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INTRODUCTION

PART TWO
6. ENDOWING TOMORROW WITH AN UNDERSTANDING
OF THE PAST The annual meeting of the B'nai B'rith Hillel Commission on
Philip M. Klutznick .......... 7 February 2-4, 1974, marked the fiftieth anniversary of Hillel's ser-
T vice to the Jewish campus community. The highlight of the meeting --
7. A TURNING POINT IN AMERICAN JEWISH HISTORY held in Chicago in recognition of the fact that the University of Illinois,
Abram L.. § Hillel's birthplace, is located in the heart of the Midwest -- was a
o EBHEAR o5 w3 5% 6 % 5 v b e e e e 36 P s
’ Golden Anniversary Convocation honoring Dr. and Mrs. Abram L.
Y g
Sachar as well as the past Commission Chairmen and National Director:
PART THREE who were present.
8. THE GLOW HAS NOT DIMMED (A Response) Part One of this publication presents the major papers and staff
Thelma (Mrs. Abram L.) Sachar . .. 93 reports which served as the background for the discussions and delib-
Y erations of the B'nai B'rith Hillel Commission. They seek to assess
8. ANNIVERSARY GREETINGS .. .. e 95 the issues of student life and the scope of Hillel work at the more than
T ) 300 colleges and universities currently served by B'nai B'rith Hillel
Foundations.

10. ALUMNI LETTERS AND REMINISCENCES
Part Two contains the addresses delivered at the Golden Anni-

- A STUDENT'S STORY
JohnMacsai o ooy i v s s ... e 101 versary Convocation by Philip Klutznick, Honorary President of B'nai
B'rith and former U.S. Ambassador to the United Nations, and Dr.
- ONE STUDENT'S JOURNEY FROM WESTERN Abram L. Sachar, Chancellor of Brandeis University and Honorary
PHILOSOPHY TO THE RABBINATE Chairman of the B'nai B'rith Hillel Commission.
PeterOchs......................,,__ 104
Part Three contains selected anniversary greetings and some

of the letters or statements received from alumni reflecting upon their

- AN ESSENTIAL LINK
Hillel experience. Some of these reminiscences, inevitably, mention

NormanShavi.n....................... 109
the Hillel directors who served at the institutions the writers had
- A LIVING PAST: SOME LETTERS. ........... 113 attended as students. We want to emphasize that these statements
were selected not because they refer to particular individuals but be-

cause of the way they reflect each writer's Hillel experience. The
CONTRIBUTORS 4 .o vevnn v, .. §E o ST 1 127 fact that we received virtually no letter that did not mention the writer's
’ relationship to his Hillel director is, we believe, eloquent testimony

to the director's role and impact as a significant model for Jewish
students.

In its evocation of the past this publication describes the in-
fluence of a program that has left its mark on the campus and in the

Jewish community. In its discussion of current trends it explores
some of the fundamental policy issues which the rapid and often



radical changes on campus and in the community are likely to confront
not only the Jewish educator but the entire Jewish community.

As Hillel enters its second half-century, we offer this publica-
tion in the hope that it will not only serve as a record of the work of an
agency in American Jewish life but that it will corntribute to the discus-
sion of the crucial issues of Jewish life on campus and to a deepened
understanding of their implications for the Jewish community.

Alfred Jospe

Washington, D.C.
December, 1974
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THE TEST OF TIME

Alfred Jospe

1 am approaching my task tonight with a measure of trepida-
tion. This is no ordinary annual report or meeting.

One reason is that our hearts are still burdened by the memo-
ries of the choking anguish of the past few months and of the numbing
losses which our people had to sustain once again -- losses which have
touched many people close to us and in some cases even families in
our own midst. For this reason, our meeting this year cannot just be
an occasion for celebration but must be, more than ever, a time for
the reaffirmation of the importance and, indeed, the utter necessity
of the work to which we are committed -- to help assure the continuity
of Jewish life in the face of the massive onslaught from without and
the danger of erosion from within, and to strengthen the fabric of
Jewish loyalties on which the very future of Jewish existence in Israel
and here depends.

Secondly, it is a risky enterprise at best to evoke the past in
the presence of the men who created it. To chart a course for the
future is even more difficult. Today, more than ever, social predic-
tion is a perilous enterprise.

Thirdly, I trust you share my feeling that, while we have solid
reasons for pride in Hillel's achievements during the past five decades,
we ought to guard even on an occasion such as this against succumbing
to a disease which has infected so much of Jewish life in our time --
uncritical institutional self-praise, staking out public claims about
successes and achievements that turn out to be bagatelles or that
evaporate into nothingness when you begin to look for factual evidence.

It is in this spirit that I present my report to you.

I

My first thought is of the past and of the men who shaped it.
Let me take a few moments to evoke the major aspects of this past.
A fiftieth anniversary is an occasion on which one has the right to




speak in gratitude of the men whose efforts and achievements have
enabled us to reach this moment.

.About eighteen years ago Dr. Sachar was the principal speaker
at the flrst_armual meeting of the National Friends of Hillel, which had
been orggmzed under Phil Lown's chairmanship and Arthur Lelyveld's
I.eadersmp to support the growth of special national projects. Reflect-
ng on some of his experiences with the Jewish leadership he had en-
countered over the years in his intensive contacts with all segments of
the Jewish community, Dr. Sachar said: _

Too many men, magnificently equipped, who enter public
service and court responsibility, move out all too quickly
as soon as the going gets tough. On the other hand, you
also have leaders who lack the idealism and intelligence
[and one ought to add: integrity ] which the others possess
but who hang on for dear life. ,

I want to say one thing in good conscience: Hillel has never
su‘ffe?ed from this kind of leadership. The men who headed our Com-
mission or directed our professional staff throughout the decades have
been magnificently equipped, and they have never lacked the courage
or strgngth to confront the issues when the going got tough. And some-
tljmes 1t got very tough. Different men, with different personalities
different styles, in some ways even differing views of Jewish life -
tl?ey were united in their vision and their concern. Our history is the
history of their labors and achievements.

There were and are the chairmen of our Commission -- Adolph
K.I'E!.US, who saw the potential of the challenge which Ben Frankel's
vision of a specialized student rabbinate posed and who threw the pres-
tige and resources of B'nai B'rith behind the project. There were
Senator .{Llfred Cohen and Henry Monsky, of blessed memory, Abram
Sachar }.u_tnself, William Haber, Louis Gottschalk, and now I\:Iarver
Bernstein. And there is the membership of this Commission past
and p:oresent. I know of no other agency on the American Jewi'sh scene
that is guided by a body of similar breadth of academic excellence
communal experience, human sensitivity, and Jewish commitment..

. " ﬁ:re are the men who served as our national directors. To
peak ol them is to delineate the growth and the multifa i
sions of our work. ceied dimens
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There is Ben Frankel, whom I know only from what he wrote
and from what others who were close to him have told us -- that gentle
but overpowering giant who by his infectious personality, the persua-
siveness of his convictions, his vision of what an educated Jew in the
university should and, indeed, could be, set the tone and direction for
our work and established the firm basis on which all who came after
him were able to build. We rightfully and gratefully evoke his memory

at this moment.

There is Abram Sachar, under whose masterful leadership
Hillel grew from eight to 165 Foundations and Counselorships; who, by
creating this growth, protected Jewish life on campus against the frag-
mentation and competitiveness which were and still are the malaise of
the adult community; who stimulated and completed the erection of a
score of buildings to provide a dignified setting for Jewish life on the
campus; who developed the concept of the Hillel Counselorship by which
at least part-time service could be provided to the growing number of
schools with smaller Jewish enrollment; who guided Hillel through the
war years when we served more than 11, 000 servicemen in camps and
on campus; who stimulated the development of the Hillel Library Se-
ries and similar resources specifically geared to the intellectual inter-
est and level of the university student; and who conceived and orga-
nized Hillel's Foreign Student Service, which ultimately enabled nearly
120 survivors of war-ravaged Europe to come to this country and to
study here. All of them were young men and women of exceptional
qualifications; and many of them have made superb contributions to
scholarship and Jewish community life.

There is Arthur Lelyveld, who conceived of Hillel as the lab-
oratory for the creation of a sense of Jewish community on campus --
a community of the different who respect each other's convictions but
eschew divisiveness; who insisted that Hillel's rapidly continuing ex-
pansion both in the number of Foundations and in the number of new
buildings had to be accompanied by an unremitting effort for expansion
in depth, so that physical growth, necessary as it was, would not be
accomplished at the expense of the quality of our program; and who
achieved this expansion in depth, among other ways, by the establish-
ment of a Department of Leadership Training under the inspired
guidance of Maurice Pekarsky, zichrono livrachah, and of a Department
of Program and Resources to guide the development of our Foundation
program and the growth of the educational materials that we so urgently
need in our kind of work.

