funds are sought also for increased grants for projects and 
to aid cultural agencies. 

The NFJC is considering plans for Joint fund-raising on 
behalf of the Jewish cultural agencies, which NFJC's representatives 
plan to discuss with comnunity representatives. 

November, 1966 

8747WBC/10-66 

2. 

NFJC 



LAR1E CITY BUDGETING CONFERENCE 

NATION.AL FOUNDATION FOR JEWISH CULTURE 

Notes for 1967 Review 

Summary of WBC Reviews for 1966 and Earlier Years 

Entered Joint budget review: 1961, as the Foundation 
initiated the development of 

plans for financing its operations at the conclusion of its initial 
three-year underwriting by special community grants. 

For 1965 and earlier years: LCBC has found: 

1) A welcome increase has occurred in interest in Jewish cultural 
matters since the establishment of the NFJC. The need for the 
Foundation's work has been demonstrated. 

2) NFJC's continuance and strengthening are necessary for the wel
fare of the Jewish community and American Jewry's cultural con
tribution to the total community, and NFJC deserves continuing 
financial participation by welfare funds. 

3) NFJC is continuously adapting its operations to carry out the 
responsibilities for which welfare funds welcomed its establish
ment. Further reports would be _welcome from NFJC of the reassess
ment of its first years of experience in relation to its initial 
program objectives, especially regarding a process for regular 
reports on the Jewish cultural agencies' priorities and needs. 

Further clarification would also be welcome of such points as: 
NFJC's relationship with the Jewish cultural agencies; its 
services to federations, and its role in regular reporting of the 
needs for Jewish cultural work; and the relative responsibilities 
of welfare funds and of other income sources, such as foundations 
and individual gifts, in financing its work. 

4) The NFJC' s role as consultant to welfare funds, donors, Jewish 
cultural agencies, and academic and other beneficiaries of gifts 
has assumed increasing importance, with much of its operating 
cost required for services of this nature. With regard to finan
cing, NFJC's role has become more that of a catalyst than that of 
a direct financial resource for Jewish cultural purposes. Develop
ment of income from other than welfare fund sources as the prime 

NFJC 
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NFJC 

support for grants, projects, and awards, as anticipated at the 
time of the NFJC's establishment, is still in process of develop
ment. 

For 1966: 

Reassessment of program emphases: LCBC found that 
since its forma

tion as a result of action at the CJFWF General Assembly in 1959, the 
NFJC has achieved wide recognition as the central address for Jewish 
cultural programs. It has stimulated cultural agencies and communities 
to undertake pilot and demonstration projects, and has been called upon 
extensively, by universities and by donors of funds as well as by 
agencies and communities, to serve as consultant in programming. It 
has received and disbursed in recent years $200,000 in grants to 102 
fellows and scholars in fields of Jewish learning. 

Other objectives 
sought at the time of NFJC's establishment still required fuller 
implementation, such as the achievement of more extensive coordination 
and Joint planning among the Jewish cultural agencies, and the develop
ment of analytical reports to welfare funds on the cultural agencies. 
In particular, the Foundation had yet to raise large gifts from 
sources other than welfare funds for Jewish cultural work, a major 
expectation at the time it was established. 

2. 

LCBC welcomed the 
NFJC's thorough examination of its role in implementing its objectives, 
and lookedforward to the fresh impetus to the entire field of Jewish 
culture that NFJC's self-study process may bring about. 

Budget for 1966: NFJC sought $75,833 for its basic 
service program, including the 

costs of operating 1 ts office. The sum of $100,000 was sought for 
grants. Grants are ma.de only as funds are made available for the pur

pose. Amounts received beyond those budgeted for operations are 
applied to grants. As compared with allocations for 1965 of $86,545, 
NFJC sought an amount which would cover service and administrative 
costs of $75,833 and would also make $25,000 available for grants and 
special program. The remainder of the sum budgeted was to be sought 
from sources other than welfare funds. LCBC regarded it as reasonable 
for the NFJC to seek $100,833 from welfare funds towards its opera
tions in 1966, pending completion of its reassessment. 

October, 1966 

8724LCBC/l0-66 NFJC 
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COUNCIL OF JEWISH FEDERATIONS AND WELFARE FUNDS, INC. 
315 PARK AVENUE SOUTH N E W Y O R K, N. Y. 1 0 0 1 0 

May 1967 
No. 22 

1967 Allocation$ 
1967 Request ,----
1966 Allocation$ 

NATIONAL FOUNDATION FOR JEWISH CULTURE 
315 Park Avenue South, New York, N. Y. 10010 

1965 Allocation$-----

FINANCIAL SUMMAR.Y 

Change 
1965 1966 + or -

Expenditures 
Operating Fund $ 64,4o7 $68,267 + $3,860 
Special Purpose Funds 45,28o 39,3o4 - 5,976 

Total $109,687 $107,571 - $2,ll.6 
Income 

$61,281 Operating Fund $69,667 + $8,386 
Special Purpose Funds 42,686 36,258 - 5,728 

Total $103,967 $lo61 625 + $2,658 

Welfare Fund Allocations 
Operating Fund $60,272 $69,667 + $9,395 
Special Purpose Funds 20,527 11,500 - 21°27 

Total Reported* $ ao,199 $81,167 + $ 368 
Total - Estimated* $87,635 $92,492 + 4,857 

Number ot Welfare Funds Contributing* 
(including Canada) 72 ot 208 76 of 208 + 4 

Goal tor 1967 bas been set at $184,947. 

The NFJC received 19/100 of one per cent of total. non-local al
locations 1n 1965 in communities where it was included by the Welfare Fund. 

Financial reports of the NFJC were revised from a cash to an 
accrual baaia 1D 1966 with expeniltures defined functionally and known 

* The difference is accounted for by allocations which become known to 
the agency in a later period. 

"Budget Dige1t1" ii a factual 1erie1 of reporta on 
the programa and finance• of national and ovenecu 

agenci• which '"k Jewiah communal aupport. 

C 30 (1967) 



Welfare Fund allocations payable, as reported by coumunities, reflected 
among the assets. On this revised basis assets exceeded liabilities by 
$25,849 at December 31, 1966. 

Total assets were $63,4ll of which $52,717 were assets of 
the 0pe,rating Tund and $10 693 assets of the Special. Purpose Funds. Among 
the total assets were $24,,61 of Welfare Fund aJJocationa receivable of 
which $5,276 were for 1965 and prior years, the baJan~e were tor 1966. 
The Operating Fund had cash of $11,442 and Special Purpose Funds cash of 
$9,093 • There were also $17,365 in interf'und loans • 

Total liabilities were $37,561 of which $171365 were the 
balancing interfund loans, $12,500 a bank loan, $5,374 a reserve tor 
staff relocation coats and minor accounts payable of $2,323. 

~cial Purpose Funds are donor earmarked grants from individual.a 
and organiZ&ions for specific Jewish cultural programs as approved by 
the NFJC. These programs have been scho1arships and fellowships, or granta
in-aid for signticant research, Jewish histories, bibliographies, diction
aries, mnographs and other publications, either tor their preparation or 
tor assistance in their final publication. Welfare Funds have participated 
in this grants program in addition to providing operating funds. Approved 
grants have exceeded available Special Purpose Funds; some were financed 
by transfers of $17,365 from General Funds. 

LARGE CITY BUDGETING CONFERENCE 

The NFJC entered the cooperative budget review process ot the 
Large City Budgeting Conference 1l:I 1961. 

The J£BC noted that with a strengthened board and new personnel, 
the NFJC bas undertaken a reassessment of its operations and development. 
Plans designed to enhance the work ot Jewish cultural agencies and cultural 
activity include new emphasis on the interrelationship among cultural 
agencies, improved financing of the field, local coJ111111nity cultural plan
ning, and services to colleges and universities which have programs ot 
Judaic studies. 

The WBC regarded it aa urgent tbat there be progress along 
the lines of the reassessment proposals, and specitioaJ Jy further ex
ploration ot the IFJC's proposal for a joint appeal to Welfare Funds on 
behalf ot the national Jewish cultural programs. 

The 1967 bu~et ot $184,911-7 provides the begilming steps and 
personnel towards the continuation and iJll)lementation of the reassessment 
~roceaa. Towards this total, $109,947 is aought tx'CII Wel.tan JPtm4a; an4 
$75 ,ooo tram contributions and other sources. ICBC tound the lll'Jt • a 1967 
request of $109,947 tram Weltue Funds to be require4 tor its operations 
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and neceaaary f\lrther progress. :Earlier cash payments of allo~ations by 
communities are reconmended to eliminate NFJC short-term loans and 
interest coats. 

BACKGROUND AND OBJECT! VES 

The National Foundation for Jewish Culture was founded in 1960 
follow1ng a survey by the CJFWF which exarn1ned the status of national 
Jewish cultural programs, and the need to find new processes tor integra
tion of these programs among agencies in the field. The report recommended 
the establishement of a Jewish Cultural Foundation for these purposes and 
1D order to provide information and aid for the cultural programs of these 
agencies. 

The objectives of the Foundation were defined as follows: 

a. To encourage, support and ma1nta1n the study and 
growth of Jewish culture. 

b. To provide assistance to cultural agencies and activities. 

c. To cultivate and support cultural projects. 

d. To advise and 1.Dform Jewish conmunities, organizations 
and 1.Ddividuals 1n matters pertaining to Jewish culture. 

e • To organize and maintain a general clearing house of 
information in this field. 

In 1965 a Special Committee on Future Plann1ng was created by 
the Board of the Foundation for reassessment of its organization, ex
perience, and emphasis. This included clarification of the objectives 
of the Foundation 1D order to determine future priorities, directions 
and goals in the cultural field and development of additional sources of 
f1nanc1ng. 

ORGANIZATIONAL STRUCTURE 

The Foundation is governed by a Board of Directors of 50 persens 
elected at the annual meet1ng, including six members designated by its 
attiliated agencies 1n the Council of Jewish Cultural Agencies (see below). 
The Board elects the officers (President, Vice-Presidents, Secretary, 
Treasurer and Assistant Treasurer) and appoints five members to serve on 
the Executive Coanittee together with the officers and chairmen of stand
ing conmittees (Finance, Administrative, Nom1nat1ng1 Grants, Endowment
Developaent, and College Jewish studies Conmittees). 
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The Foundation budget includes two professional and two 
clerical staff members. There was a vacancy in each category during 
part of 1966-67. 

In 1966 the Federal Government of Canada issued a charter 
tor a Canadian Foundation for Jewish Culture which is to operate 1n 
close relationship with the NFJC. It is anticipated that the Canadian 
organization will broaden the support for expanded Jewish cultural pro
grams in Canada. The Board of the Canadian Foundation is represented 
on the NFJC Board. 

RELATED AGENCIES AND PROGRAMS 

A "Council of Jewish Cultural Agencies" (CJCA) consists of 
sixteen agencier each with two representatives. The CJCA bas conmittees 
un publications, on scholarships and on archives. Proposals for NF.JC 
grant-supported projects in these three areas are reviewed by the re
spective committees as a basis for recommendations by the CJCA to the 
NFJC. 

NFJC has recently identified a possible additional role for 
1,he CJCA in integrating related activities of CJCA member agencies, in 
joint functional program planning, and 1n approaches to joint tund 
raising for cultural agencies. 

other Jewish Cultural Programs - Formal Jewish elementary and 
secondary ·education and adult education were excluded from the initial 
objectives of the N.FJC and are the concem of the American Association 
for Jewish Education. Preparation for the rabbinate and teacher train
ing remain the responsibilities of the major seminaries and eoogrega
tional bodies and are outside the formal scope of the NFJC. 

Membership orgaDizations such as the B'nai B1r1th1 youth
serving agencies such as the National Jewish Welfare Board, and com
munity relations agencies such as the American Jewish Committee; American 
Jewish Congress and others, conduct Jewish cultural programs which are 
directed to their constituents or to individuals. The maJor emphasis 
of these ageDciea are in fields other than Jewish cul.ture but their 
cultural activities are substantial and varied. 

While the NFJC has no responsibility for the operations of 
financing of these programs, there is continuing contact between the 
NFJC and these agencies. The grants program of the NFJC baa occasionally 
included individuals and projects which are related to the Jewish 
cultural activities ot these other agencies. 

* American Academy for Jewish Research, American Jewish Congress, .American 
Jewish Historic.al Society, Canadian Jewish Congress, Conference on Jewish 
Social Stud:i.eo., Congress for Jewish Culture, CJFWF., Dropsie College, 
Histadruth Ivrith, the Jewish Agency for Israel, Jewish Publication Society, 
Jewish Reconatructionist Foundation, Leo Baeck Institute, National Jewish 
Welfare Board, Yeshiva University, YIVO Institute for Jewish Research. 
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PROGR.AM 

Planning and Coordination 
Expen ltures 

Per Cent ot Operating Fund Expenses 

1966 

$6,442 

9",, 

Budget 
1967 

A major priority defined by a recent NFJC self-study of' specialized 
areas of activity and service in the Jewish cultural field, including services 
and activities ot the non-affiliated agencies, in order to define inmediate 
and long range needs and goa1s. A "lester Plan" ot priorities for a co
ordinated program is to be sought tor the entire Jewish cultural field. 
It is hoped that this approach will result in the clearer definition of 
projects 1n each area, and the estimated need ot funds for these projects. 

Grants ~ram 
Expendures 

Scholarships, Fellowships, Grants 
Grant Service and ~dm:tni..stration 

Total 

Grant Service expenses as per cent 
of Operating Fund expenses 

$45,280 
15,76o 

$61,040 

$39,304 
13,508 

$52,842 

Budget 
1967 

$100,000 
14,205 

$114,205 

A program of grants tor Jewish studies was initiated 1n 1961-62. 
Grant funds are donor earmarked for special purposes• Funds available 
tor this purpose have not permitted financing of all desirable projects. 
A newly designated EDdowment-Developnent C0111Dittee of tbe NFJC will seek 
additional financing for this program. Grants are limited by available funds 
tor these purposes. 

One hundred and nineteen awards invoJ.ving Jewish studies have 
been made totalling over $2301000 in the six years of the program, to 
scholars to write or conduct research or to students to aid 1D preparing 
for the doctoral degree. In addition to its grants to individuals the 
NFJC baa also awarded grants to Jewish agencies to assist 1D special 
projects. 



Interpretation and Information Services 

Expenditures 

Per cent of Operating Fund Expenses 

1965 

$12,420 

191, 

l.966 

$11,Bll 

171, 

Budget 
1967 

$12,120 

141, 

Information on the Jewish cultural field, the agencies within 
the field and their needs has been a major activity of the NFJC. This has 
been done largely through participation by representatives of the Foundation 
in meetings of Jewish Federations, major national Jewish membership organiza
tions, and local Jewish groups. NFJC assists local Jewish organizations with 
reference to various aspects of local Jewish cultural programming. Among the 
aims of this reporting and consultation are greater lmowledge, encouragement, 
increased use, and support of existing Jewish cultural resources. The .NFJC 
publishes an occasional Bulletin mailed to a select list of 5,500 key indi
viduals. 

Community Consultations 
Expenditures 

Per Cent of Operating Fund Expenses 

$6,125 

1oi 

Budget 
1967 

Information is provided on request to Welfare Funds on the work of 
specific Jewish cultural agencies. The NFJC is concerned with reporting on 
all agencies in this field. It is currently considering a format for 
regular reporting. Five such reports on cultural agencies have been prepared 
to date. In 1966 the NFJC prepared individual reports on various agencies 
and their need for twelve Welfare Funds. 

