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| ’ Morria S. Lazaron
1914 Madison Avenue
Baltmore, Maryland

Hy dear {riend:

Every effort at compromise within the Central Conler-
ence of Mmericen Fabbis seems to have failed. I am
enclocing for your eyes copy of the statement of our
reply to Dr. Heller, which #ill not only bring you
up to cate but ecquaint you with the besic issues
involved, Please destro}.

Plens for tne meeting on the 17th ure rolling ehesd.
Our great mecsmeeting will be held at the Lyrie and
will form pert of the Army-Navy Veek pmreparation, =o
that we are zssured of the cooperation of ever; group
in the city and slso splendid newspaper fublicity.

As always,

Faithfully jyours,

/.

The Honorable Surmner Welles
Under Secretsry of State
Weshington, D. C.
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Philadelphie, fa.
Mey £1, 1942

Or, Jemes G. Heller, President
Centrzl Conference of Americzsn Rabbie
Resding Roed end North Crescent
Circinneti, Ohio

Deer Colleague:

Only rfter o most serious interchange of opinion and thoughtful consideratdgn,
have we come to the conclusion thet in honor end in respect for our freedom of
opinlon we rust holéd owr meeting in Atlantic City &s ariginslly planned. We have
come to this comlusion only efter the most earnest study of your stetement and
your oposale. Mny we say that we have the utmost respect for the simcerity of
your remesentations. As the President of our Con:ererce, we apmoach your ef-
forts for pesce with complete respect, snd we apreciete deeply the amicable
gpirit of the negotiations we have htd togetherl You have served in a grectly
difficult position with dignity, sincerity and tect, end we have the utmost
confidernce in your feirness.

We feel, however, that so long sz the Army Resolution remeins on the recard of
the Conferemce as & policy end & point of view, we cénnot conscientiously refrain
from sitting down together and reeting the new gituation as it effects owr honest
intergretotion of Judaism. Thet readjustment can be mode only by a meeting of
free teschers in Israel who may disngree, but who must, in reveremce, interpret
and practice owr religious mincdiples consistently with what we believe to be
Jewish truth.

Iou jourself have permitted & presidential statement to appesr in the New Yark
Times as en suthoritetive opinion on that cdisputed issue, despite the fmct that
the attendence ot the meting making this nationalietic declaration was small,
the mejority vote urconvincing, and the resclution wurged at the very end of &
Conference from which sbout 180 members had already departed.

Furthermore, that resolution wis & flagrant violstion of the Neutrality Vovenant
of 19356 which you hed initisted and signed, and which, in justice, you should heve
ruled out of order as 2 wicletion of & ssered understanding among colleagues.,

We reclize that you propose it as & mistake of the chair in not ruling it out of
order, inasmch ag "it appeared to violate the convictions of some of our men®

(your telegrem to Wolsey of May 14), but your unwillingness to recommend at a

Epeciol Session of the Conference that the resolution be expunged from the minutes

iz, at least histarically, a contradiction of your poposal. What is done is done. |

No new neutrality resolution can undo it, so long as you insist upon its remaining |

on the books.

Iowr recommendation to eollezgues Freehof, Goldenson, Laziron (your letter to him

of ¥ay 15) end Wolsey, that you call & Specisl Session of the Conferemce to discuss
"fundamental issues which howve been plaguing and perplexing the Confereme, the
mesent status of Reform Judaism, the maintenance of what seems to some &s essential
minciples, the relation of Refarm Judeism to Zionism, and Lascron's idee of &
rapmrochment” =- while eminently fsir, is unconvincing, inesmeh as there is not

alone no asswramce of a sweessful suppart of your recommendations, but that
extremists in the nationmlistic school have not alone disapproved of suwch a Special
Eecgsion but in case it is held would descend upon it to op_ose jour recommendetion,

to discipline those of us who disagree, amd who malntein we have no right demccraticaly
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to defend and express ow {reedom of opinion as &n American &nd Jewlsh right,

and who even tihresten to move our expulsion from the Conference because we do not
defer to their majority opinion. To us, this is totaliterianism and we must dissent.
We believe thst not only do we have & right to consult together on & matter so vital
for us &nd for Refarm Judaism, but we ere determined to contend within the Conference
for the validation of owr convietions. We, therefore, believe that e Special Session
of the Conference would be movocative of a situction whose only issue would be
disruption and schism.