-8 =
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This was also the time when the National Friends of Hillel came
into being to support our Hillel Chairs of Judaic Studies and our leader-
ship training projects, and when Hillel began to reach beyond the bound-
aries of the United States. Foundations in Canada and Cuba had already
been established by Dr. Sachar; and then, in 1950, the Hillel Commis-
sion was able to respond to the invitation to establish a Foundation at
the Hebrew University, initiating our overseas growth as gradually
Foundations opened their doors in Great Britain and South Africa and,
later, also in Australia, Latin America, and all over continental
Europe.

There is Judah Shapiro, who assumed the directorship at the
time when a strong thrust toward denominational self-assertion began
to emerge in the Jewish community and various denominational groups
started to initiate student programs of their own in order to hold on to
the institutional loyalties of their young during their college years -- a
development which threatened once again to transfer the fragmentation
of the community to the campus and which made it vitally important to
place renewed emphasis on the creation of an over-arching sense of
community through activities embracing the totality of Jewish life and
experience.

And there is Ben Kahn, who will be able to join us tomorrow
morning and who, when he assumed the national directorship, faced
an unprecedented challenge to continue Hillel's expansion in depth in
response to the continually growing Jewish sophistication and rising
expectations of our students, Expansion in depth meant the develop-
ment of new program materials and the introduction of a pattern of
systematic staff guidance and in-service training. It meant the devel-
opment of the national Hillel Faculty Program which brought together
Jewish faculty groups on nearly seventy-five campuses for periodic dis-
cussions of significant issues of Jewish and communal concern. It
meant patient and increasingly successful efforts to place the needs of
Jewish students on the agendas of our Federations to win acceptance
of Hillel as one of the agencies that have a legitimate claim for support
by the entire community. It meant a creative response to the growing
challenge of student activism and anti-institutionalism by the develop-
ment of outreach and action programs and the convening of the first
national Jewish student conference in order to explore the role of
youth in communal activities and policy making. And it meant, finally,
the adding of students and Hillel directors to our Commission, so that

i i in the de-
all constituencies involved in our work would have a voice in

termination of policy.

II

I have spoken of the men who have guided Hi]_lel_ in the i::astr;d
But I have actually done more. I have outlined the maJo:"‘fi;ace s :5 -

i i from one Foundation [ifty yea :
dimensions of our work as it grew om ¢ ) : 7 yeers 2

i 315 institutions of higher learning )
until today when we serve at ! { oot R
as, involving a prolfessiona
United States, Canada, and overse‘ . 4 e
i i -time counselors, three p

103 full-time directors, 102 part s prs ommos

i i i i taff directors, and hundreds o
of Judaic studies, six national s ke

itted to one task -- call it:
teers on our local boards, all commi : B
i i i tudent: call it: the retenti
Judaization of the Jewish college s ; . Frstention oo
i i itment to Jewish life and Jewish s
strengthening of his commi A : : S gt
i i f his affirmation of himse

values; call it: the deepening o ] : .
and a more informed understanding of what this fact means for his

own life and for the world in which we live.

This has been our goal throughout the years. But w:ﬂet::l};ints
oal has remained constant, the attitudes and concerns of t ;al s et
Eave of course, changed and continue to change fundamentally,

the methods by which we seek to achieve our objectives.
What are the concerns of our students today ?

When you talk with people in the communit?'. you ca;x ge;r;‘a
slogan ad nauseam: ''The campus has become a d}sastevr;,ahzve ol
Jewish life., © Or "our students are a lost generation. en i
write off most of them.' Only a year ago, no less a perne s
Nahum Goldmann said at an interr;atlona%rn;e;tﬁg ;r;ie;zxnzerfm Y

is one of our greatest tragedies. oda ?
;,EEEE ;.Srith the greatist potential in the histo‘ry of our ;I)ec.)ptle. 'flzi:;m )
are idealistic, highly educated ... but Judaism doesn't interes

Goldmann is right in one respect -- we have many wind[er;?
young people. But he is wrong when he accuses them4gg 13;0 g ‘:iSh
i hen you have about ' e
cern for Judaism. To be sure, w el e

i i there are many who do n .
students on this continent alone, : .
many have begun to care or have never stopped caring. ThrereI is .
today more Jewish concern, more Jewish involvement among Jewis

=iH =
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students than my colleagues or I have experienced in all the years of
our professional life.

The fundamental fact is that the social upheavals and forces of
our time have turned many of them around to a new engagement with
the question of what it means to be a Jew today,

Think of the response of our students to the crisis in Israel.
During the past few years quite a number of students, just as some of
their elders, had begun to ask questions about Israel, about its strident
political pronouncements, about some of its social policies, about its
outraged criticism of anyone who dared raise a question, about the
shtetl mentality and the ludicrous bureaucracy of the Jewish Agency.
One could sense a measure of disenchantment with what appeared to
be a growing gap between Israel's skillful propaganda and a not so con-
vincing reality. Sam Fishman will examine these attitudes and their

implications in greater detail in one of the workshops tomorrow morning

My point right now is that nothing in our experience with student
reactions, even during and after the Six Day War, had prepared us for
what happened right after Yom Kippur.

We have already reported to You on what has taken place on the
campus -- how our students organized campaigns and raised nearly
one million dollars for the Israel Emergency Fund, how they volun-
teered their services to local Federations, registered by the thousands
for civilian service in Israel, offered to give blood or actually sold
their blood or took jobs in order to €arn some money for the Israel
Emergency Fund.

I think two important conclusions ought to be drawn from this
student response,

First, it says something very important about our students
today. They are not a lost generation. Students are often cynical,
questioning the values of preceding generations, challenging authority.
They are impatient with the imperfections in the fabric of our social
or political life. Yet when it comes down to the wire, you will find
that there is a deep residue of loyalty. Their basic ties to Jewish life
may often seem superficial, vulgar, sentimental. Indeed, they often
are. Yet there is a deep-seated tenacity of Jewish belongingness that

= Biie
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reappears under pressure and that is the soil on which we can build
andpmust learn to build for the future of the Jewish community.

Secondly, the events during the past few months show Is;og:e-

thing else that is vital -- the need for strgc'ture on‘lclarirfpus. A
ever needed proof for the wisdom and v;ll1d1tTyh2£EP.I;h;ﬂz izsld i
campus work, here we have it once again. g p el

ed, had there not been structures -- organize i !
22: ::lé)f:::tls, Hillel advisory hoards: an or.gamzefl studen}} LE;-T;IT:-_:
nity, above all Hillel directors, who immediately a‘et th'e.t\?olne th;lt
motion. Hillel work has always been basec} on the (.Oll'lvlé i R
staff is the only element that provides continuity agd eﬂa E-rsS | -0
continuity of leadership -- on the congtantly changing ccimpru P. S
dents come and go. Action groups will sp(.:rnjtar}eously emf gt- iy
situations, but then disappear when the crisis is over ,Or as :; g
It is natural that people are challengedtmo;? ;;;ﬁly gz;pill:}k YL

i inuously on an emotion ‘ :
3:‘:?;1;3‘( CsatZyli_l:ge ;c?\r:fer. Str“ucmre ‘and staff are the assurance that there
will be programmatic and institutional continuity.

Or think of a second area in which the social thrust and l'lp};l;a-va]
of the past few years have turned many studen‘Fs arm..u:.d to .'-__l- neT*.n-a;l
frontation with the fact and implications of their Jewishness. ;)0 S
referring to the changes in the think:mg of many of our young peop
about themselves as Jews and Americans.

One of my colleagues -- Richard Levy of the University 0[. ”
California, Los Angeles, who will be on our program tox.nor'rcw mtgl
said the other day in what may be an overly sharp yet qu1tc:- ac;:urlaﬂﬁ
formulation that "waspdom has long collapsed ;s a m:tc_)ilelwi;: ﬂ]t;w;;dg

i a time S know, when the gentile 5 1

life." There was a time, as you o o
7 Jewi tudents and young intellectuals re

for the Jew; when many Jewish s ! . yo ;

with resentment to the fact of their Jewishness, wherl_bemg_? JEE’-I‘D}:“

meant being strange and seemed to be an impediment in their efforts

to be fully éccepted by American society.

And what they felt and conceived as this Ameri:can identity w:a:t
a dream, a precious and compelling dream of what this coEntryf;vab .
: i i » te
- t s the dream which continues to be rellec
or at least could be. It was h | : -
on our dollar bill and the great seal of the United States on it showing

i € ith the insecription,
inis ramid beneath the eye of God, wit e maex
er:,n{f;rilflggbc}:i?sp?- He - God - has smiled upon our beginnings, and

-7 -




was primarily a rephrasing of the old Manichaean dualism. The world

b .
eneath it a second motto: novus ordo seclorum -- a new order of th
e
is either black or white. There is only light or darkness. And those

ages.