Services to Cultural Agencies 

Expenditures 

Per Cent of Operating Fund Expenses 

$8,322 

13i 

$8,590 

131, 

Budget 
1967 

$10,465 

12i 

The CJCA has brought together agencies whose major concern are 
Jewish cultural problems for continuing consultation on matters of mutual 
interest. In addition to financial grants to agencies for specific projects 
under its grants program (above) the NFJC provides a variety of consultation 
services, upon their request. These involve such matters as planning of con
ferences, setting up new programs, planning iDterpretation to communities, 
seeking financial sponsorship for particular projects, suggesting ways of 

... 

making national agency materials available for local community use and assistance 
with agency administrative matters. 
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Pro1ram Innovatio~ and Demonstration 

1965 1966 
Budget 

1967 

Expenditures $7,172 $8,590 $9,253 

Per Cent of Operating Fund Expenses 11i 13i ui 

The RFJC prepares demonstration and pilot projects in the field of 
Jewish cultural activities for its affiliated agencies and for local communi
ties. Eight communities were assisted in 1966 in developing plans for local 
Jewish cultural programs. 

Th~ YIVO Institute for Jewish Research courses tor teachers in the 
Bew York City Public Schools were developed with the cooperation of the 
ItFJC. Tape recordings and guidelines are being developed for similar 
programs in other coDDDUnities. 

The NFJC aided in developing scholars-in-residence programs at 
the Universities at Syracuse, N. Y. and at Richmond, Va. 

Courses in Judaic Studies at Colleges and Universities 

The Foundation bas also assisted in the establishment of Courses 
of Judaic studies in some universities and colleges. It bas helped recruit 
instructors for such courses, advised individuals in establishing permanent 
trusts tor some permanent Chairs of Judaic Studies, and advised college and 
university administrators about curriculum, financing and personnel. lebst 
of this activity involves individual courses which may be given in several 
related departments(i.e. History, Philosopey, Religion, Linguistics, Foreign 
Languages and the like) of one school rather than endowed and independent 
Chairs ot Judaic Studies. Former recipients ot Foundation grants currently 
occupy about 15 such university faculty positions. It is hoped that such 
courses will stimulate more students to enter a career in some phase ot 
Jewish work, and will encourage a greater interest among college students 
in Jewish learning. 

The B'nai B'rith Hillel Foundation bad created a few similar Chairs 
of Judaic Studies prior to the organization ot the NFJC which the Hillel 
Foundation still maintains in addition to such courses and Chairs which have 
since reaulted from NFJC activities. 

Representatives of various Jewish national agencies doing related 
work with college youth met with the NFJC in 1966 tor future planning on 
the purposes and operation ot programs ot Judaic studies on the campus. 
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Fund raising staff was utilized during parts ot 1962 and 1963 
for activities in New York City but this was discontinued with greater 
emphasis intended on use of volunteers. In other cities, members of the 
professional staff as well as the officers intepret the financial needs of 
the NFJC to Welfare Funds., to Foundations and to individuals. 

Requests for support which are made to Welfare Funds are based 
on levels related to such factors as aDX>unts raised, amounts allocated 
to national agencies and Jewish population. Welfare Funds are also asked 
for special grants earmarked for support of specific cultural projects. 

The NFJC is current~ exploring the feasibility of a Joint fund 
raising approach for the Jewish cultural activities and services such as 
represented in the CJCA. This would involve a composite appeal based on 
a process of overall planning within the Foundation and the distribution 
of the proceeds by the Foundation in relation to agreed-upon programs and 
priorities. \,,..,. 

~-.. 
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NATIONAL FOUNDATION FOR JEWISH CULTURE 
Income and Expenditures(1nQti~) 

I ' 

Budget. ' ' 7 w 
1967 ilPJ fl"' ,.4,-

Income 
Operating Fund 

-fJ eR4i. 11& t:rb i&n a 
Welfare FundsC.Nil'IIJ,A./ ~6--,IC...-.. 

-01,lter tncame- · 

Special Purpose Funds (laelud:tng 0:P&B:4;e) 
<J 11141rib'lt4t,ona 

Welfare Funds -fe) 
Individuals 
Foundations 
Organizations 

ot,ber :&,come 

Sub Total 

Total 

Expenditures 
Operating Fund 

Grant Services & Administration 
Interpretation & Information Services 
Conmunity Consulations 
Services to Cultural Agencies 
Program Innovation & Demonstration 
Planning and Coordination 
General Administration 

Sub Total 

Special Purpose Funds & Grants 
Scholarships 
Fellowships 
Grants-in-Aid (b) 
Publications 
Special Projects 

Sub Total 

Total 

19 4 

$ 66 166 -

$ 14, 3 
12, 89 
9, 00 
5,000 

l-12 

' $42,644 

$lo8,~10 

$ 12,~5 19, 2 
5, 8 
a, 5 
5, 
5, 

10 

$ 67, 

$ 24, 
7, 
3, 
7, 

10 

$121, 

5 
2 
8 

$ 20,5~a 
9,855 
7,2~ 
5,000 

22 
$ 42,6~ 

$103,967 

$ 15,7 O 
12,4 O 
6,a5 
a.,3e2 
7,l'72 
4., 43 

$ 2 ,594 
,669 
,417 

,,ooo 
6oo 

$ 11,500+ 
11,148 
6,1~ 
8,185 

:52; 

$36,958 

$1o6,625 
"2.. ..! 

$13,508 
ll,811 
9,663 
8,590 
8.,590 
6,442 
9,663 

$68,267 

$13,308 
9,686 
9,oBo 
3,000 
4,230 

1;1; 1..1 

- -r: 

$24,947 
75 ,ooo) 0( , 3 ' 

) 
) ,0 .>o 

) 

$ 99,947 '-/.r~r 

$184,947 ~ 7,3/i:J. 

-

$14,205 )j 

12,120 
11.,245 \ 

10.,465 
} ✓ 

9,253 
17,834 
9,825 

$ 84,947 / 1, () l'4 

$ ) -
) ~ :lJo 

100 ,ooo>•~~~4'o 
) /, 7.ro ___ ) -

$ 39,304 fl00 1 000t tJ, Oc,o 

I $109, 87 $107,571 $184,947 Jo,;J.J "' 

a) Reflects allocations for current year as lmown and audited at January 15 of subsequent 
year. Later information indicates al J ocations to oth funds were $87,635 in 1965 by 
72 c0111111U11ities and from at least $87,442 by 76 c0111111UDities, estimated to rise to 
$92,492 by 84 c011111UD1t1es in 1966. At Janu&l')' 15, 1967 eight cOJIIDUDities whose 1965 
allocations totalled $5,050 bad not yet reported the amount of thei.t 1966 NFJC allo
cations and are not included 1D the preceedins $87,442 reported tor 1966. 

b) Usualq grants to significant studies, histories, bibliographies, diet ionaries and 
like publications completed by other Jewish cultural agencies. 

c) In Budget 1967 apport1omnent of Special Purpose Funds among programs depends upon 
Board action dur1ng the year related to available tunds and approved current requests. 
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Author 

Bickel, S. (Ed.) 

Davidowicz, Lucy 

Elazar, Daniel J. 

Epstein, Melech 

Grade, Chaim 

Jofen, Jean 

Johnpoll, Bernard K. 

Katz, Eliezer 

Malin, Irving 

Neusner, Jacob 

Rosenthal, Erich 

Rothman, Jack 

Sack, B. G. 

Szajkowski, Z. 

Weinreich, Uriel 

Yiddish Dictionary 
Committee, Inc. 

BOOKS PUBLISHED WITH NFJC ASSISTANCE 

Title 

Studies in Yiddish Literature and 
The Yiddish Press 

The Golden Tradition 

Classification System for Jewish Libraries 

Profiles of Eleven 

The Well - Translated from the Yiddish 
by Ruth Wisse 

A Linguistic Atlas of East European 
Yiddish 

The Politics of Futility 

A Classified Concordance of the Torah 

Jews and Americans 

History and Torah 

Studies of Jewish Intermarriage in the U.S. 

Minority Group Identification and 
Intergroup Relations 

Hist"ory of the Jews in Canada 

Franco-Judaica: 1500-1788 

College Yiddish 

Great Dictionary of the Yiddish Language, 
Volumes I and II 

Publisher 

Congress for Jewish 
Culture, 1965 

Holt, Rinehart & Winston, 
1967 

Wayne State Univ., 1966 

Jewish Publication Society 
1967 

University Micro£ il_m, 
Ann Arbor, Mich., 1964 

Cornell Univ. Press, 196 7 

Jerusalem, 1964 

Sou. Ill. Univ. Press, 1965 

Vallentine-Mitchell, 1965 

American Jewish Yr. Bk, 196 

Research Institute for 
Group Work in Jewish 
Agencies in cooperation 
with American Jewish 
Committee, 1965 

Harvest House, 1964 

American Academy for 
Jewish Research, 1962 

YIVO Institute for Jewish 
Research, 1962 

• 19 61 and 19 6 6 

B. G. RUDOLPH LECTURES IN JUDAIC STUDIES - SYRACUSE UNIVERSITY 

1963 Moshe Davis 

1964 Lou S. Silberman 

19 6 5 Robert Gordis 

1966 Leo W. Schwarz 

"The Jewish People in Metamorphosis" 

"American Impact: Judaism in the United States in the 
Early Nineteenth Century" 

11 Jewish Tradition in the Modem World: Conservation and 
Renewal 11 

"Mutations of Jewish Values in Contemporary American 
Fiction" 



FORTHCOMING RUBLICATIONS WITH NFJC ASSISTANCE 

Author 

Ders howitz, Zachary 

Dinnerstein, Leonard 

Glanz, Rudolph 

Goldstein, Sidney & 
Golds cheider, Calvin 

Goodman, Saul 

Halperin, Irving 

Knox, Israel & 
Silberberg, I . 

Mahler, Raphael 

Title 

Influences of Cultural Patterns on the 
Thinking of Children in Certain Ethnic 
Groups 

Leo Frank - An American Dreyfus 

A Bibliography of the German Jews in 
America 

The American Jew 

The Faith of Contemporary Jewish 
Humanists 

Literature of the European Holocaust 

Yiddish Literature in America -
Based on Vvritings of S. Niger 

History of the Jews in Modern Times 

Publisher 

Columbia Univ. Press, 
1968 

Hebrew Union College, 
1968 • 

P entice-Hall, 1968 

Holt, Rinehart & Winston 1 

1968 

MacMillan, 1968 
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Clarification of the Role. of the National Foundation for Jewish Culture l 't f>ctJ 
· in its Relations v,ith the Jewish Welfare Funds and the National Jewish Cultural Agencies 

Basic · 
Considerations 

Past efforts by the NFJC to carry out its responsibilities 

to the ~,elf are funds and to the national cultural have 

shown the need to take into account a number of considerations as well as 

the need to clarify the Foundation's role in the light of these various elements: 

A few of these are listed below: 

'i'he nature of the Jewish cultural field does not l_end itself to annual 

assessment or even inventory. Developments are much more gradual and 

should be viewed in longer range terms~ This is accentuated by the seriously 

inadequate operating budgets of most of the agencies which prevents minimal 

implementation of the highest priority programs. For the most part the con

ditions in the field at the time of the establishment of the Foundation still 

prevail. Similarly, most of the priority needs and programs suggested by 

the Foundation in the various areas more than eight years ago remain un

changed due to lack of funds. It would be unproductive and even wasteful, 

th~ref ore, for the Foundation to engage in an annual inventory of the 

individua1 areas and agencies. 

The reconstitution at this time of the Council of Jewish Cultural 

Agencies as a vehicle for planning and coordination would not be con

structive. In light of the past experience in which the Council's re

commendations of priorities and programs were not implemented because 

funds were unavailable, it would not be advisable to reactivate this body 

until such time as there is evidence of financial resources to support 

specific recommendations that would emerge from a planning process. 

L 
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The basis of the Foundation's relationship with the national cultural 

agencies needs re-examination and clarification. At the time of the Founda

tion's fonn at ion the national agencies had high expectations that the NFJC 
.. 

would be able to help them financially. But as time went on and the Founda-

. tion' s resources proved to ·be insufficient even for its own limited internal 

operations, so that it could make only the most modest and occasional grants 

to the agencies, it is not surprising that some of them have lost hope in the 

Foundation as a source of help with their fiscal problems. As for the Founda

tion's role as advisor and rounsellor to the agencies in matters of program 

and plan~ing, this is not regarded with much enthusiasm by the agencies 

since in the final analysis improvement of program almost invariably 

requires more funds. And unless the Foundation can convince the agencies 

that increased funds will be available, its effectiveness in this sphere is 

·insignificant. 

Moreover, the Foundation has not been viewed by the agencies as a 

means of obtaining increased allocations from the Jewish welfare funds. 

Some of the agencies even regard the Foundation as competing with them for 
• 

the very limited amount allocated for cultural purposes by the local 

welfare funds. Although the facts do not bear this out, it may appear 

to some of the national agencies that the welfare funds allocate $100,000 to 

the NFJC which might have gone to them . Some feel that the Foundation 

has become another "functional agency," devoting considerable time and 

funds to its own projects, such as the Grants Program. The fact is that the 

Foundation has merely endeavored to discharge one of its mandates to 

initiate programs required by the field not being provided by the exi~ting --
agencies. It has innovated and dev.eloped demonstration programs 

which it urges others to take over. It continues to operate some programs 

until such time as a better arrangement can be made.· Nevertheless, 

in the eyes of some national agencies this may appear to be competitive, 
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., .. , .. 1t as regards the solicitation of financial support for such programs 

.. d") organized Jewish community. 

• fc.>r a number of national agencies the absolute amounts as well as 

_ ~, -.i..th.1nc;tte amounts of their operating budgets received from Jewish welfare 

, .• ,Jte insignificant. The Foundation's undertaking to examine their fiscal 
.. -.. ~ 

, ~': l()ns, therefore, would evoke little interest and might even provoke 

~ :·uststQnce. If the Foundation is viewed as an agent or intennecliary 

. ~"." ,velfare funds, the agency response may be in direct ratio to the 

~·1: 3nce which it attaches to the potential for appreciably financial 

.. ~:3nce by the welfare funds. 

In view of the above it would seem that the following approaches may 

: .:ons ideration: 

al A specific request by the LCBC that the NFJC provide data on 

the work of the individual agencies, including their fiscal 

operations and the relationship of each agency's program to 

the needs of the cultural field as a whole ; 

~) A request by the LCBC that the NFJC serve as its consultant 

for the cultural field, including fiscal matters pertaining to 

the various national cultural agencies; 

c) An expression by the LCBC or a representative group of welfare 

funds indicating an intention to channel annual allocations for 

all national cultural purposes to the NFJC for its distribution 

among the individual agencies (to be effective, this would have 

to assure more funds than currently allocated); 

'; , Request by the LCBC and/or other grouping of local welfare funds 

that the NFJC present annually the collective requirements of 

the various national cultural agencies; or present a roster of 

high priority extra-budgetary projects for special allocation. 
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None of the above is without problems. Each approach requires 

clos-e study and discussion between the Foundation and the welfare funds 

on the one hand, and between the Foundation and national cultural 

agencies on the other (and perhaps three-way consultation between the 

welfare funds, NFJC, and the cultural agencies.) 

Immediate Plan 
and Time-Table 

As the Foundation proceeds with its inventory and 

evaluation, its primary perspective will be that 

of the larger cultural field or one of its ·areas rather than of the individual 

agencies. This field-centered approach will not disregard the agencies, 

but since most of the agencies are concerned with more than a single 

• area, their roles will be seen in the first instance as part of the 

larger entity. An appraisal of a particular area, therefore, will delineate 

the roles of a number of agencies -- including those whose cultural 

activities are not central to their primary functions. 