This we wish to avoid. We believe, with you, in mainteing the peece and unity of
the Conferemce. The stentorien oratary of extremism on both sides would only lash
emotions into unhappy conditions and disagreenents, and we believe that such &
sescion would cause more herm than good. The meeting of like-minded men who do

not define Jujeism in seculeristic, political =nd nationalistic terms is the earnect
end reverent resolution of men who ask for freedom to meet, to speak, to consider

and study the instrumentzlities by which they may bake their point of view effective.

Agein, it iz owr studied conviction that if we yleld to your groposul that we cancel
the Atlentic City meeting, we ipso fecto accept the thesls that owr meeting is
schismatic, when &s a matter of feet we have honestly stated that we are not. The
implication that we ere hails from those who passed the Army Resolution. We mean to
abice by ouwr membership in end our loyalty to the Conferemnce. We have rendered it
loving service, and we believe in it, and we do not, we will not csecede from it, and
we will not permit owr cetermination to meet &s free men to impesch owr intention

to give it continued faithful £nd loving service and participation. We simply object
to collesgues exploiting the Conference &s 2 decretal suthority in Judaism. The '
rabbi is a free teacher.

If there sre colleagues wiho believe & return to God mesns & return to soil and
nctionaliem, that is their privilege. Ve only agk for the right, democratically,

to dicsent and to meke our opinion known. Ouwr comcern is for snother inter pretetion
and definition of Reform Judsism, and we not alone plead for, but we mrefer to
exercise our right to differ. There can be no unity in upiformity. Those who
discgree insist upon their pight to disagree agresably. We, tuerefore, look upon
it &s our obligstion to save what is left of Reform Judaism after netionalism's
attenpt to submerge it.

Furthermere, it iz e pert of the intention and histary of the Conference thet it
be sdvisory, and not credal. Those who do not agree with its resolutions ar
motions have the right in freedom to muke their conviction erticulete. They may
be = minority, but so were Eldad and Medad - end Moses supported them. The Army
Resolution &nd &1l it implies is so eredal that those who uphold it are willing to
put under the ban (cleren) those who do not subscribe to & meager majarity.

You express the opinion thet our sction imperils the unity of the Conferemce. It

is our belief that it is nationalists who have violated that unity which was best
exressed in the troken Covenant of Neutrolity of 19355, Ve ctand by the moral
demend of = covenant freely entered into by both parties. And that is cnother
recson why we, whose faith hes been viclated, prefer to git down and renson

together over the demande of = free contract. You #hix say this is not "demeccratic
ocedwe”. He hold that the essence of democracy is respect lor considered
individusl opinion. The Army Repolution hes flouted it, and the impeaching of
"demooratic rocedure" is the sin of & smell majority end not of the like-minded men.
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Now you csk thet "we tzlk these things over among owrzelves". That oppertunity
wig once given and lgnored. How it is too late. We ropose to be the bene-
ficisries of the right to & free opinion, thit the setion of the Confererce hes
unfortunstely denied us.

We like-minded men have mppecsed the Zionists with consent, nssent, ond co-
operition from Convention to Convention, until thelr vietories through the years
have been so cumulative that they now know no bounds. The day had to come when
we must ery "halt". The conditioning of American Jewry by & Jewish fleg and a
Jewich Army and a stete in Pzlestine and & dual citizenship in Americs, is mare
then we can sccept. The seculeristic ereed hes over-reached iteelf.

We have been watching with anxiety the seculerlstic tendenclies in Ameriecan
Jewich life, the absorption of lorge mumbers in Jewish n:ztionalistic endeavars,
the intrusion of the Polestine lssue 28 sn irritating femetor in intra—community
relations, the persistent public expression of extremists who presume to speek
foar all American Jewry, the efforte to cultivite end promote the semse of psjcho-
logical differemce between American Jews snd their fellow Americans which plays
into the hands of owr enemies, the umremitting effort of certsin groups to put
Arerican Jews behind programs of internstionsl politieal pressure, the reduction
to secondary importarnce of the traditional religious besis of Jewish life. rar
the sake of unity, we have kept silent.