This dre _ who do not belong to the few select bearers of the light, are servants
America. Not 2 was Fhe _mamfeStation of a fundamental belief in of the Prince of Darkness. Thus, confrontation with the hated estab-
Watergat.e " B:ﬁgeSsarﬂy in the America of Taft or Harding or the lishment -- with police, university presidents, government officials,

more County, but in the America of the Liberty in fact, its destruction where necessary -- were viewed as the working
. It became

out of the ultimate struggle between Satan and the angels.

Bell i :
and Lincoln, the America that has always been more a faith than
a manifestation of one's own existential commitment to moral integrity.

a place -- i 6
dream was shaticred.  h was soorny L ment, But you know how i
b - bt ed by Vietnam. It was
2 urban vielence, by politicl asssasinaions. vy e CListe s e
by the rupture of thm f"Sl"Jlngton: And it was shattered even further
black and white b € political alliances -- when the tensions between
Faighit then. out to T)Eaﬂ tg sho.w us that our faith in the liberal society
e S b ke € an 111u31o‘n; when we learned the hard way that
R A andny a{re due to 1pcrease rather than to decline as poli-
ST EN o suddes;??:gi determinants; and when, discovering that peo-
ment but by the accic{exft nc; 10“2‘-‘1" to be judg.ed. by merit and achijeve- humane order.
biological grou h ; thel? membership in some ethnic or
society Supposfcilwas :1‘: ;%;;Vme our views about what the good Now, just a few years later, the campus atmosphere has

: shifted once again, although no one can possibly predict how long the

present situation may continue before student attitudes change again.

Mario Savio, the pied piper of Berkeley, got married, resumed his
studies, and has long held a job in the establishment in order fo sup-
port himself and his growing family. Rennie Davis, one of the Chicago

Seven, has turned from a preacher of revolution into a faithful fol-
There may be many reasons for this

Interestingly enough, this new theology was in a paradoxical
way fused with a new anthropology -- the typical American notion that
people are basically good, that they are really free from sin and pos-
sess perfect freedom of will, that they err or do evil only because
they are corrupted by their institutions, and that they can be saved by
a simple act of will, a reform of their institutions, or by the destruc-
tion of the existing social order, to be replaced by some other more

This is a second factor which has iner i
o easingly throw
_':rhe r;gc;:e;f;ei;a(lﬂ.c uf_on themse].,vea and compelled tigm to c;}n?z?:nt
S e(f llcaf 1;3115 of their Jewishness. If, in our earlier years
i ré p. ple felt tl}at the most important thing was to make th '
pression on gentiles, numerous young Jews today feel that tﬁe

most important thing for th i
em S i ;
Sewishnesn. g now is the right expression of their

lower of a young Indian guru.
shift. It may reflect a growing realization on the part of many young

people that their attempts to reorder the campus and society were not
really getting them anywhere and produced little besides frustration.

@] i i i
maviked erff:;ngnojes‘zliléh&:?::er fundamental change which has had a It may reflect a growing doubt on their part about man's ability to
enne: Dol resnstRE s fe.-r:lts and JE'WISh life on campus in recent transform himself and the world, a growing realization that there are
quite recentl Ow from the middle and late sixties on until
Y, the campus had been ablaze. This was the time of

no easy solutions to complex social problems, and a new vocational-
ism reflecting a growing awareness of the fact that the material and
social rewards of life are attained mainly by those who work within

¥ of
5szﬁftsrand e counter-culture -- when groups of students, th
i Y representing only a small yet highl ,» though el , ;
nized minority ghly vocal and well orga- the structure of society and not against it.
¥, marched -- when they demonstrated, invaded offices
o Whatever the reasons for the shift, it has begun to involve a

burned buildings, even
i assaulted people, in their a
’ ttem
the ‘values and reorder the structure of their communi pt"s i
society as a whole, S

significant number of young people. It represents a deliberate turn-

ing from the world without to the world within, a shift from a concen-
tration on the redemption of the social order to a preoccupation with
the redemption of man's soul by seeking an answer to his enduring

T ter-
he counter-culture had developed a peculiar theology all of
questions -- Who am 1? What is life all about? Who or what makes

its own. i
wn. This new theology was, of course, really nothing new. It

= e
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it run? i
" ur. How‘can I find a sense of at-homeness in the universe, a senss
purpose with my fellowmen, a sense of meaning for myself?

This quest manifests itself in if
‘ . i many different ways. Yo
I‘L;tui it in a grop}mg return to tradition. You can find it g,n a queustc?gr
ge:él fl;r:.c?hneventllogla]t'imd even highly privatistic ways of expressing a
celebration of life. You can find it in th i
the road to salvation lies in the i i ) b
cultivation of feelings, impulses

) , ,» and
Spontaneity, and that we can solve all our problems if we Eouldbonl
touch and feel and learn to "communicate, " And you can find it in {he
conviction that there is a technique that wi ‘
_ will solve all our 5
o . 2 problems, be

Zen, Tantreism, magic, the peyote cult, unquestioning surrender to

exor clsm or ﬂle Jesus CLI]_E’. or so e tklel iad SIm m Sq erx dl g
me o
» 1 a u a n as

If former generations suffered from a disease called scientism
l:n e;aggerated respect for what science can possibly tell us, one of ,
ur diseases today is obscurantism, an exa :
: iS¢ : ’ . 3 ted contempt fi hat
1s legitimate in science. Hence e = delitar
. A you can observe quite often a deliber-
1:a.l;ct—} turmn‘g away from the rational world of knowledge to a quest foreI
€ experience 0?‘ the mystical, a preference for feeiing over thinkin
a shift from the intellect to unbridled imagination =t

Whatever our personal reacti
on to these trends mav b
san ?ense a profound need behind them. What so many of zure),ro?lr:zeg
€ople seem to need more than anything el i

_ se today is the e i
of being part of a communit : ity n ey
: in; o1 ¥ -- not a community of officers and i] -
‘lilg I;'Sts and fundraising campaigns, but a living, breathing com_t?jril-
ity o pegple who know each other and care for each other; not a
community brought together mainly to solve the problems ’of others

but a community of peo g
ple drawn to : !
own possibilities, gether to explore and fulfill their

personall\ﬂz:p'i‘i:gtin ;tréd Norman Frimer will analyze the religious and
and dimensions of this issue in gr i
. c eater detail tomor-
row morning. The important point f i c .
g . Or us right now is that young Jew
l;:xa\sf been turning inwards, too. This trend reflects by no rz;eani a )
att:;ﬁr;fver'rn}jnt,. but 1c111volves a sufficiently large number to command
. 18 Inward turn manifests itself in =
: ! g In a new quest for Jewi
self-awareness, in a vibra -
2 nt restlessness one ¢ bser
Flriploiarinse oy b : . an observe among young
arching -- call it hunger, i i -
: » if you will -- for
understanding, for roots and self-discovery, for a sense of community

- 10 -

for a deeper cultural, spiritual and ethnic substance than the conven-
tional institutions of our community have often been able to provide.

It is this hunger which motivates students to go to Israel for a
summer, or a year of study, or an attempt to sink permanent roots in
Israel's society. It moves them to enroll in steadily increasing num-
bers in formal Jewish studies courses, to study Hasidism or join
Hasidic groups, to flock to our Free Jewish University classes, to
join discussion groups, to attend weekend institutes, to take Yiddish
language courses. It drives them to create experimental living com-
munities where they attempt to live in accordance with what they hope
to develop as an authentic Jewish life style. And it moves many of
them to search for new ways of satisfying their religious needs.

We have been responding to these needs in a multiplicity of
ways. To give you just one illustration: take the area of Jewish stud-
ies., We have three enormously encouraging and gratifying develop-

ments in this area.

First, the area of formal Jewish studies in the university
itself. Just about a year ago, we published the first comprehensive
catalogue of Jewish studies in American colleges and universities.

We listed about 350 institutions that offered such courses and pro-
grams, not counting theological seminaries and similar church-related
institutions. Yet this catalogue was outdated the moment it came off
the press. New courses and new institutions have to be added to the
list constantly, in many cases introduced as the direct result of the
combined efforts of Hillel directors, faculty members and students.
At California State University in Northridge patient planning helped
stimulate interest and support for a program of Jewish studies that

is now offering thirty-four courses. We have similar developments
in Miami, Riverside, Santa Cruz, Colorado, Georgetown University,
and other institutions, where our directors, in close cooperation with
students and faculty members, were able to stimulate a faculty and
community effort resulting in the development of Jewish studies pro-
grams. An increasing number of Jewish students have been turning

to serious study.