• In the study of each of the four cultural areas of the Foundation's 

responsibility (Archives, Research, Scholarship and Research) a re

presentative number of knowledgeable individuals will be consulted 

. (including those associated with national agencies), followed by an 

intensive discussion of needs and priorities by a selected group of special

ists, area by area. The Foundation will formulate a report on each 

area, setting forth the salient facts regarding the current status, needs, 

future plans, and recommended priorities. 
-

Since the Foundation staff cannot devote all its time to this review 
. 

and analysis, it is suggested that the following tentative time-table be 

set up subject to modification in the light of experie7:ce: 
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Archives -- Report ready by June 15, 1969 

Publications -- Report ready by October 1, 1969 

Research -- Report ready by January 15, 197 0 

Scholarship -- Report ready by March 15, 197 0 
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E I r 1 • D PU !3 L r AC CO U r J TA I': T '": 
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Nat:tmal Foundation tor Jewiah Culture. Inc. 
122 lut 42nd. Street 
1'af York~ New York lOOl. 7 

Pabnary l, 1972 

We have aaad.ned tbe IICCOlllpaDYing naanc1&l atat•enta or 

KatioD&l. Foundation tor Jariah Culture, Inc. tor tbe year emled Decellber 31, 

1971. Ou:r eamdst1on vu de in accm-dance with geaerally accepted 

aud.lthg standarda and aecord.1ng]y included auch telta ot the accountiqJ 

record.a and euch ot.llar auditing procedurea u we considered neceaaary in the 

In our opinion, the ~ financial atatementa am the notee 

thereto, pr•ent tairly the financial posit:l.on of WatSonaJ Ycmndatian fbr 

Jeri.ah CUlture, Inc. at Decelllber 31, 197.l~ and the Na1ilt• ot ita oi.•atiom 

tar the year then ended., 1n con:tand.ty with genera.Uy acc-.,ted aceountiug 

principl• applied on a buia conatatent with that ot t.he prea.,tng y-.. 

~r ~~ 
cittll'.[l;D PUSliIC ACCOOllTA1ffS 
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!CATI<JfAL ~'!I0n ~ JEii~ cyt,V.U1 J!C.s 
NOTES 'I10 FilWICIAL S?A~ 

POLICIIS Alu) PRACTICB9 

I. General had 

Inc0111e: 

1. f!£?-"fl!Ulll ti c~ tmrmt.! 

c~ty cor&Utwita c:u-e rec·0rded on the sccrua.l ba1la vi.th illCOlle 
beta« reneeted in the year tor lllhich it waa deaiglllltecl i.y tbe 
eanamity. Pl.edgea receiwd between the period Januar1 1, 19'12 to 
Jarma:r.1 15, 1972 apec1tic .. •lly desi.8nated by donors tor 1971 bave 
been included aa income for the 7ear ended Decellber 31, l9'n. . 

R:q,end.itur•: 

2. E:qaeadituna are charged on the &CCJ"Ul bul• and allocated b7 ftmctioa. 
The functional ch•alncation of expenditures and the pereentag9 
eati1 ·2•tes al.located thereto were submitted by 111UDage:aent. 

3. (!1) Ineuranc·e pn:111::ma, h~apit.a11~t1on and medical care, empl.a.,11 
benefita, office aupplie, postage, sub~criptiona, etc. a.re not 

• pro-rated over the periods dfeeted. 

(b) 0-ftice equi~t ia expenMd 1tt year of pirciu-..se. 

Inc0111e: 

4. Income naeived from c0111111Unities 1• recorded on the accrual buia. 
Donations ftca illdlYidual.a, ft11mdatioa.a and. arsan1ua,1ou are recor4ed. 
on a caah baa1a, witb tbe exeepticm that pl.edcea received between tbe 
period ,T3naftry l, l~ ad Janu.ary 15, 1972 specifically d.ealgnatecl 
ror 1971 hnn been iocluded 1n inc0111e ror the yeaz ended Dec-•rl+er 31, 1911. 

,. KxpandJ:turea are puarally reco.-ded on a ca.ah baaia .. 

III. (Jeneral '.lfote• 

6. Inclepend.ent cont1nat1ona ot allocationa and~• rece1Ye4 traa 
CcwNUnitiea tor general 1\ID(l p.u-poeee Md. frail Pecluat10IIII ror Grant 
purpoMa bave been prepared and lld.led. Replies, u receiYtld, vill 
be NtCone1led with office recw4a. 



t 

I 

LOEB & TROPER 

. 7 0 MA r 1 c.., - •• E r J U F.. . r J E. I\ ✓ 0 f ; " , N '0 0 t:i 

Nat:taeaJ Foundation tor Jewiah Culture, Inc. 
122 But 42nd Streat 
Jlw York• l'lw Yark 10017 

~yl, 1972 

We h&Ye madned tbe accoapmying tinanctaJ state•st. ot 

ktional Fomw1at1on tor Jewish Culture, Inc. tor tbe ye&T eaded Deceaber 31, 

1971. Our enn1-.t1on vu , de in accordance with geaerally accepted 

auditing atand&rd8 and aecord1ng].y included auch teat. ot the aceount~ 

recorda and eucb otbar auc11t1ng procedm-• u ve conaidered neceaa.ry in tbe 

In our opinion. the ~ t"1nancial atateuaent. anrl the not• 

th...to, pr•ent tairly the fin&ncial position ot Rational Ycmn«at'\cm fbr 

Jeri.ah Culture. Inc. at Decflllber 31, 1971, and the rewlta ot 1ta oi,•atiom 

for the year then ended, 1n conft:andty with gener&lly accapted aceounti.Dg 

princ.ipl• appl.1-.1 on a buia cnnaiatent with that ot the preceding 7.,.. 
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¥TI~ JOlllll'TION JtS ~ ¥,'l'lEE1 IllC. 

- TABLE OF COll&i!S -

JIICIMBm », 1m 

Letter ot Truadttal~ psececliag. 

Noteta tc r-, nac!al st&taleuta. 

DllIBlT 

" 

tt 

u 

" 

•A" - st&teule.rlt oft 11 mneial 1'laition - All Funda -
Dacember 31, 1971. 

nA-1" - Reconciliation ot F\mct Balau.oee - For tbe Yeer 
Bmad r..c:eaber 31. 1971. 

"A-2• - Reconciliation ot ~¥ Allocation 1\lnde - Por the 
Year Edd_, Dace lber 31, 1971. 

''B" - state■ent ot ~iODII - l'ol- tbe Year ed 

"c" 

December 31, 1 ?'71. 

- Detailed Stc1;ement ot Functional Allocatiom of 
Buctgetary ~turea - Por the Year Ended 
December 31 • 1971. 

- Detailed Statement o'f Bu.dg¢ary Exper-41 turea -
COllplNK1 v1"1 Badget - Por tbe Year: Ended. 
Deem>er 31, lcr,l.. 
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MTI<aAL ~!IM ?Ut J!!!Wif~H. cyLTqllE1 J:!C.1 
NO'!'!! '!'O FDWICIAL S'?A~ 

POLICIIS AliD PBACTICB9 

I. General had 

Inc011e: 

l. Co;~ty C~t•ot!. 

c~ty corcitllenta a.re recorded on the ttccru&l 11• vith iacoae 
beiag reneeted ill the yeaz tor wic it vaa duignated by tbe 
c-o mity. Pledgea received between the period Januar.1 1, 19'12 to 
Jarma:r,- 15, 1972 apeciti,.,ally designated by donors tor 1971 have 
been included aa income for the ~ar ended Deceaber 31, 1971 . 

2. E:q,e,od1.tu:res are charged on tbe llCUU&l basis and llocated bJ f\mct1oa. nae functional cle.•altlcation of expend:Sturea and the pereentap 
e■ti1 ;,tea alloca~ed thereto vere submitted by •t1u1.grant. 

3. ( •) Ineu:raace pnrd:mu, h~apital 1 ~ t.ion and 1led1 cal care, emp.loy •• 
btlnefita, oi'fice aupplie, pot , aub::criptiona, etc. are not 
pro-rated over tlie ~iada fec:1:.ea.. 

('b) Office equipment 1• expenMd 1n ,ear of p&rciu''8e. 

4. lDCOlle noeived 'lroa c01111U1litie• 1• reconted on the aceni&l. buia. 
Daaatioas f'rCIII illd1Y1d.uala, faamd.ationa and arga.niuaiions an recorded. 
on a cuh buia, vitb the exceptiora that pl.edpa received between tbe 
period ,T nuftry 1, 1972 ud January 15, 1972 apecifical.ly clealgnatecl 
ror 1971 hnn been iacluded 1n incoae for the :,eoz ended Dec•l,er 31, 1911. 

,. Sxpend.1'1anta are puerall.J' recOl"ded on a caah buia. 

6. Independ.ent coatiraationa ot allocat1ona 1111d ~• receiftd troa 
Cc t.ill.1t1ea tor general fuD<l pu-poeea and. frail PedeJtat1(DI for Grant 
purpoees ban been prepared and aailed. Rep11N, u nceiftd, vill 
'be recanc11.ed vit.b ottlce HCQr4a. 

-Contitued-
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rc•r• ■&Zill I I l .... IM I ............ • ••aa.'11111:: t J II -· =-••t I .. r:.w,«r:MfM 1 I •CMetet J ......... t ,......-sc::a::-.,r:::=••::• I 

III. ceaerai lk¥t-ea - Cont'd, 

7. In thos~ 1nsi-llllCeG whrlrc tnc0r:11 ~ boo·1 derive<l f1'111 public eontributiana 
f'r-lm 1tkl • vidual fl ~ieal C\lWl ider(tt ion precl.JJde# t~ verification or 
wcll cartribution:s by direct c~ca.tioo 11'tb con·t-ributors. 

8. ~nt has reported ·tl:aat. theN a.re no pondiag lffltsuit,a or c" n.imB in 
\lllncb the POUlltktioa i~ 1.nvolved. 

4 I 

9. In 1911. ~2.l.,50~.oo at sub51d.1ea "AN1 mde from the General fur - ae :follows: 

*15,~.-00 t~ the Crna.l F-JJli_!. 
6.000.00 ~~ the Reee.n.rch St~ .!'\tad• 

!b.ls ~Xl)Qn~e WM c:ba.rged. c.a a non-~a.:ry e...~ tui--e of the Gene~ 1'lw.l 
tor too year eru.\e<.l Dece!lber 31 • 1971. 

10. In 19'~, a muoe~ .. o~ iederat1ons iu inta·l'1td.tate-siuci. c1t1e; requested 
the IFJC to a.coept ~1~ f'JUrrl' allocat 1.oos in bc.l&lf or national Jewish 
cultw-e.1 ~1oa wich are benef'!cl3 !es r tha~ te@ration.e. It 13 the 
desi1-e· or the ~oo.m.'l'ttiooa that the ~tion &~ide 1Q.X)n thir. ~,t)Ocl.f1c 
allocetione fbr ·hoae ~itw. &\ld:adte t.be actual disbunen!mtw. 

~.ev-ere.1 fi!'derlltioau in the l~ cltio:t ru~.~ ct?t a 1d.e ::.ctn allooa.t au 
far high 't)riarity- eultva.l projeeta .. OJ•lmded by the FOWldAU.on. 'l.'1'9A 

ea:..~«l. a.llotments bs¥e been accounted ~or toeetber :1th t'be "l.wlp t:al' 
al.looe.--t1003. '?he reccipte and ltiabw"'Sl.?riJ01Tts, 1:loveve"P• att ~..a 
aepe.n~l.y (!3ht.bit 1't,-2vt) . 

I -
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~~-TIO~ FOUml ~OR PO!<, JLVISH. ~rtl!u.1, .ntr .. • 
STAT!~ OP FIMA!l!IAL FOOITIOU .. f..J.iL FUIIIl1 

~ .:.:ar•••••ZIOIM-CJ MtW11,1C,,CU 1 IWS#"i •.c,aw ◄ aJSN ■ -¥/t e g I W,:tr■ P■ III-- ••• ........ ::cnee I .... IN ·••&2••··"' CIEi -•=-=• ... 

• saetG 
C&IJh in l:>ezlk: a. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
~tty cae ••••••••••••••.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Allocat·on.s Nc~i,n:i 1 - l<lfl•••••••••••••••••·•••••••··•• Allocationu reeeivable - 1970 an p:'."'l.or •.•••.•.........••. 
Depos i't • Alt.e rl can Airline:,s, In ."! •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Intertund re eivnhle ••••··•·•••••••·••••······•·····••··• i • ccllaneO\Ul re~ei ·,t,i. le:. .•••••••.••••••••••••••••••••.•••• 

Total Asz ts•··••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• -------
L.U HILI?n'S ABD FUffl} BA!lilferZ 

t X(!!l YN>lc•••·••••·•••••••••••••••••••••••·•••• 
,ccrued & ec pa.ye.bl.c •.••••••••••••.••••••••••••••••••• 
J\l:,Junt» hel. fur otbt~ .. ae ~ ci I! and special cul"tu.ral 
proj ct5 ( ~bit "J - ;_'') •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • 

Int , !\m:1. pt~ s ••••••••••..•••.••••..•••.••.••.•.•..•.• 

Tot 1 Linbilittee ..••••••••••.••.•.•.•.•.•.• 

Total. 

;40,461.24 
50.00 

41,114.00 
1,529.00 

~25.00 
J:>7.30 
l2.04 ... 

~· 1,o11. 23 
3,076.41+ 

30,966.1_ 
I. zrr.jQ 

$35,991.10 

General~ -
-;,17,06ll.~ 

so.oo 
[.:, '724.00 
1,5.19.00 

425.00 
~7.30 
1.2.o1. 

m.:e.a1•~ 

t" 1 !l01~1.23 
3,076.lµi 

Grant 1und -----

2,000.00 

... * 

* Frog conaitlllmtt.. exi,t !UI 01' December 31, l~ are not ·rlected as exneQd.iturea in th year in wich disbursed.. Ma.nag~ nt n.dvisecl tb&t there '-'el'O tot~.l c ....... .,_ ....... tment~ u ot cembe.r 31 • 1971 1 ~usrt of :_a.4,010.00. 

(S lloto to P1naae1al Statement) 

EXHIBIT " , • 

• 

.. I a ..., 

,,, .. 

• 

AgeJ1Cie• 
loea.,ion 
:\md 

15,390.00 

-... _, ..... 
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A~.di ti, ms ~ • \J. (Tlf-.duct,ioo,s) C:uring 
U...-e year an.ile-tt ~r 31., 17/l: 

Alloeatiooa for 1970 r<-1-Cei ve<i 
a.~e tbe 1'l&r 1971 ........... . 

lfet {De~caae) e.ir tnc~.e in 
inc~ t-"-"!l' expe.nditut-ee for 
't.. ,-e::u-- ended De~~ 31': 
l·::''Tl ( ........ ~l:11 t ~, lt' ) • ........... . 

fi..:t Increa.£e or (De ~raaF.~) i11 Fund 
B:r.l~Dees•••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

•••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Total 
..... f •• A ..... 

C~ne-,ffl). 
!~'und -- .. ., . .. 

a,,.,.., I I 

nasearch 
~.tS Fl.md. 

i 6,2??-~ 
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IXHIBIT "A-2H 

!tA:lIO,!AL ¥¥DAT!!)H FOR ~ISU Cut,TURl1 INC. 

UCOICILIA'l'IOlf or AGmlCY ~ATION nmDS .... ' 

Amouta i1ld for f!;h~r .y,~nc~-2! 
aad , Sf!S ~ - C\llturnl 
PJ:gJec~_! ... /ermax_z. _l.,_ .!91! 

Allocat1ana Received in 
1971:. 

For 19·7t? • • • • • • • • .. . •••• • • • • • • • • • • • 
For 1;9"fl ......................... . 