#e refuse zny longer to be religious scrobats. We cannot pect with the untensble
position in society which nationalizm &g & creed imposes upen us. We very meh
mefer to meet and confer together upon ways and means of stimuleting thought in
the direction of those Jewish ideals that bo us seem transcendent and universal.

We ere grateful for the noble strcoss laid upon these very violetlon: by the
mwophetic souls of our people and that, therefore, o specinl comkrckimckdmm obligetion
rests upon us in these trying days to emphasize these welues.

We agree to the rehabilitation of Palestine, and we look with Joy upon all thet
has been schieved there, but we Jeel thot much more might have been zehleved in
those fields if they had been free from political commitment. If we had
enphesized universel and ethical more than politicul wvalues, we might have found
a way of geining the goodwill of the Arubs, and of living =icde by side with them
as befits men who emphasize spiritual and cultural values.

The purpose of ocur Atlantie City meeting is to preserve and not to disrupt the
Conference. We alm to meintsin the goodwill which should obtein between men

of different opinion. To cencel & meeting of collesgues whose sole purpose it

is to articulste a point of wview, would mean the ¢alling of such a specisl session
of the Conference, where passion and partisanship might become calamitous far both
those who approve and those who disepmrove.

We, therefore, decline most regretfully your honest proposéls, &nd in loynlty both
to the Conference and to ouwr earnest convictions, we shall hold the meeting es
planned .

Fraternelly jyours,

WILLIAM H. FIKECHKIBER

WMadthan wtomn

LOUIS WOLSEX
In behalf of: Fugene J. Sack
Elmer Berger . H. Goldenson Clifton H. Levy Samuel Sandmel
E, N. Calisch A, D. Goode Nathan Perilmen Atrahan D, chaw
Beryl D. Cohon Atroham Holtzberg Willism Rosenau ﬁ:;‘éﬂfm bhun;;ﬂm
Solomon Foster Isnre Landmen Williem F. Rosenblum iy g
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TENTATIVE FrOGRAM
oF
ATLAKTIC CIT1 RE.TILG
OoF
[WON-ZIONIST REFORN RABBIS

June 1 and 2, 1942

Monday, June 1
9:30 a.m. - Calling meeting to order
Peper: "The Message of Relorm Judsiem to American
Israel and World Jewry" = = = = = = - - - David Fhilipson
Abraham Shusterman
Biscussion led by Samuel H. Goldenson

11:00 &.m, = Paper: '"Post-War Froblems of the Jew" - — — - Jonah B. Wige
Morris S. Lezsron

2150 PJt. - Paper: "Lay-Rabbiniczl Cooperation" - - - - [Horris M. Feuerlicht

Discussion led by Elmer Berger

5:30 P.ils - Peper: "The Hetrew Union College" - - - - - - Leo M. Franklin

Tuesday , June 2
9:%0 AJM. - Paper: "A Prograum Far Enlightenment" - - - - - Isaac Lundman

Discussion led by Clifton H. Levy
Solomon Landmen

11:00 £.%. - Stetement of Primeiples - - - = = = = = - - = Morris S. Lazaron
William Rosenau
Abrehem Shusterman
Lrabam D. Shaw
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March 31, 1942

Hy dear Crilend;

I am afrald I have no information that would be help-
ful to you in response to the Inquiry contel ned in your
letter of March 2v.

I have had the tregic case of the Struma referred to
the Executive Committee of the President¥s Intergovern-
mental Commlttee on Hefugees Dy the United Stutes repre-
sentative, Mr. Myron Taylor. It has seemed to me that
that wae the only constructive thing that could be done.

With regard to the gquestlon of & Jewlsh army, I have,
a8 you lmow, taken the position that this must be re=-
garded primarlly as a strictly mllitary question, and the
British and United States peneral staffs have determined
that a Jewlah army, r se, would not be helpful nor
desirable from the atandpolnt of increasing the milltary
ell'icilency of the illled foroes In the Middle East. As
jou know, one of the great detrlments to the military
elfliclency of thoas forcea la the Tmct that tliere are
already so many natlonal unlts among the divislons
employed there, namely, bLrlitish, Australlan, loliah,

Free French, and Yugoslav. To &dd to these another
national military unlt would merely ve making a bad
situatlion worae. For reascons whlch I know you will
sppreciate, nelther the Britlsh nour tie linlLed States
gensral staffs wiash Lo have thelr declsions in thla
regard made public.