Or take a second area -- the far less formal kind of study in
our so-called Free Jewish Universities. I mentioned this development

briefly in my last report to you. Many people dismissed this project
as a fad, a superficial phenomenon that was bound to disappear. It
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didn't, at least not where it is tak i

s . e€n seriously and handl
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e called a Lehrhaus, a special institute for intensive Jewish

what w
mewhat immodestly the name of the

studies, appropriating perhaps so
famous institution which Martin Buber and Franz Rosenzweig had

created in Frankfurt in the twenties. We conducted it parallel to but
independent from our regular annual summer institute with an enroll-
ment of thirty-six carefully selected students, [ive or six assigned to
one instructor, with individual tutorial sessions and guidance, the
study of texts and issues, lectures, reading periods -- in short,

eight-day period of an intensity and fruitfulness surpassing anything
And there was just one response

an

we have ever been able to achieve.
from staff and students alike. More.
the East Coast. More time, not just eight days. More students, not
just thirty-six in the Lehrhaus and 200 in the Summer Institute. My
and I were once again confirmed in our belief that, if we
could extend the length of the institute and multiply the number of
students who can be reached by this kind of project, the cultural and
spiritual face of our community could be significantly changed. Ob-
viously, I do not claim that we are the only ones who can do this job
or that we can do it all by ourselves. But this year's experience has
shown once again that you can create programs and experiences that
do touch the lives of our young people and have, in many cases, a

lasting effect on their lives.

More locations, not just one on

colleagues

I wish I could take the time to tell you more about some of the

other ways in which we seek to create meaningful Jewish experiences

for our students in the vital dimensions of Jewish life and concern.

1 could tell you how we continually try to create the experience
of Israel as a living reality for students and directors through study
seminars in Israel, through our national conferences on Israel and
the College Campus, and especially also through the superb enrich-
ment program for American students at the Hebrew University, which
is funded by B'nai B'rith Women and suided by our Jack Cohen and

his staff. -

I could tell you about our efforts to strengthen their sense of
membership in the Jewish people by our projects on behalf of Soviet
Jewry -- for instance, our national conferences on Campus Action for
Soviet Jewry, the development of programs, exhibits, courses and
seminars dealing with the Holocaust, their involvement in eampus
drives on behalf of the United Jewish Appeal, their volunteer service
in local federations and similar agencies.
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for those students -- and it is a
lectu;? or emotional difficulties with the more conventional modes of
:fct)rs bT;::‘the:,r encount.er in our adult congregations, yet whom we can
en bring together. in special worship groups under the leadership of
Some of our most gifted directors -- in Los Angeles, Michigan
ghlc;go, Boston, Ohig State, Washington, Cincinnati and elsew’here
Tgu ave seen the fruits of some of these efforts in Bridges to a H01.y
t\::::;, gﬁllc? we sin; to you some months ago and which brought about
el-created services together in i
what we are trying to achieve. : - PRPHSRERIES Sample of

} I do not disregard the fact that indifference and apathy are still
campant and that there are large numbers of Yyoung Jews who don't
d?::ezggdatrhe n;tmri;che: by anyone or at least not by us. Nor do I

e fa at there are youn >
are bonscrt Y g Jews on campus who care but

" Yet the emotions which have been generated by the events of

the pa§t few years have fueled a turn to Jewishness of a strength and

1nten.s1ry I 'have not experienced in all my years in our work. gIt iZn

s:ti?;?ji io I;e.-ach many_ of our young people. While alienation and

. moral;}ynr;n;:; tsoere]:;tsiteO;trl:lz;ﬁtprobably' the intellectually sharpest
. :

Many of them are in search of the thginl,:gesr?;;(’:nni:t::ﬁenti‘lie n;'(fer;y-

phonn‘quS. They are accessible. They respond to honest i et

and dialogue, e

I think we have a right to sa i
N : Y that Hillel has been showi
:"esﬂ.lency which has enabled it to meet the test of time ot
‘:}fa:‘mii and perhaps most important question for us tonight -- is: to
flat extent are we prepared and equipped to cope with the tasks that
will confront us in the years ahead?

I know, of course, as do all of you, that any attempt to project

al;ms j;)r the f}xture is something of an academic exercise right now
€n the emotional and material resources of the world Jewish com-
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The question -

build a mature, strong and committed Jewish community in the years

_ ahead.

According to our tradition, there are two types of future: yesh
machar 1'achar z'man, v'yesh machar achshav. '"There is a tomorrow
in the distant future, and there is an immediate tomorrow. "

To speak first of our immediate tomorrow. We shall have three
thoughtful analyses of this issue by the panel that has been scheduled
for tomorrow night. Let me therefore merely list in headline fashion
the most important issues which will require attention as we plan for

the immediate future.

1. Let me speak first of the problem that is, inevitably, most
crucial -- our material limitations. Right now I do not mean the fact
that there is a large and still growing number of institutions with often
very substantial Jewish enrollment, especially in the rapidly growing
community colleges, where we cannot serve, notwithstanding the urgent
requests we get from parents, students, faculty, and administrations.
I mean money. I mean our budget. [ mean our ability to respond to
the unabating and relentless pressure for the improvement and expan-
sion of our services where we exist. I mean the fact that there are
numerous institutions where we do exist but -- and I want to say this
with utter frankness -- where we cannot do our job as adequately as

we ought to and are capable of doing.

As Philip Klutznick once said, there is the danger that we may
be criticized not for what we are not doing because we don't possess
the resources for it, but for what we are doing poorly. And we are
doing our job poorly in some places because of the monstrosity of a
situation -- something I mentioned to you once before -- in which we
continue to have utterly inadequate and sometimes virtually nonexist-
ing program budgets in many Foundations and, above all, a staff-stu-
dent ratio of one to 2, 000 or one to 3, 000 or even one to 5, 000. What,

in the final analysis, is wrong with Hillel is neither our concept nor
I grant that more adequate funds are not

our technique nor our staff.
I grant

an automatic remedy for inadequacy of vision or performance.
that we have staff weaknesses here and there. We are aware of them

and are constantly trying to improve our performance.

But our central problem is that no single person, be it in
Hillel, a center, a synagogue, or any educational institution or
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group-work agency, can hope or can be expected to do a job of real
depth and effectiveness in the face of the gigantic enrollment in many
of our institutions.

. It can't be done with one full-time staff member -- our situation
in most major Foundations. It can be done even less so where we can
cgrrently provide only very limited part-time services with the help
ol a local rabbi or faculty member who is able to give a few hours a
week to work with students. Try to imagine what that means at Stony
Brook with close to 5, 000 Jewish students now, quite remote from anv
sizeable Jewish community; at the State University at Albany with )
Ir}early 3,000 Jews; or for the 2,000 or more Jewish students in Santa
Barbara or Santa Cruz, institutions at which we still function with bud-
gets of $2, 000 or $3, 000.

‘ We are.crueuy underfunded. The budget of a single federation
in a.medlum-smed Jewish community is larger than what the American
Jewish community is currently providing for Jewish work on the
campus.

. [ am saying this with profound gratitude and respect for the un-
tiring efforts and sacrifices of B'nai B'rith on behalf of American
Jewish youth. B'nai B'rith has been doing a superb job. Moreover,
the support we receive from B'nai B'rith continues to increase.
theless, the gap between what we get and what we need continues to
grow. Our needs increase far more rapidly than our resources do.

I am certain that B'nai B'rith will continue to do everything within its
power to keep us going and growing. But, as I said ta some of you
sometime ago, it is unrealistic to expect an organization that com-
prises about 12% of the adult Jewish population of America -- and
primarily the middle-class segment of this population -- to be the sole
or even predominant reservoir of support for activities and programs
that could successfully reach the multitudes of Jewish students t_oda'y.

I[f we want to move ahead; if we want more adequate resources
for salary improvements; if we want to be able to bring in additional
staff where the size of the student body has long required it; if we
want more adequate funding for program, for maintenance and, yes,
for urgently needed new projects, we shall have to go elsewhere. And
the (?nly source to which we can turn for substantial and sustained new
funding -- please note that both, substantial and sustained, are nec-
essary -- are our federations and welfare funds.

= 1§ =

Never:

During the past few years, we have begun conversations with
a number of key people in the federation leadership in order to enlist
their support in this direction. We need strongly increased support
for Hillel in nori-federation cities. Federations, for understandable
reasons, are usually most concerned with the students right in their
own communities and, therefore, earmark a substantial portion and
sometimes even their entire allocation for local use. As a result,
Foundations in some federation cities are prosperous, while Founda-
tions in non-federated communities are often disastrously under-
supported. Qur major thrust in the coming years must be to reverse
this trend or to augment it by building up unearmarked grants to and
through the National Youth Services Appeal so that our Foundations in
non-federated cities will not be starved out of existence. I want to
bespeak the help of every member of our Commission for this purpose.

In the same way we must secure increased support for a sub-
stantial intensification and improvement of our national program and
administrative services which are disastrously starved for funds, too.

We have no illusions about the difficulties involved in these
negotiations. But several factors give us reason to feel encouraged.
1. Federations have responded with increasing understanding
and generosity to our needs. Our federation income has grown from
$370, 000 in 1960 to $663,000 in 1970 (19, 8% of our budget) to
$1, 643,000 in 1973 (36, 2%), and it will increase to nearly two mil-

lion or even slightly more in 1974,

2. Since 1971, increased federation funding has made it pos-
sible for us to upgrade eight Counselorships to full-time Foundations
and to provide additional full-time staff members at thirteen of our

largest Foundations.