) 

hyants nade in l~ • e • e e • 0 • e e e e e e 0 

MOUD\s Held tor Other 
?;i~~-••- ~ad s~;tl° 
CUltural Project. -
rleceaber 31. 1971 •·•·•··•·•••·•·•• 

Total 

i~r12§§•~ 
(Exbiblt 'A I) 

:Wwp Swa 
Allocation• 

$ 6,925.c 
.lP.m.oo 43.~.oo 

• ' ;59,0.50 

. 42a26'.~ 

(see Notes to Financial flt.atellents) 

) dellOtea red tigure_ 

. . --

Special 
CU.ltural 

Allocatlona 

$20,953.13 
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ti.!, F~ POH JffiISll C.."tJL-.."'URE ~. 
--- .... a • $ii .. W $ ■ ·- ...,._ ._. I ...... t - .. ,_. T I- - 1 -

WII:= • wee Sl'IF • • • •• 11 j Ii « ■ I I I - =·• a a 

Incaae 
CQDIQll1ty' ~-a Punda .•.......•••• $ll7,-19'. 00 
CoctrlbutLm.s ••.••••.•••.•.....••••• ~.2,22·2eOO 

~~t-ci Incolle •••••••••••••••••• fla2,~1~,oo 

~rs m e~i tu.14e!l 
(r~e1t "ctt •••...••..•••••.•.•••• $10lJ- ~«. 74 :, 1. • • 

~; 
SeholA.rahip: and felloitshir,a ••.•• ~~460.oo 
~ta-1n-Ald. ..•.••.••.•...••..• 1,ar;.00 
Publ~catior:w. ••••.•••.•.•...•••••. ;co.oo 

l1es-9&rcb atUt'f1" e.xpend:l tu.~s ••••••••• ~.~--~ 
~&l ~1turea. •••••••••••• fl:46aotl-2•7!4 

Bma-~f~~ D~ . I Id -

~~t~ tiua Geoc-41 Pm1d 
(liotle 9) ..•.....•.......•......... 

lzltereat lnoae .flut Apnc.7 
A]Jocatiocl l\lnd ••..•••..•.••••••.• l 1,on.~ 

rat.al ••••. , .•..••••.•.••.••.•• ,! la9:Zl•9? 

or IncNlue 1n Incolm 

•• Wetz_.• I J 

Oeoera.1 
~ 

·115_i~.oo 

2ll~c112~.00 

$1~, 214-. 74 

~M1?.]-4.1!f 

;,273.~ 
lf.:J01.4'f6..08 l 

(See 1lote to financial 61.&tcl!llftta) 

N I • I I I Se I I 

~~ 
~ 

C}rSt hnd. 

• 2,000.00 . 
1,2,,oz,.cp ♦ .. 17>t92 

t;1Ji .a02ft.~ !, 112,0, 

ao,1'60.ro 
7,0T,.oo 

500.00 
~1:l,ooo.~ 

~a.in~ .. oo iPtop<>•~ 

~ 6.000.00 

-----

w-oo 7 11 
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Dl!rA.ILED ~ or PlJlt"l'I01W, Au..ocr .. n~ or 2UDGETARY ~nums 

ftll#Jlll•-1•■•.••-1 ••z••· ·----••r:.i••·•-t.:1111••· lilliiif)Llllltlt.:Q·•••···-----~-... ..:Z,4S~:S:s::::.1111Qtli:ll•a::r::~--•.1•• ••• , ..... ,. a a.: ff O 11 J I I I I· •~1 ....... ~--··••s=:a!llNl-••:ian••--••-=--r•r ....... . 

* 3 .. ~.17 
So"1.ee t.o :CuJ.:t;uraJ.. agenc ... ee. ................... ., ................................ . 7.81.6.13 

Iuteeyr.-taUon. and intn~tian ue1VJ.ce-a ........................................... . i,,840.68 , 

C008ultation vi'th ecammitieu •••••••••••••••• ~••••••••••·•••••••••·••••••••·•• 18~133-41 

44,499.!)ll 

~ ~t1on m<l demonst.r&t.loo. ....... ,, ...................................... . 2,918.02 

• Ooneral. ft1.ot't ed!ld.lustraticn ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.••••••••••.••••••• .µ,o46szrt 

(See Doten to Fi~"Uleial S~t.eaents) 

, •• ,,.,:tiff F ia I Alil;WC 1Cll S:1011 l .. I W II -- I r-•••1• I I .... I •-=" I I I I. I ... ,. ...... , ... , ■1-IIF .. ,.11;.111a1••--------

• • 
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Balariea ••••••••.•••••••••••.••••••••••••••••••••••• 
~ benetita • retl.relll8Qt arid heal.th ••••••••••. 
Pq:roU tam~·-·•·••··••···•····••··•••••··•·••••·•Rent and. otf'ice oarvices ••.•••.••••••••••.•••••••••• 
!el.epbaae 8Dd te~ ••...••••••.••••••••••••...•• 
Stationery ead IAIP9ll•••••·••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
P.d.lltirlc end pab11e ~tion.•••·••••••••••••••••• 
Pbatage ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
!ravel and 1.D-~ expenoes·••••••••••••••••·••••••• 
Bepu.r:. GEid 11&1utcmane~ ... o-ffiec 1'qtl.iparnt and 
ftlrnit\lZ'C •••••••••••••••••••.••••••••••••.••••...•. 

Ott1ce ~•••••••••••·••••••·•·•••••••••••··•• 
Books• ~1caltl .and. duec•••·••·••••••••••••••••·• 
~DfJ1'tl. twrance .••...••...•.••••••.•...••••••.••.• 
Meeting a:a4 coat~s .•••..•.•..•.••••••.••••....• 
Alld.it ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••..••. 
Cozunalt.aat teea••••••••••••••·•••••••••••••••••••·•· 
Re1oc.1--t.1oD and JICJV1Dg eoate •••. .••••••••••••.•••..••• 
Miaee1l~ exptUe•••••••••••••••••••••••••••·••• 

Jl1tlm: • 11A• .. Xnc111dee d.iaabilit,- ~. 

~&lr!!!et 
) 

$ 89,916.oo~ 
8,800.00 
2,800.00 
l,O(X).00 
9.000.00 
l, 70).00 
6,000.00 

2,000.00} 
) 

6crl.oo 
ks,.oo 

,000.'Xl 
.3,:>.00 

1.,,00.00 
... 

"B" • Includea ~ s of of.fact 4.t.t,l:icatcn-

I d & I I a••• am a ■ 

ActUAl 
!S!?ri~ 
$ 66,167.~ 

4,5".34 
1,'41.,3 

10 .. 035.00 
2,181.77 
1,221.64 
6.,36.?5(D) 
1,236.,0 
1,002.16 

29J.03 
704.28 
]91 ... 42 
27l.15(A) 

2,~.68 
1,2,0.00 
l,4?6.27 
1.361.10 

184.oo 

(Onr) 
or 

lbier 
!9!e! 

♦ 11,662.ai 

[ 1»235.00] 
612.03 

r 221-641 
2.-6].2' 

1-63.,0 
4-.197.24 

1,000.89) 
) 

~.,e 
118.25 

1,c»2.32 
100.00 
23.13 

[ 1,367.10] 
816.oo 



NATIONAL FOUNDATION FOR JEWISH CULTURE 
122 EAST 42ND STREET • NEW YORK, N. Y. 10017 • 

Rabbi Daniel J. Silver 
The Temple 
University Circle at Silver Park 
Cleveland, Ohio 44106 

Dear Daniel: 

October 7, 197 4 

The enclosed document is a draft of the 
Reassessment Committee's Report prepared by 
the Staff for consideration by the Committee at 
its meeting on October 13, 19 7 4 • 

490-2280 

Inasmuch as you have indicated that you 
will be unable to attend the October 13th meeting, 
I would very much appreciate your going over the 
draft and letting me have the benefit of your views 
so that they might be taken into account when we 
are reviewing the document before submitting it 
to the Board at the Annual Meeting. If you can get 
your comments to me before the October 13th meet
ing that will be ideal, but if not, we shall be 
grateful to receive them by the early part of next 
week. 

You may be sure that your help will be much 
appreciated. Kinde st regards . 

Enc. 

Cordially, 

G • M • Zel tzer, 
Chairman 
Reassessment Committee 
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REASESSMENT COMMITTEE 

(Preliminary Draft) 

National foundation for Jewish Culture 

October, 1974 



I • .. 

INTRODUCTION 

At the 1973 Annual Meeting of the National Foundation for Jewish 

Culture the newly installed President, Mr. Earl Morse, cal led for a re

evaluation of the objectives and activities of the Foundation as an aid 

to formulating future program and direction. He appointed Mr. G. M. 

Zeltzer, Vice-President of the NFJC, as Chairman of the Reassessment 

Committee, whose other members includeded Graenum Berger, Amos Comay, 
l 

Donald Day, Joseph Hurwitz, Marvin E. Kl itsner, Janet Lowenstein, Mendel I 

M. Selig, Daniel Jeremy Si Iver, Saul Viener, Sidney Z. Vincent, Paul H. 

Vishny and Maynard I. Wishner. 

The Committee met four times since its inception, and each of the 

sessions was wel I attended. At its meetings it discussed the relationship 

between the Foundation and the Joint Cultural Appeal, the grants program, 

pub I ications, scholarship, local cultural planning, the cultural arts, and 

research. In each of these areas it reviewed the original responsibi I ity 

of the NFJC, what it has been doing, what the present needs are, and what 

the future activity of the NFJC should be. To facilitate the work of the 

Corrmittee, Jhe Staff prepared outlines and papers for discussions, and 

these are avai I able uoon request~ 

1. THE REASSESSMENT COMMITTEE INTERPRETED ITS PRIMARY FOCUS TO BE THE 

PROJECTION OF FUTURE PROGRAM RATHER THAN THE EVALUATION OF PAST PERFORMANCE. 

At its first meeting, the Reassessment Committee decided that its 

major objective is to assist in delineating a program for the NFJC to pur

sue in the immediate future, rather than to evaluate the Foundation's 

initial mandate or to assess the way in which the agency carried out its 

original responsibi I ities. While it agreed that the past record would be 

reviewed to understand the conditions influencing the was the NFJC was able 

to function, it was felt that current conditions, needs and resources and 

those I ikely to obtain in the immediate furure, are more significant con

siderations for projecting a program for the next fe\v years. 

The Committee reviewed some of the needs and expectations that led 

-1-



• 

- 2 -

to the establishment qf the National Foun~~tion for Jewish Culture in 

1960. In the late 19~0's the organized communi·ties. were making more 

manifest the need for greate1 cultural activity and expressed the need 

to assure that American Jewry play its required role as the largest 

Jewish community surviving the Holocaust. The Board of the CJFWF autho

rized the survey of national Jewish cultural services, and the recommen

dation which emerged from that study resulted in the creation of the 

National Foundation for Jewish Culture. 

Tho NFJC was cal led on to meet a variety of general and specific 

needs. Ir was to serve as a clearinghouse for information in the cultural 

field and provide guidance to communities on cultural needs and programs. 

It was to plan for meeting unmet needs, help strengthen the existing 

agencies in the field, plan for and stimulate joint projects, and help up

grade· cultural services through the recruitment of personnel and the set-

ting of standards in a number of specific cultural areas. It was to serve as 

a central address to which questions regarding the Jewish cultural enter-

prise in America could be addressed. 

2. EXTREMELY LIMITED FINANCIAL RESOURCES COMPELLED THE NFJC TO RESTRICT 

ITS ACTIVITIES. 

Though the organized communities had approved the establishment of an 

agency to carry out an ambitious program as the central address for Jewish 

cultural I ife, they did not provide for the necessary financial structure 

to enable it to perform the assigned tasks. The intial budgets of the 

Foundation barely covered the administrative costs of a smal I staff and did 

not al low it to play the active role originally contemplated. 

Faced with the necessity of setting priorities, the NFJC in its early 

years selected a number of areas in which the needs were most pressing and 

apparent, where the opportunity existed for significant resul.ts with rela

tively smal I investment, and in which no other organization was involved. 

The areas in which the National Foundation made its most extensive 

efforts were in grants and scholarships, I ibraries and archives, Jewish 

Studies in colleges and universities, and in the strongthening of national 
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cultural agencie~. It also provided guidance and information on cul

tural developments to communities, studied some aspects of the field of 

pub I ications, and served as an information center for enquiries concern

ing the Jewish cultural field. 

The Reassessment Committee reviewed each of the areas 1n which the 

Foundation has played an active role. It also reviewed the needs in some 

of the areas where the NFJC has not been able to devote intensive effort, 

but which arc related to its general rang~ of responsibi I ity. 

Present(~d below 1s a summary of the Committee's discussions on the 

major area, ,1nd the prevai I ing views of the Committee regarding the direc

tion the Foundation should take. 

THE NATIONAL FOUNDATION AND THE JOINT CULTURAL APPEAL 

One of the original responsibi I ities of the National Foundation for 

Jewish Culture, and one which it has consistently tried to meet was to 

strengthen the national agencies and organizations providing cultural ser

vices to the Jewish community. Though there are a large number of agencies 

involved in cultural "production" and services, there is a smaller number 

of groups in which cultural activi ity is the sole concern. Thus, though 

organizations such as the American Jewish Committee, the B'nai B'rith, the 

American Jewish Congress, Hadassah, and the National J ,.:wish Welfare Boarrl 

al I conduct active cultural programming, there are a number of agencies 

which work exclusively in the cultural field. It is with this group of 

agencies (now joined together in the JCA*) that the National Foundation 

has been involved. 

The National Foundation was able to work closely with these agen~1es 

over the years, but mostly on an ad hoc, project-by-project basis. The 

responsiveness of these agencies to the needs of the communities was often 

viewed as insufficient, but it reflected the totally inadequate level of 

support of these agencies by the communities. The Foundation knew that an 

* The member agencies of the JCA are: American Academy for Jewish Re-

search, American Jewish Historical Society, Congress for Jewish Culture, 

Conference on Jewish Social Studies, Histadruth lvrith, Jewish Pub I ication 

Society, Leo Baeck Institute, YIVO-lnstitute fLr Jewish Research, and the 

National Foundcit·ion for Jewish Culture. 
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absolute condition to greater responsiveness by these organizations to the 

need of the communities was greater financial support. The com~unities, in 

turn, were eager for guidance about and interpretation of the work of the 

cultural agencies. 

The National Foundation over the years sponsored a variety of pro

grams to strengthen the cultural organizations, particularly in the financial 

sphere. Finally, at the 1971 CJFWF General Assembly, nine agencies joined 

together in the Joint Cultural Appeal with the NFJC as its administrative 

arm. It was hoped that a unified approach to the organized communities on 

behalf of al I nine agencies would stimulate a new level of community support. 

3. THE NFJC EFFORT ON BEHALF OF THE JCA HAS BEEN SUCCESSFUL AND THEFOUNDA--------------------------------------•-_..;.___ 
TION:s COMMITMENT TO THE JCA SHOULD BE VIEWED AS A MATTER OF PRIORITY. 

' ! 
The JCA is completing its third year of operation in 1974. These first 

three years were viewed as a pi lot period, and if the simple test of increased 

funding were applied, the arrangement has been markedly if not totally suc

cessful. In 1971, prior to the JCA, al I the agencies together were receiving 

a total of $266,000 in al locations from Welfare Funds. In 1974, the total 

wi I l be in excess of $480,000, an increase of approximately 80 per cent. 

However, it is sti I I wel I below the $620,000 minimum that had been validated 

by the LCBC in 1972. 

The JCA has found widespread approval within the organized Jewish 

community. The member organizations of the JCA have al I expressed satisfac

tion with the JCA and its results. The local communities feel that the JCA 
and conveRient of funds 

permits them to take a more rationa1;approac To the al locating~for cultural 

services. Greater attention has focussed on the fie Id of service and has · been 

demonstrated in increased al locations. 

Though the way the JCA funds are presently distributed imposes con

straints on the abi I ity of the NFJC to expand its program, and though there 

is lack of clarity regarding the respective planning roles of the NFJC and 

the JCA, the Reassessment Committee views the commitment of the NFJC to the 

JCA as essential. 
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4. THOUGH THE JCA ALREADY MAKES HEAVY DEMANDS ON NFJC STAFF RESOURCES 

THE FOUNDATION SHOULD SEEK TO INTENSIFY EFFORTS ON ITS BEHALF. 

While it is difficult to provide accurate data, it is estimated that 

slightly more than one-half of NFJC professional time is devoted to JCA 

activities. This involves contact with communities, preparation of bud

geting materials for the LCBC, development of promotional materials, and 

a I imited number of joint planning efforts. 