My Deat regards, and uwolleve e

Yours very alncerely,

Dr. Morrie 8. Lazaron,
1914 Madison Avenue,
Baltimore, Maryland.
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: 7 Morris S. Lazaron
LA 1014 Madison Avenue
: Baltimoare, Maryland

¥r. Maurioe Tertheim,
New York city.

Mear Zaurises "ertihein,

From the variouns dispatehes ['ve read
At soeas likely that you 414 join with the Zlonlst-Congress in
the appeal for a more liberal immigration pollay in Falostine,
That is of comrse in the light of the dire need uaderatandabla,
But taken in connection with what Jasod Alausteln told me the
other day shat the jJoint somversations seem %0 be lsading toward
agresment t0 press anlonomy of imuigration, I foreses wnhappy
eonssquences for the .merican Jewish Coomittes position.

1- 1f your visit $0 ask for o more gensrous immigration
policy wers unrelated %o lar-er lssues there wonld be
nothing %0 worry about. Mut it is not. The 7lonist-
Congress group has used the Struma ineident as un in-
strument %o gain ground for its major objective. It is
playing upon our natural sympathy and taking advantape
of British shortsightedness to further its political
game. 3y Joining in thelir appsal, with altogether
worthy mbtives of acurse, jou have nevertheless liniaed
the Sommittee t0 some extent With their politisal nims.

8- The Zloniet-Oongre group is using the Jewish army
propaganda for the same purposs.

I underetand that whatever agreement
ths conversations may lead %0 =ust be submitted to the .mericsn
Jewish Committes Zxeoutive. Sut don’t you see -

1- That if you agree to press for a free im-dgration in
Palestine to be controlled by Jews, you are eaught in
thelr trap?

2- Is Shere any reason to belleve that Shis plan will be
asoapled elther by the sritish or our govermmant ?

3-ire not all the argumentis whioh prompt mas not to be
dracn into their political prossures valid in this area?

4~ What reasons have you to be sanguine that the Committes
will confirm such an agresmsnt? [ rather believe it will
oppose 1b?

B~ #hy should you weaken your pesition with your own ergan-
imation by taking the chanee of repadiation?
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Morris S. Lazaron
1814 Maodison Avenue
Baltimaore, Maryloend
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You yourself told me and I heartily applaunded shat you would
not compremise on the issue of diaspors nmationalism nor onm any
proposal that would subject the smerican Jewish Community to the
cfarge of divided loyalties. Agreement to press the issus of
immigration antonomy would be such a compromise I fear. In my
Judgment it is far better to work for a more modest objective mx
which has some chance of being aeeeptable to0 the Briti h and
congenial with ouf Americam policy - e.g. asoeptance of a minoriyy
status for a time and setting up a five or tem or even a twonty

Fyeéar program.

Another thing troubles me. There are no rabbis on your com-
mittes which is holding the informal discussion with the Zionists.
There are rabbis on the Zionist-Comgree side. This is hardly fair
xithex to the radbbis, the Committes or $0 the vast ismes involv-
ed, suprems among which you will agree with me are the religious
issues. The predlem is not only a practical ome. It 1a not one
for laymen alone to decide. Its implieations inslude the very
reason for existence - our Judaimm.

Don's think for a moment either that I stand alone or that
our rabbiniscal group is weak. Out of Somdixxxhists more than 90
rabbis whose signatures were sowght for our statement, 76 accept-
ed, We are now in process of organising our group. No plan can
hope to succeed which exsludes that large and important rabbiniecal
group which is pro-Falestine dut anti-secular natlomalism and
political Zionism. ind there are many important laymen who will
stand with us.

I am making one last effort for unity in my Passover address
next Thursday morning whish I shall primt and distridute some
thousands to ksy peeple through the scuntry, Zionists as well as
non~Zloniste. You will of ecourse receive it.

You have done me the honor to say that my thimking has been
helpful to you. I appreciate that. Our eonversations have been on
the basis of persomal friendliness and our jJoint desire to serve a
great cause. Need I assure you that it is in this spirit I write?

Faithfully,
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