3. Many federations have come to realize that any attempt to
find a quick solution to the problems of Jewish student work usually
turns out to be merely a quack solution. A few years ago, when stu-
dent activism was at its height, we frequently were under attack. We
were told that we did not reach enough students, that we were not
innovative enough, that we were living in the past. We knew how
quickly trends on campus change and that today's absolutes on campus
usually turn out to be tomorrow's relativities. But these groups --
and they were motivated by a genuine concern -- had to gain their own
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fgperience. They began to look for other instruments, a handful of
students here, a larger group elsewhere, whose activities they funded

audcullougll W.h.l(..h ]]CS’ Iloped to bul]d a bettel bI ldge to Studellts tllan

o By now most of them have come to realize that there is no
q.umk cure. The point was made succinctly in a report of the Planning
Committee on Services for College Youth in Miami:

Our Iinvestigation has turned up no successful college -
Serving agency on campuses around the country other
than the Hillel Foundations, which, therefore, becomes
thf’: logical vehicle to provide these services. The Com-
mittee accordingly recommends that the present Hillel
Communlity Board serve as the agent of the Miami Jewish
community to oversee services to Jewish college youth on
all the college campuses in Greater Miami. o

) 4.’ Finally, the LE‘LI'gE‘ City Budgeting Conference recently
gciiexf.red its recommendation to its member federations that they pro-
vide increased earmarking to Hillel for necessary national services.

v

~ We have grown in this area of our immediate concern
there is also the machar 1'achar z'man,
hopes and planning.

But
the tomorrow of long-range
We have so many hopes and plans. :

1. We must improve our ability to r i
sustained field services than we can doytoda;.nd;z‘giiorl;ﬁ“tnt:gs:rind
emergency visitors. We rush to a Foundation or Counsel'orship when
a ;?robile_m arises. What we need is time and staff not for commando
raid visits but for regular visits by an experienced director who can
l?e one of us in the Washington office or an experienced and ;nsighh
ful colleague right from the field, who will remain on a campus for
sraveral days and share his insights and experience with the local
director and his students.

2. We want to stimulate the
staff to work with students.
pus rabbi,

vigorous growth of a new type of
v S Call it outreach worker; call it on-cam-
as 1s the case in Los Angeles; or call it roving director or
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peripatetic chaplain. He is generally not in the building, although he
has, of course, a campus facility and address. He has no institutional
program, no structured activities. But he has, in Norman Frimer's
phrase, a program for life. He has no ideology or institution to sell.
What he has to offer are his insights, his sensitivity, his wisdom, his
ability to listen, the very things he stands for and is committed to, the
knowledge that here is a human being worthwhile knowing, meeting,
and talking to. We ought to have such persons on a large number of
campuses, walking around, sitting with young people, talking with them
over a cup of coffee, getting close to them, and getting to know what
their real concerns are.

3. Similarly, we ought to push ahead vigorously in experiment-
ing with a new kind of staff arrangement especially in large metropol-
itan areas where we have several Foundations and directors. I mean
a "cluster approach' utilizing persons with differing skills not in a
single Foundation but for the entire area. We ought to ask ourselves
whether, instead of having a rabbi at every school in a metropolitan
area, we should not try to develop a staff of persons with complemen-
tary skills and competencies. There should, of course, be a rabbi.
But there could and should also be a group-work specialist, a person
specially trained and gifted for outreach work, others for counseling
and administration, perhaps even a specialist in the fields of art and
dance. In short, we need staff planning of this kind on an area basis.
We have made such a beginning in Cleveland, and the success of the
experiment there shows that this new pattern can increase our pro-
ductivity substantially in other locations too.

4. There is still another approach which we ought to develop
far more intensively and widely than we have been able to do so far --
the Scholar-in-Residence program which we have started on several
campuses. We need visits by outstanding expositors of Jewish life
and thought, who will be on campus not just for one guest appearance
but for several weeks, who will lecture at Hillel, address university
classes and faculty groups, meet students in dormitories and the
Student Union, and have intensive and extended personal contact with
a large number of students. The presence of such a person will have
a far more profound and lasting impact on students than a whole series
of more conventional programs. In planning for the future, we must
begin to think seriously of these and similar approaches -- extended
and intensified contact with outstanding minds who are in a unique
position to serve as contagious models of the intellectual standards
and moral energy of Jewish life,
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5. Finally, let me come back once more for just a moment to
the need of utilizing the summer more than we have done in the past. could still hear the voices of some children playing outside the electri-
As Maurice Pekarsky once put it, 'throughout the year the time and fied barbed wire fences, guarded by SS men with machine guns. And
space of the student are determined by the dominant culture, "' the you could still hear the twirping and singing of some birds in the utte.- r
values and symbols of the world they live in. Jewishness is squeezedsﬁnmSS of men standing in silence, confronting the possible immediacy
in and squeezed out as students rush from one activity and (:IaSS.N:;c:rnQf death.
to another. The summer gives us an extraordinary opportunity to hej
share the time and space of students for Jewish purposes. Suppose I feel free to talk about this experience because I believe it
we could have summer institutes not of eight days but of eight weeks! contains something that is of more than personal significance.
Suppose we could invite some of the young creative minds we have on
campus -- young poets, young dramatic talent, young writers and Life, the miracle of life, is the most precious gift we possess.
musicians -- and bring them together with outstanding artists, wr-iter.But an equally precious gift which life bestows upon us is the gift of
thinkers, and theologians, who have an interest and competence in freedom -- freedom, if you wish, to see the sun rise or set; freedom
Jewish thought and life. In this kind of setting, we could affect these to hear the voices of children playing in the fields; freedom to live in
young people in a way that could not be matched or duplicated anywher, o work for a society in which we can be what we have a right to be
else. A more extensive and imaginative utilization of the summer is and what we ought to be, Jews -- not because the social pressures or
one of the tasks we shall also have to undertake in the future, political ideologies of the world coerce us to be Jews, but because our

Judaism is the personally willed and freely chosen matrix of our exis-
tence and source of our values.

v ‘
This is what Hillel has been all about in the past [ifty years.

These are some aspects of the role [ see for us in the years Time has tested us in these years. [ think we have passed the test of

ahead. There are still other aspects which we cannot discuss tonight.time. And with your dedicated help, we shall not cease battling for_‘
Behind all of them, however, there stands a fundamental conviction the opportunity to be this kind of free soul and, in our area ?f BEEVALE.
which I can perhaps best describe by a personal experience. to help build a Jewish community of creative strength and dignity in
the vears that lie ahead.
Had we met last November, as we had originally planned, we
would have met almost to the day on the date on which thirty-five
years earlier the Jewish world had lived through the trauma of the
infamous Crystal Night -- the night synagogues were burned, Jewish
property was destroyed, and thousands of Jews were driven like cat-
tle into concentration camps. And I remember a day when 12, 000 or
15, 000 of us were standing lined up in formation late one afternoon
in the concentration camp Sachsenhausen, waiting to be counted befor:
being locked up in our barracks for the night. In the center of the
camp you could see two things. There was a hut where inmates were
beaten, tortured, murdered. Beside it, there stood a small cage
with a pet bird belonging to the commandant, with a sign, '""Please
don't tease, ' revealing his love for animals.

There we were standing. It was cold. You could still see the
pale November sun for a few moments before it finally went down. Y

= 900
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I. CHANGING PATTERNS OF MORALITY
AMONG TODAY'S STUDENTS

Max D. Ticktin

I

In speaking of today's students and their morality, a few cavea:

are required:

(1) We must distinguish between attitudes and behavior. All
studies indicate that more '"radical" attitudes are not necessarily
matched by similar behavior. Moreover, . behavior can stem from a

whole series of attitudes, some of which are not readily ascertainable, find in

(2) Though many of us are accustomed to speak of student cul-

ture, youth culture, or counter-culture among the young, there is a
wide range of attitudes and behavior on our campuses, reflecting not
only the home backgrounds of the students but also the different uni-
versity settings, each with its own ethos, and the campus sub-com-
munities with their pressures upon the individual student.

(3) Most of us are post-youth chronologically. Some of us
have tended to distance ourselves from our young people, being criti-
cal and defensive about our values and our behavior. Others have
over-identified with the young people -~ a common American habit.
Again, the parents among us may tend to do both, either at the same
time or in an alternating way irritatingly well-known to young people.

II
The youth culture is a product of the sixties, a decade during

which more young people entered universities than in all previous
decades of American history. The media began featuring elements

of that youth ethos and behavior, but frequently in a slanted way. The

students who are on campus now were essentially pre-adolescent be-
fore some of the central events of the sixties; but they quickly identi-
fied with their older peers during that decade of Civil Rights ("I have
a dream'' was over ten years ago),
in American history, the time of violent confrontations with the

the period of the least popular war

"establishment" wherever targets could be struck on campuses, and
the era of extraordinarily bitter interfacings in Washington and in
Chicago just five years ago.