In each of these areas a great deal remains to be done. Though the 

JCA has had some success in raising the level of community support, most 

of the increased al location has come from the larger cities which often 

lead the way in meeting new priorities,rather than from the intermediate 

and smaller cities, whose record of support for cultural programs has been 

far below what can reasonably be expected. Far more intensive efforts 

need to be made with these communities. 

Essential to su . ·?ssful fund-raising is a promotional effort that can 

adequately present the needs and programs of the agencies. This in turn 

necessitates that programs be formulated in ways which are "promotable". 

The JCA has been able to make minimal progress in this respect, and more 

intensive work is required. 

Moreover, the organized corm,unities through the LCBC are demanding 

closer review of the efforts of the JCA member organizations to better 

understand the priorities in the cultural field. This review process is 

essentially a function of the NFJC but wil I involve the JCA structure. IT 

has already begun to involve considerable staff time, and as more 

agencies become involved staff involvement wi I I increase. 

There are two alternative ways in which the NFJC can undertake the 

required intensified efforts. It could devote more of its present staff 

resources to JCA, at the expense of its other programs and responsibi I iti es . 

Or, it could augment its present staff. Though this appears the more 

attractive alternative, it raises the problem of financing the new posi

tion, as the present distribution formula of the JCA, in which each agencies 

share appears to be fixed and in which the rate of increase might wel I 

stabi I ize at about 10% annually, imposes a severe restriction on the growt 
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in income of the NFJC, which is dependent on the JCA for 95% of its 

funds. 

CURRENT AREAS OF EMPHASIS 

In addition to the JCA, the National Foundation is active in a num

ber of other functional areas. M:>st of these programs are in areas which 

were assigned to the Foundation at its inception. These programs might 

be divided into two categories: those .which are ongoing and structured, 

usually through a committee or advisory counci I, and those which are ad 

hoc, in response to specific situations. In each of these categories, 

the Foundation attempt~ to work _within the conceptual framework it bel iev~s 

marked much of the thinking at the time of its formation. Principally, it 

is that the National Foundation is responsible for seeing that certain 

cultural resources be preserved and made available to the Jewish community, 

and that it can best meet this responsibi I ity by acting as a catalytic 

agent, rather than attempting to perform al I the many functions itself. In 

acting as a catalytic agent the Foundation brings together al I those active

ly involved in each of the functional fields and helps to plan coordinated 

programs which wi I I best provide the required resources. In this effort, 

the Foundation also acts as a conduit between those who might be considered 

the "producers" of cu I tura I services and the community whose needs are to 

be met and whose support is necessary. It conveys the needs of each to 

the other, and attempts to bring together the resources that wi I I lead to 

the cultural achievement. While the Foundation finds that at times it is 

required to assume a more active operational role than it prefers, it feels 

that it is most effective in its role as a catalytic agent. The functional 

areas are presented below. 

5. THE NATIONAL FOUNDATION SHOULD CONTINUE ITS PLANNING AND COORDINATING 

EFFORTS IN THE AREA OF ARCHIVES AND RESEARCH LIBRARIES. 

The National Foundation for Jewish Culture has been involved sinc2 

its inception with the field of research I ibraries and archives. For a nu~

ber of years prior to 1972 the NFJC had as part of its structure an 

Archives Advisory Counci I, and the soon to be pub I ished Directory of Jewish 

Arch i va I Institutions is one of the resu I ts of its of fort•- . 

This Council was superseded in 1972 by the formation of the Committee 

for Archives and Research Libraries in Jewish Studies, formed under the 



- 7 -

Impetus of the National Endowment for the Humanities, a federal govern

mental agency, which sought an appropriate vehicle through which it might 

receive grant app I i cations ·from institutions with Jewish co I I ect ions, 

presented in a planned and coordinated manner. The National Foundation for 

Jewish Culture appeared to the National Endowment as the natural instrumen

tality for this effort. Over the course of the last two years the Founda

tion has performed this role and provided the necessary leadership so that 

one proposal worth nearly $2,000,000 has already been submitted, with a 

reasonable prospect that at least part of the program submitted within the 

proposal wi I I be funded, and a second set of programs, at lease as large 

in scale, wi I I be prepared in the next few months. At times it has been 

difficult to get the cooperation by al I participants necessary to the suc

cessful functioning of the Committee, but it is now acknowledged that the 

Committee has been successful in its role as a planning and coordinating 

instrument. This success extends over and above the Committee's activity 

in preparing the proposals to the NEH. It is expected that this role can 

and wi I I be expanded, and it is quite possible that the Corrmittee wil I serve 

as the cental mechanism in its field - a role that had been contemplated 

when the Foundation was first founded. 

The Foundation's investment in providing the leadership for this Com

mittee has been large in terms of staff resources. Though it can look for

ward to a marked decrease in the scale of its uncompensated al location of 

staff-time, continued efforts wi I I be required. However, this function is 

clearly one with which the National Foundation must be concerned, and the 

mode of its functioning is perhaps typical of how the Foundation ought to 

proceed in other fields. These efforts need to be continued. 

6. THE FOUNDATION'S GRANTS PROGRAM HAS BEEN SUCCESSFUL AND WITH SOME MODI

FICATIONS SHOULD BE CONTINUED. 

The NFJC has long be·en actively involved in a grants program and it is 

the activity with which the Foundation is probably most closely associated 

in the pub I ic mind. With the primary intent of recruiting promising poten

tial scholars to the field of Jewish Studies or related fields the National 

Foundation has over the years awarded more than 200 grants. ~re than 90% 

of the recipients are involved in teaching Judaica or rclat j studies at 
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the College level, which is merely one indication of the program's suc-

cess. A very large proportion of those currently in teaching these sub

jects are former recipients of Foundation grants. It is particularly re

warding that through these grants the National Foundation was able to play 

a significant role in providing the human resources necessary to lay the 

foundation for the burgeoning College Jewish Studies programs which are such 

a signifi cant part of the Ame r -ican .J r.: wish sce ne . 

Since 1967 t-he grants program ha s ·_been channeled through an Academi c 

Advisory Counci r composed of distingui s hed academicians who set policies 

for the program and who review al I applications for gra r is and make recom

mendations for awards -. The Chairman of the Academic Advisory Counci I and 

former President of the Foundation, Rabbi Daniel Jeremy Si Iver, reviewed 

with the Reassessment Committee the operations of the grants program and 

some of its problems. Among his recorrmendations wert~J~e post-doctoral 

grants be discontinued, since senior scholars have other resources for ob

taining assistance, that a new form of pre-doctoral awards be provided 

through summer grants for those preparing for their comprehensive examina

tions, and that the National Foundation encourage t he Association for Jewish 

Studies to issue a scholarly journal for t he f ie ld. The Committee accepted 

these recommendations, with the understanding that certain facets of the 

program, especially those dealing with post-doctoral grants and the support 

of research leading to pub I ication wi I I be discussed in the context of it s 

review of the areas of scholarship and pub I ications. 

The Reassessment Committee also considered it advi soble that close 

coordination be maintained be tween th e Academic Advi sorv Ccunc i I and the lay 

leadership of the Foundation in the interest of promot ir ~ c greater under

standing of polici es and programs . 

ADDITIONAL AREA S OF PR IMACY 

Th e a reas describe d abo ve , whi ch inc lude t he J '"'A , i: ---r-::ri es and a r r. hi ves 

and the grants program a 11 op rate t hrough an ongo ing _·7, · - ~4,-1..= ! f ramewnrk 

such as a committee or counc i I to ass i,..t in t he pro~ r,-:''' ir·::- !er""enta tion. 

Th e Foundation is also involved in a numbe r of othe r f- ., , i '' 31 ac tiviti es 

wh; c h a re con due ted on an "as need" rath er than on a , ,P°t: r t i , g p rogramat i c 

bas is. Th ese, a~ wc l I as o the r areas, wi 11 be disc us _ d ; .., ~ e sec ti on be low. 
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7. THE NATIONAL FOUNDATION NEEDS TO COORDINATE W.TTII OTHER AGENCIES IN 

PLANNING FOR THE FIELD OF SCHOLARSHIP. 

Scholarship as a highly creative activity cannot be made-to-order. 

There are, however, sufficient areas relating to ·scholarship in ·wh.ich .. the 

avai labi I ity of resources are critical or which involve the cooperative 

efforts of a number of -different groups ·to make manifest the need for planning 

and coordina.tion. More importantly, there are needs and interests of the 

community at large which cal I for a planned and organized effort. 

Among these is one with which the National Foundation has long been 

concerned. This is the need to plan for the orderly development of the 

Jewish Studies program on the American campus. For more than a decade 

there has been a pro I iferation of Jewish Studies programs in the colleges 

and universities of the United States. Though much of this growth is 

welcome, problems have arisen which often accompany periods of accelerated 

activity. There are virtually no standards; there is need to clarify what 

a viable Jewish Studies program should be in different settings; there are 

communitfes and institutions of higher learning who undertake activity in 

the field without adequate understanding and without a wel I-conceived 

program; it is difficult to match needs and the resources avai I able to 

meet them, and what is avai I able is not being used most efficiently. 

The Foundation is closely associated with the growth in Jewish Studies 

programs and through its grants program and through its consultative 

services to coovnunities, universities and individuals has played an important 

and positive role in this area. The time is now at hand when the whole 

field should be assessed and evaluated and a sound program for the future 

should be formulated. The Foundation presently meets on an adhoc basis 

with various groups that are closely related to this field. With due 

recognition that certain aspects must be left exclusively to the 

academic institutions,there are sti I I areas in which the Foundation, due to 

its long invo lvement in this field and to the responsibi I ities originally 

assigned to is, can play an active role on helping to clarify in what ways 
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the field can benefit from cooperative consultation and planning. Rep-

sent-Jng a wide spectrum of interests, the Foundation should cal I 

together those presently active in this field, and work out with them a 

course of future action which is concrete and implementable. If a special 

mechanism is necessary, the Nationa·1 Foundation should play an active role 

in seeing that it is created, even if ·rhe Foundation is not i tse I f that 

appropriJh' mechanism. 

In 3Jdition to helping plan for effective development of the field of 

Jewish Studies, the National Foundation also has an interest in seeing that 

specific areas of scholarship, particularly the classical disciplines, are 

not neglected. This, too, would be one of the functions of a group 

established to consider the problems in the area of scholarship. 

8. RESEARCH AS THE BASIS FOR SOUND PLANNING IS A LEGITIMATE CONCERN 

OF THE FOUNDATION. 

Among cultural areas specified as fa! ling within the purview of 

the NFJC when it was created was that of Research. Research in the area 

of the social sciences is involved quite often in other activities of the 

NFJC, particularly in its grants program and in the work of the JCA. 

Many of the grants awarded by the Foundation are in the social sciences, 

especially in sociology. And in the JCA several of the agencies concern 

themselves with the field of social research, particularly such groups 

as the Conference on Jewish Social Studies and YIVO Institute for Jewish 

Research. 

Many area of concern to the Jewish community could benefit from 

sound research. Such matters as the scope of intermarriage and its 

imp I ications, patterns of Jewish commitment, demographic data, and 

mobi I itv al I need careful study. Though individual aspects are being 

researche~, they are often fragmentary, reflecting the particular in-

t~rest 0f 3r"'. i0ctivi::lual scholar. a1.d not necessarily geared to meeting 

the nee as of -,-1e Jewish community. 

The L'rofessional expertise and the techniques necessary to perform 
) 

large-scale research projects are certainly av3i I able to the American Jewish 

corrrnunity. \vhat is necessary is to establish a process in which the priority 

needs can be identified and the available resources mobilized to meet them. 
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It is a responsibi I ity of the National Foundation to see that this process 

takes place. It needs to bring together those interested in the field 

and help move the process forward. It is obvious that once areas for 

research are identified, a way wi I I need to be found to support them, 

and ·this too is some-thing which has a I eg it i mate c I aim on the Founda-

tion's attention. However, it should not viewed as an exclusive responsi

bility of the Foundution; rather the NFJC should seek to invite the partici

pation of other oppropria~e groups. 

9. THE NATIONAL FOUNDATION SHOULD UNDERTAKE THE INITIATIVE IN 

DEVEWPING AN APPROACH TO THE FIELD OF PUBLICATIONS. 

The field of Pub I ications is one which is integral both to the 

world of scholarship and to the capacity to present important Jewish 

material to a larger readership. At the inception of the Foundation 

Pub I ications was considered to be one of the prority fields for the new 

organization. The Foundation was expected to provide guidance as to the 

kinds of pub I ishing programs which should be supported by the Jewish 

community, and it was assumed that the Foundation would also see that 

pub I ishing projects which were needed but had not been undertaken might 

be carried out. 

The National Foundation has from time to time become involved in 

various pub I ishing projects, but not in a consistent, planned fashion. 

It has supported a number of specific pub I ishing efforts through grants, 

and when it could not provide direct financial assistance it has attempted 

to find other sources of support for projects it considered worthwhile. It has 

studied on an informal basis specific aspects of the problems of pub I ishing, 

most recently in regard to the need for scholarly journals. The National 

Foundation has also worked with the agencies involved with publication, 

such as the American Jewish Historical Society, Conference on Jewish 

Social Studies, Histadruth lvrith, American Academy for Jewish Research, etc. 

The NFJC feels that a more serious and sustained effort should be 

undertaken in the field of Pub I ications. The need for this effort, though 

long apparent, is intensified by changing conditions within the scholarly 

and pub I ishing fields. With the growth of Jewish Studies programs a large 

number of scholars have entered the field and need to have outlets for 
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their scholarly pub I ishing efforts. At the same time, the university 

presses which have been a major vehicle for scholarly publications have 

been facing severe economic pressures so that n number have ·discontin~ed 

operations while others have had to curtai I thelr production. This has, 

of course, had a serious effect on the ability of the scholar to pub I ish 

his work. 

The precise scope of the problem on Pub I ication has not been thoroughly 

explored, and there is very I ittle reliable data available as to how serious 

the problem is. Several aspects need to be reviewed: Is the scholar able 

to get his work pub I ished? Are there worthwhile projects and efforts 

that are not now being pub I ished because it is difficult to find a 

pub! isher? Is the marketplace a sufficient test of the worth of a work in 

terms of pub I ishing? Are there major combined research-pub I ishing efforts 

that should be undertaken but?re not due to lack of sponsorship? 

It is a legitimate concern and responsibi I ity of the National Founda

tion to see that these questions are answered, and in the I ight of the 

information derived appropriate action wil I be initiated. As in other 

areas, the NFJC should not attempt to meet these demands by itself, but 

does have the obi igation to work with other agencies and groups to identify 

the problems and help arrive at feasible solutions. It is, however, the Foun

dation's responsibi I ity, as representing the organized community, to 

initiate and set the agenda for these discussions, and to see that they 

move forward. In the area of Pub I ications, there is a special responsibility 

to work with the Jewish Pub I ication Society, a JCA affiliate,· which has 

been active for more than 80 years in pub I ishing work of importance to 

the Jewish community. The National Foundation should also consult with 

a number of other organizations and institutions, including selected 

university presses and commercial pub I ishers. The forum for these dis

cussions might range from ad hoc informal meetings to the convening of a 

ful I-scale, formal conference. 
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10. THE NATIONAL FOUNDATION SHOULD FORMULATE A POSITIVE PROGRAM TO 

ENCOURAGE JEWISH EXPRESSION THROUGH THE ARTS. 

The cultural arts such as music, dance, poetry, drama and cinema, were 

not considered in the initial mandate of the NFJC, though not expressly 

excluded. Over the past fifteen years the NFJC has as a matter of 

practicality avoided dealing with this field. It has received many 

requests, for assistance from those wishing to undertake projects using the 

various media of the arts, but it has uni'formly turned them down on the 

basis that it had neither the mandate nor the financial resources. Whenever 

possible it has tried to find other, _sources of support· for particularly 

significant projects. This po I icy: · ·however, needs to be reconsidered. 