The rapidity and the intensity of the changes in American life
find expression in subtle ways in the world of our young people. They
are evident in their attitudes towards the nation-state, the political
enterprise, violence, sexuality, pornography, marriage, the family
unit, career and vocation planning. Likewise, the events of the recent
Presidential crisis -- the attack upon Israel, the danger of another
world war -- have all been deeply felt by our young people and found
expression in their values and behavior.

Some of these values and behavior are similar to what we can
the adult world. In many cases, however, the sensibilities of
the older and the younger generations are polarized. An extreme case
of this polarization was put by one writer as follows:

The old culture, when forced to choose, tends to give
preference to property rights over personal rights,
technological requirements over human needs, com-
petition over cooperation, violence over sexuality, con-
centration over distribution, the producer over the
consumer, means over ends, secrecy over openness,
social forms over personal expression, striving over
gratification, Oedipal love over communal love, and so
on. The new counter-culture tends to reverse these
priorities.

Would that it were so simple!

II1

There are, however, some real differences. | would stress

the following:

(1) Many young Jewish people have, as one observer put it,
been made into psychological adults by our society while still being
compelled sociologically to be adolescents. Hence there often is a
divergence of view as to when a person is mature and, indeed, for
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what. At what point does one begin to control one's own leisure,
assume responsibility ?

(2) As has been true from time immemorial, there is a con-
flict between the vertical and the horizontal -- between the inherited
traditional culture with its values and today's spontaneous experience,
Young people have always prized their autonomy, and they retreat to
those private arenas where they can express their freedom in an
unfettered way.

(3) More than in previous generations, a Significant number
of young people question the educational enterprise. Frequently,
there is little respect for apprenticeship in vocational preparation.
There is doubt as to the personal fulfillments one ecan find in profes-
sions, even in those free professions so esteemed by young Jewish
people in the past. This may, however, be changing among the stu-
dents who are on campus today, and who in their way may be seeking
to avoid the drift that was characteristic of previous student generation

(4) There is an ambivalence, if not hostility, towards tech-
nology, science and their fruits. If you are going to make something,
many seem to be saying, ''make love, not war." Consequently, we
see a new and special interest in ecology, in de -urbanization, even
in farming, crafts, sandal-making, and similar occupations.

(5) Forty years ago, there was talk in America of the need
for "trial" marriage. Now there are young couples on campus who
are openly living together. This is not necessarily sexual promis-
cuity, Two sociologists recently reported that they had interviewed
fifty couples and found that most of them "do not see living together
as an alternative to marriage, but a state preceding it." For them,
marriage is a serious business, we are told, and they claimed that
"living together can help them make the right choice before the con-
tract is signed. "

A major advantage of living together was the chance for
"individual growth'' that was unlike any experience to be
found in a dormitory, fraternity or sorority house. .,
While most had no interest in legal alternatives to mar-
riage, some couples saw advantages. They believed that
legalizing cohabitation would reduce friction with their
parents, reduce problems with legai contracts, and bring

7
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them tax benefits. Such an arrangement would eliminate
some of the hardships of cohabitation but retain the
desired freedom.

(6) A British philosopher has written that ''moral skepticism
and moral perfectionism combine to discredit all explicit expressior.ls
of morality' and yield "an angry absolute individualism.' Events of
the sixties and seventies have indeed introduced a large measure of
moral skepticism, if not cynicism, in our youth. Neverthe}esa. many
young people will, "in a beautiful way, " strive to express, in word and
deed, integrity and honesty in one-to-one relationships so as not to
live in a world of complete nihilism. They place a special premium
on candor and loyalty in friendship. This may be accompanied by an
apprehensiveness towards marriage, that permanent liaison of fidel-
ity, as we indicated previously.

Retained from an earlier phase of the youth culture may also
be a moral perfectionism, which ultimately is apolitical inasmuch as
it is so concerned with the utopian world that it is unable to deal with
the proximate steps necessary for social change. Here tf::o one finds
many young people looking for ''new political alternatives' such as the
commune or a new sense of the family unit, and a new intensified
attraction for vocations such as medicine, social work, public inter-
est law, and community organization, which feature public social
service in circumscribed areas which, hopefully free from political
interference, hold the promise of personal satisfaction in the use of
one's talents and skills.

v

I have sought to remain descriptive in this brief generalized
report. To evaluate these changing patterns of morality is difficult
but necessary. Individuals, both adult and youth, will be striving for
integration. Those who take seriously the task of being heirs to a
Jewish tradition and culture will have the additional task of integrating
new value stances and new behavior with inherited ways of understand-
ing Jewish character and destiny.



II. CHANGING STUDENT ATTITUDES TOWARD ISRAEL

Samuel Z. Fishman

This report has gone through three stages of preparation. The
initial draft sought to document certain changes of outlook which indi-
cated that stresses and strains, if not actual fissures, were develop-
ing in the relationships between Israel and American Jewry. The
illustrations for this analysis were drawn from the experience of work
ing with American Jewish students during ‘he Six Day War and the six
Yyears that followed. The thinking for this paper entered a second
stage when the Yom Kippur War exploded and, in the process, shat-
tered certain modes of thought and ways of doing things. The dimen-
sions of the campus response, for reasons which I shall mention
shortly, demonstrated outstanding support for Israel on the part of
Jewish students and faculty. This was, however, a peak experience,
with an extraordinary degree of involvement. Since then, we have
been witnessing the inevitable subsidence.

The timing of the present analysis represents a third stage. I
is marked by military disengagement in the Middle East and psycholog
ical disengagement on the campus. One of the effects of this develop-
ment has been to turn our attention back to the long-range issues with
which we were originally concerned. This time, however, we must
add the consequences of the Yom Kippur War to the issues that requir:
deliberation.

Let me review some of the reasons for the very positive re-
sponse of last fall, a response which, by all indications, surpassed
even the experiences of 1967. The outbreak of war on Yom Kippur

had an impact of tremendous significance, for religious and psycholog

ical reasons as well as more pragmatic ones. This time there was
an excellent reserve of student energy. The 1967 war, by contrast,
had built up slowly over the three-week period of late May and early
June. Students were up to their ears preparing for final exams, and
as each day passed it became a little more difficult to pull them out
for meetings, rallies, and fund-raising efforts. Even those who
offered to go to Israel as civilian volunteers postponed their depar-
tures till the end of finals. The ban on travel to the Middle East plus
Israel's rapid demobilization vitiated much of the enthusiasm to go.
Despite these difficulties, the campus response to the Six Day War
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was unprecedented, and a new chapter in Jewish student consciousness
had begun.

In 1973, students were confronted by a totally unexpected war,
begun at a time when many had come together for High Holy Day ser-
vices at Hillel. They remained in close proximity throughout that
weekend and had little difficulty in getting together to draw up plans
for action.

We should also note that during the past half dozen years thou-
sands of American students had gone to Israel to visit, work, or study.
By the time of the Yom Kippur War there were cadres of identifiable
leadership at virtually every large campus. These were young people
who come to know Israel on a firsthand basis, and who had acquired
some insight concerning the State, her people, her politics, and her
borders. We must categorically reject the ill-founded charges that
American Jewish students, as a group, are uniformly ignorant of what
is at stake in the Middle East conflict or -- even worse -- are well
informed about issues everywhere in the world except the Middle East.
There are many students who have acquired a great deal of informa-
tion and experience with respect to this tragic conflict. There are
even larger numbers of students whose commitments are wholly
positive, and they were the leaders who rallied campus support for

Israel.

In no time at all they organized rallies, set up information
tables, signed students up to give blood, wrote letters, and collected
signatures for petitions. They organized fund-raising campaigns and
made arrangements to screen volunteers. They worked in and out of
the Hillel facilities and side by side with agencies such as the United
Jewish Appeal and the American Zionist Youth Foundation.

There was an immense outpouring of funds for Israel, directed
principally to the Israel Emergency Fund of the United Jewish Appeal.
On virtually every campus, Hillel foundations and counselorships
were at the center of an intensive drive for contributions to ease the
war's drain on Israel's financial resources. A variety of ingenious
fund-raising techniques were employed, including telephone calls to
all Jewish students, mail campaigns, dorm meetings, pushka collec-
tions, solicitations in departments by graduate students, collections
at football games, benefit concerts and shopping centers, bake sales,
bike-athons and walk-athons for Israel, approaches to non-Jewish
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groups and individuals, button and banner sales, and intensive faculty
solicitation. Reports from Hillel foundations and counselorships docuy
ment campus giving for Israel in excess of $800, 000. Over twenty
schools reported collections of $10, 000 or more.

The readiness of Jewish students to identify with Israel in her
hour of need should be a great source of gratification and encourage-
ment. It is clear that this support was the consequence of a time of
crisis, when individual concerns are set aside and our collective
energy is focused on the primary issue of Israel's survival. Now we
must confront challenges which were not so apparent during the time
of the emergency. It is too early to know whether the Yom Kippur
War will work, as did the Six Day War, crucial changes in the relatio
ships of Israel and world Jewry. In my judgment, there remain a
number of issues which Jewish leadership both here and in Israel
must evaluate with respect to planning for the future.

We have indicated that one of the consequences of the Six Day
War was an increased concern for Israel on the part of thousands of
Jewish students. For some it meant giving serious thought to the
option of aliyah. Their personal planning and career training began
to take this possibility into consideration, and hundreds if not thou-
sands have already settled in Israel. We do not yet know how many
more will ultimately go, or what the effect of the new war will be.

For thousands of others Israel came to represent an attrac-
tive opportunity for summer visits, a chance to look things over and
form some personal impressions. The peak of student travel came
in the summer of 1971, when 50, 000 students spent all or part of their
Ssummer vacation in Israel. In that year the kibbutzim were swamped
facilities for young tourists were overcrowded, and many students
found themselves completely at loose ends in a country that was not
prepared to cope with them.

il

Other students, sometimes as the result of summer visits,
set their sights on a year of study at an Israeli university. Qver the
last five or six years an annual average of 2, 000 American students
have taken courses at Israeli schools, primarily in Jerusalem. Here
too the capacity to absorb such numbers has been severely tested.

Student encounters with Israel, whether in the summer or over
a year, have not always been effective and rewarding experiences.
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In some instances there are the predictabl‘e d%sappo‘mtments wheln .
images and ideals clash with the reality of daily hfe'. The corr;p a 3
of American visitors range from a claim _thjat Is.rael is overly Dm;ak_
nated by Orthodoxy to the contentior} that it is _s:.mply a Hr—:br'E\.:‘;Sp

ing secular state. We must recognize our obligation to 1f[:repa :
students in advance of their Israel experience, so that .tﬂ ey‘ arlrl'w:h )
with a higher degree of sensitivity and knowledge than is usually the

case.

Sometimes, however, the disappointments are rooted in tht;
real and existential situation, and are not at all the consequence o

. i - .
misinformation or erroneous expectations. Consider the testimony

of a student from Wisconsin who spent a year studying at the Hebrew

University.

Though I was very excited about going to IIsrael. I do not
think_my expectations were too high. Idl.d not ExF.JeCt, 1
Utopia or the messianic kingdom. I was intensely aware
of the tragedy of a war between two people who call the
land "home.'" I knew that not all Israelis care abogt th‘.?
things I find important (any more than do all Amur:&caxj.?}‘
And in some ways I was surprised: the stark rockiness
of the land; the golden nature of Jerusalem a} sunset; the
growing confidence which comes from the daily use of
Hebrew reborn; the constant contrasts of old and new,
East and West, peace and war, and the joys and exas-
perations of day-to-day living.

And yet 1 was also disappointed, maybe profoundly, ‘fc?r
I did not leave with the feeling that, for all of Israel's
love for aliyah, I was wanted in Israel.

The feeling was that those who \f.ro_uid' demgnd true soc_ial-
ism, or question violations of civil liberties, or refuse
military service for conscience's sake, or follow non-
orthod(;x patterns of religious obse.!rvance, would be
ignored, or pushed aside, 01:‘ despised -- or perhaps
accused of "'galut mentality.

Summer visitors criticize E]1 Al, the government t‘oulr'lst ‘
offices, and the Jewish Agency, usually with little appreciation olt1
the difficulties involved in organizing programs for student travellers.
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g&;hegher or qot their c.riticisms are justified, the cumulative result

§ €en an increase in the number of American Jewish organizations
wh1clh arrange summer programs for high school and college students
outside the framework of cooperation with the Jewish Agenéy or other |
governmental bodies. We are confronted with the challenging fact
;hat two out of three student visitors come on their own, unrglated to
e;lsye?re packaged program, whether of the Jewish Agency or anybody '

el Or;)e_: c;lfghe difficulties, of course, is the broad range of moti-
ns whic rings visi 3 = )
snalysin: gs visitors to Israel. One student offers this cogent

Today, students are visiting Israel for a variety of reasons
Sor.ne cor.ne to confirm their decisions about aliyah, others -
to investigate the possibility. Some come to learn about

a totally different society, others to trace their historical
roots. These, however, are in the minority . i e

E‘he {tlajority are seeking and are satisfied with simply
having a good time." And this is exactly what the Jewish
Agency provides.

Flooded with more students than they can possibly handle
anc.i beipg asked by most for little more than sunshine l
Swimming, and appropriate after-hours activities, th:e
Apgency responds in a perfectly understandable manner
Fts tours are long on sun and water, short on in-depth -
n?formation. Lectures by significant Israelis are pro-
tuded for several groups at a time, all with differing
interests, and all with little chance for interaction v&ith
the personality . . . .

But by catering exclusively to the ma jority, the Agency
runs the risk of alienating just those intellectually curious
and aware students who have the greatest potential for
contributing to Jewish life, either in Israel or the Diaspora
The combination of sunshine, swimming, and bureaucratic .
Flassles with the Agency hardly meets the definition of
intellectual challenge,

S

The solution to this problem requires nothing so serious as
abolition of the Jewish Agency, but rather a change of em-
phasis. While serving as a travel agency for the masses,
it must also serve the serious student as a door-opener to
the many cultural, historical, political, and social aspects

of Israeli life.

From its thousands of visitors, the Agency must first make
a special effort to identify those students who are truly
interested in a living and learning experience. For these,
it must provide every possible opportunity for personalized
contact with as many forms of Israeli life as possible. Its
programs should emphasize depth and individuality; its
tours should deal, not just with places, but with the people
and ideas, of past and present, that make the places

significant.

Attitudes toward Israel have also been influenced by changes
in this country. During the last half-dozen years there have been
developments on campus and in the community which have affected
student response. The breakdown of the civil rights coalition, which
more or less coincided with the time of the Six Day War, propelled
many students into serious consideration of the meaning of their
Jewish identity as it related to the struggle for human dignity. Decent-
thinking Jewish students were repulsed by the rhetoric of the New Left
and Black Power groups and concluded that concern for human welfare
in general had best begin with the needs of their fellow Jews -- in
America, in Israel, and, of course, in the Soviet Union.

The influential role of students in the efforts for Soviet Jewry
is an inspiring story. Relevant to our discussion is the degree to
which activist energies were channeled into the struggle for Soviet
Jewry as expressions of student idealism and Jewish solidarity.

The emergence of anti-Israel propaganda compelled many
Jewish students to enter an ideological and political struggle on be-
They sought to refute the charges that Israel was a

half of Israel.
" '3 settler regime, " "a racist

"tool of American imperialism,
theocracy, ' "a neo-colonial usurper of Arab rights," by learning

and interpreting the background of the situation in Israel and the
Middle East.
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. S%mﬁ studernts were determined to fuse their commitments to
1 an the radical stance which they had embraced i i
the Vietnam War: SeRE

"We are .radicals, " one wrote. "We actively oppose the
war in Vietnam. We support the black liberation movement
as we e:ndorse all genuine movements of liberation. And
thus, f1r§t and foremost, we support our own. We' will
march with our brothers of the Left. We will support th
Bu‘t wher? they call for the death of Israel, when gli a o
quiesce in plans for the liquidation of the Jewish sta?::e o

we 'then h.ave no choice but to fight them. We shall d(‘-,‘I.ID
anti-Semitism whether it emanates from the right or th .
lgft. There is no such thing as 'progressive' anti~Sem'e—
t1sm.. And we shall not allow the 'revolutionaries' to e:l

our 1.ncl1ctrnent of racism by claiming that they are 'a e
Zionist but not anti-Semitic. ' If they can reconcile tt:lt:l_
selves to the existence of every nation on the planet butm-
Israel, then they are clearly against the Jewish peo le.
One may call that what he will. " S

This radical stance led
some to a more critical positi i
;(e):pect to all forms of the "establishment, "' whether thé)Am;i?c‘:;th
ernment, the university administrati
. un ation, the organized Jewish -
munity, or the military and political leaders of Israel. o

e goveﬁ;“:l;?;;}'o?;t;lsdfntls thz Increasingly close relationship between
dilemmas. Golda ?l.'v.fIr—:J'.;l'e and the United States created tensions and
or: Vit aoizen st s ;erc:i.orsement of President Nixon's position
increasingly aware of iho 1_Strust’and disrespect. Some became
which 1eft them uncgngorijb{liunen‘smns of Israeli governmental policy
out and {dentificd witn articulitzrdligsse};ileisdfna%}f:elment" They sought
as Amos Oz and Amnon Rubinstein. sraeli scene, such

‘lssues and events on Israel's domesti i
;}Le no.tlfe ofAthoughtful students, eSpeciallst:liosszeiijfagol:eiiizge
abgzilg::eﬁlg thE gomtw during the course of a visit, They learned
e dac: anthers and the larger social problems which
s Je; . S'I;hey encountered Palestineans on American cam-
ey 1 rusa em, and sought distinctions between the terrorists
and Palestineans whom they saw as victims of a political
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and social cross-fire. Some students joined Israeli critics in ques-
‘ tioning government policies on settlement on the West Bank or the

| acquisition of Bedouin lands by irregular "fencing off" procedures.
They agonized over the unintentional disaster of the Libyan airliner
shot down over Sinai and the intentional interception of the Lebanese
plane thought to be carrying terrorist leaders from Beirut to Baghdad.
They identified with an Israeli conscientious objector, Giora Neumann,
who was imprisoned for several months because he refused to take

the oath of military service.