Artistic expression can be as much a reflection of Jewish cultural values 

as scholarship. And in the present condition of American Jewish I ife, the 

arts can release creative energies in a positive way of many, and 

particularly the young, who are not now expressing any form of Jewish 

commitment. 

The role of a planning agency is perhaps more complex and difficult in 

the arts than in any other area. The arts are the product of individuals 

whose talents and creativity cannot be cal led into being merely on the 

basis of someone else's perception of need. On the other hand, it is in 

this area of unleashing creativity that it bears some resenblance to the 

world of scholarship. And that is the sphere in which the Foundation has 

had marked success in providing an opportunity for individuals who are 

motivated to engage their talents in ways related to the Jewish interest. 

This motivation exists in the field of the arts, too, and needs to be 

encouraged. 

There are a number of organizations which have an interest in working 

1n this area, particularly the National Jewish ~velfare Board representing 

the Jewish Community Center movement. There has, however, been no sustained 

effort in undertaking a concerted, national program in this field. It is the 

function of the National Foundation for Jewish Culture, together with those 

others who have an interest in this field, to identify what needs to be done 

in this area and how this ~an best be accomplished. A variety of efforts 

m: ght be ca I I ed for which cou Id· range fr·c ~te tt1," conve ning () ·f a . na ·;-1· "'na I 
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conference to the establishment of a consultative body or some combination 

of approaches. These initial efforts might resul ·t in an expression of the 

need for an onqo inq apparatus to serve this field. Though in no case 

are these et f o r I·. to be the Nati ona I Foundation's a I one, it shou Id p I ay a 

leading role in bringing together the various groups functioning in this 

area in the service of the community. 

11. IT IS IMPORTANT TO BRING CULTURAL SERVICES TO LOCAL COMMUNITIES~ 

THE NATIONAL FOUNDATION DOES NOT NOW HAVE THE RESOURCES TO CARRY OUT A 

PROGRAM FOR THE ESTABLISHMENT AND SERVICING OF LOCAL CULTURAL COUNCILS. 

It is an obi igation of al I national agencies to try to make their 

services as avai I able as possible to the local communities. This is 

especially true of the National Foundation for Jewish Culture which was 

established by the organized communities and which maintains a special 

relationship with them. It is obvious that one important measure of success 

of a national agency is how wel I it can affect the I ives of the people 

it is meant to serve. In terms of the cultural agencies this means 

finding ways for people in their own commu ni ties t o participate in meaning~ 

ful cultural activity and to avai I themselves o f na tional cultural 

resources. 

Although there are many cultural activities on the local level in 

which individuals can participate, there are few cities which plan on a 

community-wide basis to meet the broad spectrum of cultural needs of th e ir 

population. In many cities the Jewish Community Centers conduct a strong 

cultural program, but may not be able to secure the broad cooperation 

of the various groups within the community. It is usually the Federations 

which can play the central role, and the NFJC has attempted to see if 

local cultural counci Is under the aus pi ces of the Federations would be 

a suitabl e mec hanism to meet this nee d. 

Frrst a ttempt was made to establi s h s uch a locaJ counc i I with t he 

Jewish Fede ,-at ion in Co I umbus, Ohio. Though a me chanism was es tab I i s heo , 

and is fun c tioning, there are so many diffi c ulties in relating national 

servi ce to lo c:11 needs that it has demons tra ted to the NFJC staff that 

s uccessful e tft rt in this area demands resources far beyond the Foundoti Ln ' s 

present capac ities. The Foundation might the re fore find it more product i 

at thi ~ tim ~ to set up a joint consultativ ~ process with appropriat 
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nat i ona I agenc I es .to poo I their resources and services for he Ip t ng 

lor.al communities undertaking this type of cultural planning. 

12. A CLEARINGHOUSE FOR CULTURAL MATTERS IS AN URGENT NECESSITY. 

In a.I I, ·the functions described above it is obvious that the 

gathering and dissemination ·of infonnation is a primary need. This 

is a prerequisite condition to better coordination of cultural 

activities -- both local and national .. 

The National Foundation has performad this clearinghouse role on 

an ad hoc basis but .not in the co~prehensive manner that is required. 

The resources in staff-time that would be required to p.erform this task 

adequately are beyond the present capacity of the Foundation. If 

additional rescurces became available, the NFJC would sti I I need to choose 

whether its priorities are ir. seeing that the need in the specific 

functional areas described abcve are met, or in utilizing its personnel 

in areas such as serving as a clearinghouse or in interpretation. 

One approach that wi I I address this di lemna is for the Foundation to 

serve as a clearinghouse in the areas in whJch it is performing its 

functional responsibility. Inasmuch as a function of the Foundation is to 

see that efforts in specific areas are coordinated, it would become a 

simpler matter to perform a clearinghouse function not only among those 

performing these 3ctivities but also for the purposes of dissemination to 

the community at I arge. 

IMPLICATIONS OF RECOMMEN0ATIONS 

It is obvious that al I the recommendations discussed above cal I 

for a major expansion of NFJC activity. The Foundation staff of two profes

sionals and clerical support is fully committed to present activities 

and cou Id not absorb any substant i a I increase in its res pens i o i I it i es. Ii" 

is also obvious that though the Foundation has been worki ng effectively 1n 

a I imited number of fi ~lds, ~ore is demanded of it both tc meet real needs 

which are not now being met and which wi I I not be met by an yone else and 

to demonstrate to the community that the Foundation is wi I I i ng to assume 

the responsibi Ii ties for which it was e s tablished. 
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13. ADDITIONAL STAFF ·IS REQUIRED TO PROVIDE THE CAPACITY FOR 

EXPANDED ACTIVITY. 

Even if only several of the recommendat-ions dre accepted for immediate 

implementation, the National Foundation wil I need to expand its staff beyond 

the present level. To intensify efforts on behalf of thP. £"A and perhaps 

combine this function with that of ~orking with the local communities, 

would alone require an additional professional. At feast one other 

professional would be necessary to develop programs in some of the areas 

described above, such as pub I ications or the arts. Based on current salary 
' 

levels for competent individuals, such augmentation might increase the 

present budget of the NFJC by $60,000-70,000. 

14. THE PRESENT DISPRIBUTION FORMULA OF THE JCA WILL NOT PERMIT SUFFICIENT 

GROWTH IN FOUNDATION RECEIPTS TO COVER THE NEW EXPENDITURES. 

: Under the present distribution formula the National Foundation 

receives 39.1 percent of al I al locations to the JCA, plus out-of-pocket 

costs entailed in administering the Appeal. Given the present situation in the JCA, 

it is uni ikely that the formula can be substantially modified to the benefit 

of the Foundation. And given present patterns of community al locations, funding 

of the JCA wil I probably not grow at an annual rate exceeding 10%. This 

wil I barely meet the cost of operating at the present level. 

However, it should be pointed out that some of the increased expenditures 

being considered are for the operation of the JCA itself and these wi I I be 

compensated in part by the Appeal as an out-of-pocket reimbursement, 

separate from the regular distribution. Thus, I imited expansion of effort 

for the JCA can take place even within the present arrangement. 

15. NEW PROGRAMS WILL INVOLVE SUBSTANTIAL COSTS IN ADDIXION TO THOSE 

FOR STAFF AUGMENTATION. 

It is expected that many of the new programs that are suggested wi I I 

involve the Foundation in expenditures beyond those for personnel. These 

other expenses wil I be in the area of subsidization, for no matter what 

program wi I I be put forward there is little doubt that implementation wi I I 

cal I for the outlays of relatively substantial sums. One basis for 

estimating th0se costs might be to use the nrants program as~ noint of 
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reference. Th;s program currently amounts to approximately $60,000. 

It is likely th8t expenditure on a similar scale would ultimately be 

required for new programs such as Pub I icatlons, the Arts, Research, etc. 

16. A SPECIAL COMMITTEE SHOULD BI:,' ESTABLISHED TO FIND NEW WAYS FOR THE 
. . 

NATIONAL FOUNDATION TO FINANCE ITS PRX~AM. • ; 

Inasmuch as it is necessary for the NFJC to expand its program, and 

inasmuch as it appears that the present method of depending almost exclusively 

on community al locations to the JCA is not adequate for this expansion, new 

ways of financing the operation of the Foundations need to be found. Among 

the possible new sources for funding might be 

private foundations 

- endowment funds 

the solicitation of a capital fund 

- contributions by individual 

supporters in a membership structu:e. 

If the Foundation is not to stand sti I I, it wil I need to begin under

taking some of the tasks outlined above, and a committee should be established 

immediately to see how this new program could be financed. 



Grantee & Year 

Joy Abrahamstb(Land) 
1973-74 

Dr. Phyllis Albert 
1969-70 

Dr o Abraham Avni 
1962-63 

Dav.id S •• Ariel 
1976-77 

Dr. Leila R. Avrin 
1971-72 -

Gershon C. Bacon 
1973-74 

Dr. Warren K. Bargad 
1968-69 & 1969-70 

David A. Barish 
1972-78 

Dr. Sidney Berger 
1962-63 

Jay R. Berkovitz 
1978-79 

NATIONAL FOUNDATION FOR JEWISH CULTURE 
PRE-DOCTORAL GRANTS AWARDED 1961-1978 

School & Field 

UCLA 
Near Eastern S ~•..1die s 

Brandeis 
N. E. & Judaic Studies 

U • of Wisconsin 
Comp. Lit. 

Brandeis 
N. E. & Judaic Studies 

Michigan U. 
History of Art 

Columbia 
History 

Brandeis U g 

Hebrew Lit. 

HUC-JIR 
Cine. 

u. of Kansas 

.. 

Speech & Drama 

Brandeis 
N. E. & Judaic Studies 

Title of Dissertation 

An Urban Study of Jerusalem 
Under the British Mandate, 
1917-l94 7 

Structure & Institutions of 
the French Jewish Communi
ties, 1815-1852 

The Impact of the Bible on the 
French & German Romantic 
Poetry 

A Critical Examination of the 
Teachings of Shern Tab ibn 
Shern Tab, a Fifteenth Century 
Kabba list 

Illuminations of the Moshe Ben 
Asher Codes 

Agudath Israel in Poland 
1919-1939 

Philosophers & Fools: A Study 
of Fictional Characters and 
Techniques of Characteriza-
tions in the works of Hayyim 
Hazaz 

Historical Parallels to Josephus 

The Theme of Persecution in 
Selected Dramas in the Yiddish 
Art Theater 

The Ideological Development of 
French Judaism Under the Impact 
of Emancipation & Reform 1808-1860 

Current Status 

P~.D not received 

Lecturer-History of Judaic Studies 
Clarke U. 

Prci. of English 
Calif. State U. 
Long Beach 

Teaching assistant at Brandeis 

Lecturer-Grad. Library School 
Hebrew U. 

Instructor--Jewish History 

Jewish Theological Seminary 

Asst. Prof. Mod. Hebrew Lit. 
HUC-Cinci. 

Dept. of Drama 
U. of Houston 

6,178 



Grantee & Year 

Dr. Da\·id Biale 
, -

1975-76 

Dr .J. David Bleich 
1961-62 ' • • • 

Dr. Gerald Blidstein 
1963-64 

Dr. Baruch. Bokser 
19 73 - 7 4 (Rabbi) 

Dr. Stuart A. Borman 
1969-70 

Roman S. Brackman 
19?0-71 

Ross I. Brann 
1978-79 

School & Field 

U. of C. 
History 

Columbia 
Med. Jewish Philos. 

Yeshiva U. 
Rabbinics 

Brown 
Religious Studies 

U. of Chicago 
History 

NYU 
History 

NYU 
Dept. of NE Languages & 
Literatures 

Dr. Jay Braverman Yeshiva U. 
1961-62 & 1964-65 Jewish Philosophy & 

History 

Dr. Chaim Brovender Hebrew U. 
1966-67 History & Lit. 

D\i~ ~. Bun~ s 
19'l7-78 

Dr. Ivan Caine 
"1966-67 

Columbia 
Linguistics 

U. of Pa. 
Semitics 

-2- Pre-doctora 1 

~ Title ·of Dissertation 

The Demonic in History: Gershon 
Scholem & the Revision of Jewish 
Historiography 

The Translation,Annotation and 
Critical Exposition of the Phil~ 
sophy of Gersonides' Milchamoth 
Hashen-

Talmudic Legislation on Idolatry 
and its Persian and Hellenistic 
Background 

Samuel's Commentary on the 
Mishnah: Its Nature, Form and 
Contents 

A Study of Student Zionift Organiza
tions in Prague, 1893-1914 

Stalin's Policy Towards Foundation 
of the State of Israel 

Structure and Meaning in the Secular 
Poetry of Moshe ibn Ezra 

Jerome as Biblical Exegete in Re
lation to Rabbinic and Patristic 
Tradition as Seen in his Commen~ 
tary on Daniel 

The Syriac Massora 

Judezmo and Yiddish: A Compara
tive Study 

Redaction of the Book of Numbers 

Curr~nt Status 

Coordinator of Jewish Studies 
SUNY - Binghamton 

Rabbi isaac Eichanan Theological 
. SE:mj.nary 

Yeshiva Univ. 

Prof. Rabbinics-Ben Gurion Univ. 
Beer Sheba, Israel 

Asst.Prof. Rabbinic & Judaic 
Studies- Univ. of Calif. -Berkeley 

Archivist 
Ben Gurion:Research Inst. 
S 'de Boker, Israel 

Ph.D not received 

Principal - United Talmud Torah -
Montreal 

Dean-College of Jewish Studies 
Jerusalem 

Professor - Biblical Civilization & 
Chairman, Dept. of Biblical Studies 
Reem structionist Rabbinica 1 Co 11. 
Philadelphia 
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Grantee & Year 

Dr. Robert Chazan 
19 65 •• 66 

Dr.Bernard Choseed 
1961-62 

Dro Mark R. Cohen 
1973-74 

Dr. Nonnan J. Cohen 
1974-75 

Adrienne J . Cooper 
1976-77 (Gordon) 

Dr. Alan M. Cooper 
1975-76 

Dr. Arnold Dashefsky) 
1969-70 ) 

) 
Dr. Howard Shapiro I 
196~7() 

School & Field 

Columbia 
Jewish History 

Columbia 
Language & Linguistics 

JTS of America-Inst. 
of Advanced Studies in 
the Humanities 

HUC 
Jewish Inst •. of Religion 

U. of Chicago 
History 

Yale 
Religious Studies 

Univ. of Minn. 
Sociology 

Univ o of Minn. 
Sooiology 

Dr. Leonard Dinnerstein Columbia 
1964-65 American History 

Dr. Lester Eckman 
1962-63 & 1963-64 

:Or. Albert Ehrman 

1973-74 

Columbia 
Hebrew Lit. & Jewish 
History 

NYU 
Lang\_\atJ8!1 & Linguistics 

- 3 - Pre-doctoral 

Title of Dissertation 

A Study of the Archival Materials 
for a History of 13th Century 
Jewish Life in Royal France and 
in the County of Champagne 

Jews in Soviet Lit. 1928-1948 

Jewish Territorial Leadership in 
Fa timid Egypt & Syria: The 
Period of the House of Nevorakh 
ben Saadish 

Critical Edition of Midrash Pesikta 
Rabbati 

American Immigrant Men of 
Letters: Yiddishists & Hebraists, • 
1890-1940 

Biblical Poetics: A Linguistic 
App.roach 

Changing forms of American Jewish 
Identity: A Study of the St. Paul 
Community 

The Leo Frank Case 

The Life & Works of Rabbi Israel 
Meier Kagan-Hafets Hayyin, 
1828-1933 

Blac~ -Judaism in New·York 

Current Status 

Prof. Jewish History 
Ohio State U. 

Prof. English as a foreign lang. 
& Russian- Georgetown U. 

Prof. N eair Ea stem Studies 
Princeton 

Asst. Prof. Rabbinics 
HUC - N.Y. 

Teaching Fellow - Max Weinrei 
Centa-

Asst. Prof. Bible 
McMaster U. 

Assoc. Prof. Sociology 
Univ. of Conn. 

Assoc. Prof. Sociology 
Univ. of Mass. 

Prof. - History Dept. 
Univ. of Arizona 

Prof. - History Dept. 
~ouro College 

Social Studies - DeWitt 
Clintpn H. S,., NYC 
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Grantee & Year 

Dr .Judith Eisenstein 
1964-65 

David H. Ellens:>n 
1977-78 

Israel Elpern 
1910-71 

Mark A. Epstein 
1976-77 

Florence Faerstein 
1963-64 & 1964-65 

David J. Feder 
1975-76 

Dr. Esther Fe ldblum 
1970-71 Deceased 

Dr.- Ri~hard f. F .Jin· 
1977-78 

Dr. Marvin Fe-u-erwerger 
1975-76 

Dr. Lawrence B. Fine 
1973-74 

David F. Fink 
1977-78 

School & Field 

HUC -JIR 
Sacred Music 

Columbia 
Religion 

U. of Wisconsin 
History 

U. of Washington 
History 

Brandeis U. 
Hebrew & Yiddish Lit. 

U. of Chicago 
Political Science 

Columbia 
History 

Columbia-Max Weinreich 
Center for Jewish Studies 

Harvard 
Dept. of Govt. 

Brandeis 
Judaic Studies 

Yale 
Religion 

- 4 - Pre-doctoral 

Title of Dissertation Current Status 

The Music of the Liturgy of 
Provencal Jewry in the Papal 
Provinces 

In ~tQtor- ~Ufed) • 
sc;}.t>Qi Af· -Music ·_ B:U_C-JIR 
New York City 

Cortinuity & Adaptation: A Study 
of 19th Century German Neo
Orthodoxy as Reflected in the 
Work of Rabbi Esriel Hildesheimer 

,. 

The Jewish Delegations at the Ph.D. not yet received 
Paris Peace Conference of 1919 

The Jewish Communities and Ph.Dnot received 
Their Role in the Ottoman Empire, 
14 21-1566 

The Works of Isaac Bashevis Singer Free-lance writer, 
Trans la tor, Instructor 

The Jewish Question Viewed Through 
the Prism of Early French and 
German Socialism 

The American Catholic Church 
and the Jewish State 

Retraining to teach Jewish Lit. 

Foreign Policy & Domestic Politics: 
The Role of American Jewry in the 
Definition of American Interests and 
Policies Regarding the Middle East 
and Israel 

CoordiQator ~f Jewish Studies 
Eng-lish Dept. - SUNY 
New Paltz 
Visiting Scholar 
Brookings Institute 

The Influence of Prophetic Kabbalah Univ. of British Columbia 
on Sixteenth Century Kabbalah in 
Safed and Jerusalem 

The Hebrew Grammar of R. Moses Asst. Prof .-Dept. of Oriental 
ben Maimon Studies - Univ. of Maryland 
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Grantee & Year 

Rivkah D. Fishman 
1977-78 

School & Field 

Hebrew U. 
Comparative Religion 

Dr. Samuel Z. Fishman UGI.A 
1968-69 Hebrew Lito 

Dr. Paul R. Mendes-Flohr Brandeis 
1969-70 fewish Philosophy 

Dr. Everett F. Fox 
1972-73 

Richard W o Fox 
1974-75 

Mark Friedman 
1977-78 

Brandeis 
N. E. &· Judaic Studies 

Stanford 
History 

Columbia 
History 

Dr. Mordechai Friedman U. of Pa. 
1967-68 & 1968-69 Oriental Studies 

Marcus Fuchs 
1964-65 & 1965-66 

Benjamin Gampel 
1978-79 

Stephen Garfinkel 
1978-79 

Dr. Harold Gastwirt 
1967-68 

Dr. M. David Geffen 
1969-70 

Dr. Irving Gersh 
1963-64 & 1964-65 

U. of Pao 
Orienta 1 Studies 

Columbia 
History Dept. 

Columbia 
M. E. Languages & Cultures 

Columbia 
Jewish HistG>ry 

Columbia 
Philosophy 

Brandeis 
N. E. & Judaic Studies 

- 5 - Pre-doctoral 

Title of Dissertation 

The Second Temple Period in 
Byzantine Chronicles 

The Social & Literary Criti
cism of M. Y. Berdichevsky 

Martin Buber & German Social 
Thought 

Back to the Spoken Word: Buber 
and Rosenzweig on the Bible 

Jews & Gentiles in the San 
Francisco Elite, 1880-1920 

The Lithuanian Kehillah, 1919-1926 

The Jewish Marriage Contract 
Found in the Cairo Geniza, Pre
dominantly from the 10th to the 
13th Centuries 

Current Status 

Program & Resources Dir. 
Nat'l. Hillel Foundation 

Lecturer-Modern Jewish Thoug 
Hebrew U. -Jerusalem 

As soc. Prof. of Religion 
Dept. of Religion-Boston U. 

Grant withdrawn. 

Sr. Lecturer-School of Jewish 
Studies & Talmud Dept. 
Tel Aviv Univ. - • 

Study of the Mari Cuneiform Tablets Ph.D not received 

History of the Jews in Medieval 
Navarre 

Akkadian Influences on the Book of 
Ezekiel 

Fraud,Corruption & Holiness 

Elijah del Medigo and his 
Behinat ha-Dat 

Moshe Leib Lillienblum: An 
Intellectual Biography 

Administrator-Center for Jewis 
Education in the Diaspora 
Hebrew U. 

Temple Beth Sholem 
Wimington, Del. 

Dept. of Hebrew 
CUNY 



Grantee & Year 

Dr. Neil Gillman 
1961-62 

Dr. Seymour Gitin 
{l/?f~ ) l.. 

Dr. Joseph Gitman 
1961-62 

David L. Gold 
1972-73 

Dr. Peter B. Golden 
1969-70 

School & Field 

Columbia 
Philosophy 

HUC - JIR 

Yale 
History 

Columbia 
Linguistics 

Columbia 
History 

Dr. David M .Golderberg Dropsie 
1976-77 Post-Biblical History 

Eric A. Goldman 
1977-78 

NYU 
Cinema Studies 

Dr. Perry M. Goldman Columbia 
1964'-65 History 

Edward S. Goldstein 
1978-79 

Dr o .Martin L. Gordon 
1972-73 

Brandeis 
N. E. & Judaic Studies 

Yeshiva U. 
Philosophy 

Columbia 

- 6 - Pre-doctoral 

Title of Dissertation 

The Gradual Shift from Literal 
Truth in Religious Propositions 
Toward Symbolic or Metophorical 
Truth 

A Ceramic Typology of the Late 
Iron II, Persian and Hellenistic 
Periods at Tell Gezer 

The JeNs & Jewish Problems 
in the Polish Parliament, 
1919-1939 

A Comparative Examination of 
Yiddish & Ladino 

1he Khazars: Their History & 
Language 

The Halacha in Josephus and in 
Tannaitic Literature: A Comparative 
Study 

A Study/ History of Yiddish Cinema 

American-Jewish Men of Letters 
1918-39 

The Jewish Labor Committee, 
1934-67: an Analytic History 

Exposition of the philosophic 
theological system of Jacob 
Ana toli • s Ma la mad Ha talmidim 

The New York Kehillah, 1908-1922 Dr. Arthur Goren 
1972-73 American & Jewish History 

Dr. Moshe Gottlieb 
1963-64 & 1964-65 

Brandeis 
N .E. & Judaic Studies 

The Anti-Boycott Movement in 
the United States for the Period 
1933-41 

Current Status 

Dean ·of Academic Affairs: 
Asst •. Prof. of Philos -. of Judais 
Rabbinical Dept'. Jewish Theolo 
Seminary 

Instructor - Archeology-HUG 
Jerusalem 

Dept. of History 
St. John's Univ. 

Sr.. Lecturer -
U. of Haifa - Israel 

Dept. of History 
Rutgers 

Director-Jewish Media Service 
National Jewish Welfare Board 

Educational Director 
Larchmont Tem11le 
Larchmont, N. Y. 

As st. Prof. Judaic Studies 
Stem College 

As soc. Prof. History 
Hebrew U. 

Adjunct Prof. -Judaic Studies 
SUNY - Binghamton 
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Grantee & Year 

Nancy Green 
1978-79 

Rabbi Wallace Greene 
1974-75 

Dr. Gershon Greenberg 
1966-67 

Elinor J. Grumet 
1974-75 

Dr. David J ~ Halperin 
1972-73 & 1974-75 

Mordecai M. Hauer 
1963-64 

Moshe Havivi 
1961-62 

Jonathan Helfand 
1971-72 

Deborah S. Hertz 
1975 001 76 

Martha Hi nmelfarb 
1978-79 

Dr. Frances M .Hoffman 
1967-68 

Carmi Horowitz 
1973-74 &1974-75 

- 7 - Pre-doctoral 

School & Field 

U. of Chicago 
History 

Yeshiva U. 
History 

Columbia 
Philosophy of Religion 

Iowa U. 
English 

U. of Calif. -Berkeley 
N. E. Studies 

New School for Social 
Research 
Political Science 

Dropsie 
Education 

Yeshiva U. 
History 

U. of Minnesota 
H1story 

U. of Pa. 
Religions Studies 

Brandeis 
N. E. & Judaic Studies 

Harvard 
N. E. _ • .1gt:a .;es & Cultures 

Title of Dissertation 

Jewish Immigrant Workingclass 
Organizations: Paris, 1880-1920 

Life & Times of Judah Ben 
Asher 

The Impact of Hegel~ on Samuel 
Hirsch's Religious Philosophy 

The Fabrication of Culture: The 
Criticism of Jewish Literature 
in America 

Development of the Exegesis of 
the Book of Ezekiel in Judaism 
and Early Christianity 

Hungarian Jewry Under the Horthy 
Regime, 1910-1914 

The Role of the Teacher in the 
Schools of the Alliance Israelite 
Universelle, 1862-1914 

The }'ews of France Under the 
Second Republic and Second 
Empire, 1848.:.1870 

The Literary Salon in Berlin, 1780-
1829; The Social History of an 
Intellectual Institution 

Current Status 

Hebrew Teacher - Stern Coll 

Director -Jewish Studies Pro 
Washington U. 
Washington, D .C. 

Eng\ish Dept. -Xavier U. 
Cincinnati 

Assoc. Prof. Dept. of Religio 
U . of North Carolina 

Principal-Bay Torrace Jewish 
Center-Bayside, N. Y. 

Instructor 
Judaic Studies 

• Brooklyn College 

Ph.D. not received 

Visions of Hell in the Pseudepigrapha Teaching at Princeton Univ. (8wiix1§ed 6/19;1a) 

Sephardic Jewish Community in France Asst. Prof. of History 
Biography of Abraham Furtado U. of Mass. 

Derashot of Joshua Ibn-Shu'eib: A 
Literaty Historical Analysis 

·Teaches at Maimonedes 
School in Brookline-also 
instructor at Harvard 
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Grantee & Year 

Dr. Paula Hyman 
l972-73,& 1973-74 

Dr. Ruth Hyman 
1971-72 & 1972-73 

Dr. Alfred Ivry 
1962-63 

Dr. David Jacobson 
19 75-76 

Dr. Charles L. T aret 
1975-76 

Dr. Bernard Johnpoll 
1963-64 

Jenna W. Joselit 
1976-77 & 1977-78 

Dr. Noel Kaplowitz 
1968-69 

Aaron L. Katchen 
1973-74 

David S. Katz 
1976-77 I 1977-78 

Dr. Steven T. Katz 
1969-70 

School & Field 

Columbia 
History 

City U. 
History 

Brandeis 

- 8 -

N. E. & Judaic Studies 

U .C .L.A. 
N. E. Languages & Lit. 

U. of Chicago 
Sociology 

Rutgers U. 
Pol. Science 

Columbia 
History 

Columbia 
Pol . Science 

Harvard 
N. E o Languages & Classics 

Oxford 
History 

.. 
Cambridge (England) 
Philosophy & Religion 

Pre-doctoral 

Title of Dissertation Current Status 

The French Jewish Community: From Assoc. Prof. History 
Post-Dreyfus Days to World War II Columbia 
(1905-1939) 

Gustav-Landauer ,Jewish Populist 
and Cosmopolitan 

A Super Commentary Based on 
Averroe's Middle Commentary of 
Aristotle's Treatise De Anima 

The Portrayal of Hasidism in 
Modern Hebrew Fiction, 1880-1920 

Residential Mobility & Local 
Community Organization of Chicago 
Jews 

The General Jewish Workers Bund 
of Poland, 1897-1943 

Crime in the Jewish Quarter of New 
York, 1880-1930 

Israel Foreign Policy 

The Dutch Rabbis & the Christian 
Hebraists: Jewish Public Relations 

' . 

The Jewish Readmission Question in 
England, 1603-1660 

Visiting Professor 
SUNY - Binghamton 

As st. Prof. - Philosophy 
Ohio State U. 

Asst.Prof. - Hebrew 
Studies-U. of Michigan 

Asst.Prof. Sociology 
Georgia State U • 

Prof. - Political Science 
~UNY - Albany 

Asst. Prof. Pol. Science 
UCIA 

Asst. Prof .-N .E. Sr Juda1c. 
:studit •3-Btandeis 

Critical Analytic Study of Martin Assoc. Prof. - Religion Buber's Philosophy Dartmouth 
Kay Kaufman ($.lwlemay) U. of Mich. Liturgical Music of the Falashas Asst. Prof. - Music 

Columbia 
1972-73 & 1974-75 Music History & Musicology of Ethiopia 



. : 

Grantee & Year 

Dr. Thomas Kessner 
1974-75 

Dr. Reuvan Kimelman 
1973-74 

Dr. Aaron S. Klieman 
1967-68 

Dr. David H . Kranzler 
1970-71 

J. Lee Kreader 
1978-79 

Isaiah Kuperstein 
1976-77 

Jerome M. Kutnick 
1976-77 

Dr. Anne Lapidus Lerner 
19 6 7-68 

Shmuel Lapin 
1961-62 (deceased) 

Dr. Daniel J. Lasker 
1973-74 

Dr. Allan Lazaroff 
1970-71 

Dr. Sid Z o Leiman 
1967-68 

School & Field 

Columbia 
History 

Yale 
Religious Studies 

Johns Hopkins 
History 

Yeshiva U. 
History 

U. of Chicago 
History 

Columbia 
History 

Brandeis 
N. E. & Judaic Studies 

Harvard 
Comparative Lit. 

Columbia 
Yiddish Lit. 

Brandeis 
N. E. & Judaic Studies 

.. 

Brandeis 
N. E. & Judaic Studies 

U. of PaQ 
Biblical Studies & 
Assyriology 

- 9 - Pre-doctoral 

Title of Dissertation 

The Golden Door: Jewish and 
Italian Mobility in New York 
City, 1880-1916 

Rabbi Yochanan & 3rd Century 
Palestinian Judaism 

Palestine: The Politics of 
Partition 

The Jewish Community of 
Shanghai, 193 7-45 

A Biography of Isaac Max Rubinow 

The Origins & Development of 
Secularization among Galician 
Jews, 1772-1815 

Felix M. Warburg & the American 
Jen ish Community, 1929-193 7 

A Study of Jewish Poetry Written 
in the United States in English, 
Hebrew from 1880-1948 

Yiddish Lit. in America 

Th..- Philosophical Arguments 
of Jewish'.:---Christian Polemics 

Current Status 

Asst. Prof. CUNY 
Kings bridge 

Asst. Prof. Rabbinic Lit. 
Brandeis 

Asst. Prof. Internat. Rel. 
& M.E. Studies 
Tel Aviv Univ. 

As st. Prof. & Chief of Socia 
Science Div. of Libraries 
Queens Community Coll. N 

Ph. D. not received 

(Ph.D. not received) 
teaching at McGill Univ. 

. . 
Jewish Theologica 1 Seminary 

Asst. Prof .. 
Sen ,Guriori Univ. 

A Study of Abraham ben Sem Bibabo, Asst.Prof. Religion 
a 15th Century Spanish-Jewish Boston U. 
Philosopher 

History of the Formation of the Dean - Yeshiva U. 
Biblica 1 Canon 



Grantee & Year 

Dr. Edward R. Levenson 
1968-69 

Dr. Hille 1 E. Levine 
1973-74 

Dr. Lee Levine 
1969-70 

Dr. Robert E. Le.vroso:n 
19 65-66 

Dr. BeI1jamin N. Levy _ 
1961-62 

. . . .. ~ . """ 

Dr. Aaron Llchtenstein . .. .. . -.. - ...... 

1964-65 

Dr. Jacob Litman 
1962-63 & 1966-67 

Dr. Peter Loewenberg 
1963-64 

Shulamith Magnus 
1978-79 

- -
Joel ManoPl 
-1976--77 

Dr. Ivan G. Marcus 
1968-69 

- 10 - Pre-doctoral 

School & Field 

Brandeis 
N. E. & Judaic Studies 

Harvard 
Sociology & N • E. La ngs . 
(Jewish History) 

Colun.bia 
Jewish History 

U. of Oregon 
History~ 

NYU 
Sociology 

NYU 
·N .E. ·Studies 

NYU 
Hebrew Lit. & Culture 

U. C. Berkeley 
History 

Columbia 
History 

Harvard 
N.E.LaIJ.gs. & Civil. 

JTS 
J f?N ish History 

Title of Dissertation 

Translation and Annotation of the 
Or La-Netivah - Moses 
Mendelssohn 

Menahem Mende 1 Lefin: Socio
logica 1 Studies in Judaism & 
Modernization 

History of J~wish Comm.unity of -
Caesatea ·tPalestine) ·under 
Roman .Rule 

History of the Jews in. the • Motl+~r.. 
Lode Country of C.alifornia, 
1849--1880 -

Patterns & Processes .of Integra 
tion of a Selected Minority Grru p 
in a Small Community 

The Seven N-oahide Laws & Their 
Mosaic Coun;erpar~s . 

Yitzhak Schipper' s Contribution 
to the Economic Role of the Jews 
in Medieval Poland 

Walther Rathenau and German 
Society: An Historical, Soci3.l 
Psychological Study 

Jewish Emancipation ·in Cologne ' 
181~-1848 

Current Status 

As soc. Prof. Hebrew & 
Semitic Studies 
U . of Wisconsin 

Asst.Prof. Sociology & 
Religion 
Yale 

:\s st-. Prof . . Archeology 
Hebrew U. .. 

Assoc -c P?::9f~ History 
San J ,..:e State Coll. .. 

1 

Prof. of Ed. & Dir. of Cente 
for Urban Studies 
So. Conn. College 

Lecturer - Jen ish Studies 
Fairleigh Dickinson U o 

Assoc .Prof. History 
UCLA 

A Grammatical Analysis of Krimchak: Ph. D. not received 
A Judeao-Turkic Language from the 
Crimea 

Eleazar's Hokhmat Ha-Nefesh Dean of Seminary Coll. of 
Jewish Studies-Teachers 
Inst. -JTS 



Grantee & Year 

Dr. Baruch Margulis 
1965-66 

ichael Mashberg 
1972-73 

Dr. ·oaniel C. Matt 
1_ 76-77 

r. Ezra Mendelsohn 
9 5-66 

aim Milikowsky 
9 6-77 

art S. Miller 
978-79 

. Meyers 

Dr. Alan L. Mintz 
975-76 

Dina D. Miraglia 
1976-77 

Dr. Vera B. Moreen 
1976-77 

Dr. Stanley Nash 
1966-67 

Dr .Sheldon Neuringer 
1966-67 

- 11 - Pre-doctcral 

School & Field 

Brandeis 
Biblica 1 Studies 

CUNY 
History 

Brandeis 
N. E. & Judaic Studies 

Columbia 
Jewish History to 1905 

Yale 
Religious Studies 

NYU-
Languages 

Harvard 
Philosophy 

Columbia & Harvard 
Lit. 

Columbia 
Anthropology 

Harvard 
N .Eo Langs. & Civil. 

CoJumbia 
Semitics 

U o of Wisconsin 
History 

Title of Dissertation 

A Study of the Prophesies Against 
Foreign Nations as Found in the 
Books of Prophets 

The State Department and the 
Jewish Refugee, 1928-1945 

The Sefer Mare'ot ha-zove'ot: A 
Critical and Textual Analysis 

The Jewish Labor Movement in 
Czarist Russia, from its Origins 

Seder Olam Rabbah: A Study of 
Rabbinic Chronology 

Sepphoris Under Roman Rule 

A Study of Pseudo-Philo 

George Eliot & the Novel of 
Vocation 

A Sociolinguistic Analysis ·9£ Ethnicity 
and Ethnic..Identity Among .Yemeni Jews 
in the Unit~d States. 

Status of Minorities in 17th Century 
Iran with Special Emphasis on the 
Status of Jews 

The Life & Works of Micha Joseph 
Berdichevsky 

American Jewry & United States 
Immigration Policy, 1881-1952 

Current Status 

Prof. of History & Biblical 
Studies 
Ben Gurion U. 
Beer Sheba, Israel 

Univ. of Texas 

Assoc.Prof. History 
Hebrew U. 

Ph.D. not received 

Prof. of Religion 
Duke 

As soc. Prof. Dept. Middle 
Eastern Langs. & Culture 
Columbia 

Ph.D. not received 

Recons tructionis t 
Rabbinical Coll. 

Assoc .Prof. Hebrew Lit. 
HUC- JIR-New York 

Chairman, History Dept. 
Warren Wilson College 



. : 

Grantee & Year 

Dr. Janet S. O'Dea 
1968-69 

Dr. J. Michael Orlian 
1968-69 

Jordan Penkower 
1972-73 

Dr. Rezalel Porten 
• ~f'1 l -"2 • .._ l .. .., 

Theodore Primack 
1964-65 

Dr. Charles Primus 
1974 • 75 

Eliezar Rafael! 
1961-62 

* 

Dr. Sanford Ragins 
196 7-· 68 

Dr. Benjamin C • I. Ravid 
1972-73 

*Charles M. Raffel 
1978-79 

- 12 - Pre-doctoral 

School & Field 

Columbia 
Sociology of Religion 

Yeshiva U. 
Jewish History 

Hebrew U 
Biblical Studies 

Columbia 
N .E .Langs . 

Columbia 
Jewish Philosophy 

Brown 
Religious Studies 

Columbia 
History 

Brandeis 
History of Ideas 

Harvard 
Histof}l 

Brandeis 
N. E. & Judaic Studies 

Title & Dissertation 

Relgion & Ethnicity: Situational 
Factors & Value Conflict in 
Modern Jewish History 

Sefer HaGan: A Critical Study of 
the Biblical Exegesis, SCJJrces and 
Methodology of the French 
Tosaphists 

Analysis of the Approaches of the 
19th Century Maskilin Towards 
Massoretin Studies & Biblical 
Textual Transmission in Light of 
Rabbinic Literature 

Current Status 

Research Asst. 
Van Leer Foundation 
Jerusalem 

Hebraic Studies 
Yeshiva U. 

Ph.D. not received 

Elephantine: A Jewish Community in Sr. Lecturer in Ja,v ish 
the 5th Century BCE History 

Hebrew U. 

The Impact of Hermann Cohen on the Visiting Instructor 
Philosophy of Judaism Dept. of Religion 

Kenyon College 

Legal Traditions Attributed to 
Rabbi Akiba in Mishnah & Tosefta 

As st. Prof. Theology 
Notre Dame 

A Demographic Study of the Population Ph.D. not receiva:i~ 
in Palestine Between the Destruction 
of 70 and the Revolt of 132 A oD. 

The Jewish Response to Anti-Semitism Assoc.Prof. History 
in Germany 1870-1914 HUc-·L.A. 

The Legal & Economic History of 
Levantine and Ponentine Jews in 
Venice 1541-1640 

Maimonedes Theory of Providence 

As soc. Pi:-of. 
Near Eastern Langs. & 
Judaic Studies 
Brandeis 
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Grantee & Year 

Dr . J e huda Reinharz 
1971-72 & 1973-74 

Dr. Sol J. Resnikoff 

1966-67 

Or. Paul Ritterband 
1962-63 & 1965-66 

Dr o Robert Rockaway 
1968-69 

-Murt~y Ji. R,:,s .nan 
- - ., .. . •i: '--. ·~ .. \ 

1977-78 & 1978-'79 

Dr. Marc Rotstein 
19 76-77 

Dr. Herbert Po Rothfeder 
1962-63 

Marsha L. Rozenblit 
197 6-77 & 1977-78 

Gary Rubin 
1975-76 

Dr. Israel Rubin 
1961-62 

- 13 - Pre-doctoral 

School & Field 

Brandeis 
N. E. Langs. & Lit. 

Washington U. 
Sociology 

Columbia 
Sociology 

U o of Michigan 
History 

JTS-Institute For Advanced 
Studies in the Humanities 

Brandeis 
N. E. & Judaic Studies 

U . of Michigan 
History 

Columbia 
History 

Columbia 
History 

.. 

U. of Pittsburgh 
Sociology 

Title of Dissertation 

Anti-Zionism in Germany and 
England, 1897-1939 

Patterns of Affiliation in Contemp
orary American Jewish Community: 
The Attitudes and Behavior of San 
Francisco Jewry 

Curren Status 

As soc. Prof. History 
U. of Michigan 

Systems Anal'yst 
Data Processing 
Board of Ed. 
Newburgh, N.Y. 

The Non-Returning Israeli Students" Chairman, Jewish Studies 
Trainees and Professionals in the CUNY 
United States 

A History of the Jews in Detroit 

Je·.•.;•; and the Polish Nobility: 
Economic & Social Relations in the 

-Sieniawsky-Czartoryski Latyfundia, 
1650-1772 

Assoc. Prof. Jewish 
History 
Tel Aviv Univ. 

The Ironic Sub-Structure in the Short Teaching at Hebrew Coll 
Stories of S. Yizhar Brookline, Mass. 

A Study of Organization for the 
Supervision of the Ideological 
Training & Education of the Nazi 
Party 

The Effects of Urbanization on the 
Jews Coming to Vienna ,1867-1914 

Professional Social Work in Sectari
an Surroundings: the Development 

of Family Casework under Religious 
Auspices in the U. s., 1925-1955 

Contemporary Satmar: A Study in 
Social Control and Chance 

Assoc .Prof. History 
Ea st Carolina U . 

Asst .Prof. Jewish Studie 
Univ. of Maryland 

Asst. Prof. Sociology 
Yeshiva U. 

As soc. Prof. Sociology 
Cleveland St.ate U. 



. . • 

Grantee & Year 

Bezalel Safran 
1975-76 

Jonathan D. Sarna 
1978-79 

Dr. Karl Schleunes 
1964-65 

Dr. Israel Schepansky 
1968-69 

Daniel R. Schwartz 
1978-79 

Dr. Melvin Scult • . 
1967-68 

Dr. Ralph Segalman 
1964-65 

Ellen J • Seidman 
1974-75 

James M. Senor 
1968-69 

Dr. Bernard Septimus 
1971-72 

David G. Shapiro 
1972-73 

Robert M. Shapiro 
1977-78 & 1978-·79 

- 14 - Pre-doctoral 

School & Field 

Harvard 
N .E.Languages 

Yale 
History 

U. of Minn. 
Sociology & European 
History 

Yeshiva U. 
Judaica 

Hebrew U. of Jerusalem 
History of the Jewish 
People 

Brandeis 
No E o & Judaic Studies 

Texas Western Coll. 
Sociology 

Princeton 
N. E . Studies 

U. of Pittsburgh 
Social Work 

Harvard. 
No E. Languages 

Harvard 
N .E. Langs. & Lit. 

Columbia 
History 

Title of Dissertation 

Azariah de Rossi as an Exegete of 
Aggadah 

I 

Mordecai M. Noah: Jacksonian 
Political & American Jewish 
Communal Leader 

Nazi Policy Toward German Jews , 
1933-1939 

The Works and Life of Rabbenu 
Ephrayim from Kaliah and North 
African Jewry in 11th-12th 
Centuries 

Priests, Temple & Cult: Opposi
tion & Sir itualization in the Late 
Second Temlia Period 

- Conversion .of the Jews & Ori~ins 
oI j'ewish Ema,nclpat'.:.on in ·England 

A Test of the Lewinian Hypothesis 
on Self-Hatred Among the Jews 

The Socio-Economic Significance 
of Jewelry & Domestic Furnishings 
in the Medieval Judea-Islamic 
Mediterranean 

Current Status 

Instructor 
Harvard 

Asst. Prof. History 
U. of Illinois-Chicago 

Asst. Prof. 
Ferkauf Grado School 
Yeshiva U. 

hsst. Prof. Judaic Studies 
Bklyn. Coll. 

Asst.Prof.Sociology 
U. of Texas 

Ph.D. not received 

Role Analysis of Community Organiza - Ph.D. not received 
tion Executive 

Meir b. Todros ha-Levi 
Abulafia 

Jrrofile of Rabbi Jacob Emden 

Jewish Self-Governmert in Poland: 
Lodz, 1915-1939 

As soc. Prof. 
Religious Studies 
Yale 

Assoc. Principal 
Maimonides School 
Brookline, Mass. 
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- 15 - Pre-doctoral 

Grantee & Year School & Field 

Dr. Laurence J. Silberstein Brandeis 
1970-1971 N.E. & Judaic Studies 

Dr. Michael Silverman Brandeis 
1966-67 N. E. & Judaic Studies 

Dr. David Singer Brown 
1966-67 History 

Dr. Susan .A.~ Slotnick 
1976-77 

Dr. B. Zvi Sobel 
1960-61 

Dr. Eugene P. Sofer 
1974-75 

Jacob J. Staub 
1977-78 

Dr. Kenneth W. St.ein - . 
1973-74 

Dr. Richard C • Steiner 
1970-71 

Dr. Kenneth R. Stow 
1970-71 

Dr. Bernard A. Susser 
1969-70 & 1970-71 

Columbia 
Linguistics 

New School for Social 
Research 
Sociology 

UCLA 
History 

Temple U o 

Religion 

U • of Michigan 
History 

U. of Pa. 
Oriental Studies 

Columbia U. 
Public Law & Govto 

Columbia 
Public Law & Govt. 

Title of Dissertation 

Ezekiel Kaufmann's Conception of 
Jewish History 

Jewish Personal Names in the 
Elephantine Documents: A 
Study in Onomas1b Development 

Study of Ludwig Lewisohn 

The Novel Form in the Works of 
Bergelson 

Hebrew Christianity: A Study in 
the Legi~imation of Religious 
Conversion 

Eastern European Jewish Social 
Social Mobility in Gran 

Current Status 

Moritz & Josephine Berg 
As st. Prof. Judaic Studies 
U. of Pa. 

Asst.Prof. Linguistics 
U. of Texas 

Prof. of History 
Spertus Coll. of 
Judaica 

Asst. Prof. Ohio State U. 

Prof. Sociology 
Haifa Univ. 

.Preparing book based on 
dissertation. On staff of 

CONEG ,Palley Research 
(coailt'~'H°f WoWHSfJH~Jffil G<o'tsfn 

The Approach of Levi ben Gerson 

Buenos Aires, 1890-1945 

to the Doctrine of the Creation Lafayette Coll. 
of the World 

The Land Question in Palestine 
1918-1936 

Waw-Adjunction,Asrect & 
"Specification" in Biblical 
Hebrew & Semitic 

An Analysis of Marquardus de 
Susannis' De Iudaeis et Aliis 
Infidelibus (Venice, 1558) 

Martin Buber - A Study of Jewish 
Political Thought 

As st. Prof o History 
Emory 

Asst.Prof. Semitics 
Yeshiva U. 

Assoc. Prof. History 
Queens College 

Teaching Pol. Science 
Tel Aviv & Bar•llan 