As Israel came more and more to be identified with the "Estab-
lishment" -- admittedly a vague term -- certain students and other
Jewish intellectuals came to the conclusion that it did not represent
the values and ideals in which they believed. They were "turned off"
by a Jewish establishment, whether in America or Is rael, that in-
creasingly accepted political positions and leaders on the conservative
side of the spectrum. At various times they protested an award given
by Bonds for Israel to Governor Ronald Reagan, a testimonial to
General Alexander Haig by Jewish Social Service of Philadelphia, &
dinner for Col. Henry Crown by the Federation and Welfare Fund of
Chicago, and a proposed tribute (later cancelled) by the American
Jewish Committee to Chairman Donald Kendall of Pepsico as the

"humanitarian of the year., "

The debate and division which characterized the Jewish com-
munity during the 1972 presidential campaign also left its mark on the
Jewish student community, where support for McGovern was widely
pronounced. A pre-election survey of 200 college students attending
the 1972 National Hillel Summer Institute, taken in August of that year,
disclosed that 60% were for McGovern, 10% for Nixon, and 30%

undecided.

The cumulative impact of these developments, at least with
reference to the period before the Yom Kippur War, was an emerging
consensus among certain students that Israel has a low priority on
their agenda of Jewish concerns. Such attitudes are not expressed in
ipnorance or hatred, but with a sense of distress and genuine dis-
appointment. They are espoused by many sensitive and committed
youngsters who have reached the conclusion that Israel offers nothing
of interest with respect to aliyah and little of significance to their
Jewish commitments and their search for a meaningful life.
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of religious life; and by the erosion of the civil liberties, particularly,
though not exclusively, of its Arab citizens,"

students would i X
has lived in Isr:gfizrwt}:?r:;eyg;i:rvs,‘l?on of 8 former American who Mordecai Bar-On, director of the Youth and Pioneering Depart-
if you immerse yourself, all your £ick Sra_Lel is not a”cattle dip in which ment of the World Zionist Organization, readily c?ncedesﬂthat y.outh
ical and theological point of view e s‘wxll fall off." From an ideolog and, to a certain extent, intellectuals and professionals, "are finding
the challenge of sustaining Jewish 1if e-ISDSreater readiness to accept | it more and more difficult to face up to the fact of Israel and accept
existence and worthwhileness e i laspora, of rationalizing the Israel as is. More and more are they confronting an Israel which

of Galut, and, in some extreme cases, embodies, in their eyes, world outlooks and life-styles which do not

an h t lt r pl"es nts are meas I : . | ”

irrelev i
= stud;r?tt iﬁet?:;zu;;ls;i of‘ha ;;urposfeft‘zl Jewish existence. The agenda
shifted to a focus on issfes En;tifislmles- and early seventies has How shall we respond to these signals from the campus in the
their quest for improving the 1 i Whlchbthey. feel are relevant to year of the Yom Kippur War? These days may seem most inappro-
quality of Jewish life in America. priate for radical proposals. Given the critical nature of Israel's
needs there may be limited readiness and resources within the Jewish
Nor do I foresee funda-

Some of the social i i
ssue = : 3 .
s which have attracted student attention community to introduce innovative projects.
mental changes in the basic (and sometimes conflicting) aspirations of

are the ro :
e oflgeﬁi;};&pi&iwwh woman, the situation of the Jewish poor, the
soners, : < ’ , ; P .
s, the quality of Jewish education, etc, Israel and American Jewry. One must draw a distinction between
modification of attitudes and perceptions, whether of Israelis or

(()'}f‘ltlsir‘]zonc;rns do not differ from those of a few outspoken lead
wish community; eaders
hear a person as promlzerftt‘;de;;s. I:xave been. pleasantly surprised to Americans, and a vain attempt to transform their individual and com-
allocation of resources to thesn ;lp KIutzn’»_Ck advocate increased munal character. Do you remember the poignant song of Professor
eeds of American Jewish life. ) Among  Higgins in "My Fair Lady''? -- Why can't a woman be like a man?
The challenge, I would suggest, is to discover ways to move students

beyond one and two-dimensional encounters with Israel.

sion i ;
s of Jewish €xperience, and an exploration of new forms of Jewish
Neither free-floating tourism nor pre-packaged programs are
sufficient. We need to find ways, both on campus and in Israel, to
offer American students a way to relate the phenomenon of the Jewish
state to the depth and total range of the Jewish experience. We must

seek to develop an effective pre-Israel orientation for students on
We should develop special opportunities for students

T . ;
N l:ir;;?mt which emerges here is that many students fee] th t
e evanlt to these concerns. They believe --perha ,

Y -- that their Israeli counterparts are uninterestid in F’]'?is:ier_

ating'' Jewish : .
the fmﬂuence O‘F?gearéloznzxfslg;;?g S‘pu‘itual questions. They reject their way there.
which remains frustrati o 1 1n a Hebrew school curriculum to build upon their Israel experiences once they have returned.
with the overconsu ?_lngl_i‘ inadequate. Students who are bloated
io Ameri
ted understanding, tlfe P:r?.sisti er'l'can afgu?nc"f'quEstion, with limi- We must offer courses and informal study groups which will
ng materialism' of Israelis who take deepen the students' knowledge of Jewish history and contemporary

pride in their cars, ish i
apartments, and Danigh interiors. They are svemts &5 ey relate o Jaracl.

s;?iilzzll;ntzidw:il;; if:;.(‘.‘k of Israeli community concern for ecology
in the words of a manisfi:s&::iair:ee;gs n ge.r'usalem. They are troubled, At the Israel end we must encourage the development of pro-
Jews, '"by the development of a sog pu hShEd_ by a group of concerned grams along the lines of our Hillel Enrichment Program at the Hebrew
ly Ashkenazic middle class and th 10-ECon9m1c gap between the large- University. This project, now in its fifth year, takes a select group
e Sephardic poor; by the schism be- of students recommended by Hillel directors and provides a series of
weekend programs, depth discussions on such issues as "The Nature

t n 5’
wee Iellgloub alld non ll‘:‘llg'lous Whlcl] 15 fostel ed b tllf' pOllthlZathH
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- : 1 n :
?50‘:45101:12?1, ;VThelMeamng of Israel and Golah, " "Arab-Jewish Rela
; Cs € also need to develop the ibili .
: ‘ possibility of an educati
program in Israel which would have as its task the introductioi :;;ﬂal

addltlonal Opportunl 1e
t 8 fDI JEWlS]l st de tS n bot a

def i i
IsrzgmnT(})ln the. part of American Jewish Yyouth and their loyalty to
. €re is a great deal to do in order to prepare a more fer

|
I
I do not believe that there is any likelihood of a massive |
- - I3 kS |
tile ground in which this loyalty may take root and flourish. I
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II. THE NEW QUEST FOR RELIGIOUS MEANING

Norman E. Frimer

Anyone who turns from the great writers of classical Athens,
say Sophocles or Aristotle, to those of the Christian era
must be conscious of a great difference in tone. There is
a change in the whole relation of the writer to the world
about him....It is hard to describe. It is a rise....of
mysticism, in a sense, of pessimism; a loss of self con-
fidence. ...of faith in normal human effort; a despair of
patient inquiring, a cry for infallible revelation....a con-
version of the soul to God....There is an intensifying of
certain spiritual emotions; an increase of sensitiveness,
a failure of nerve.

Gilbert Murray, Five Stages of Greek Religion, pg. 119

e e sl sde sle i oo ol
W A

Behold the days come, saith the Lord God,
That I will send a famine in the land,

Not a famine of bread, nor a thirst for water,
But of hearing the words of the Lord.

And they shall wander from sea to sea.

And from the north even to the East;

They shall run to and fro to seek the word

of the Lord.

And shall not find it.

Micah, 8:11-12.

Hele e deskoier

When God was recently pronounced dead it was not because
people were no longer asking fundamental questions about
life and death, human identity, suffering and meaningless-
ness. On the contrary. Never before have men been more
desperate about these questions.

)



;‘;:; zﬁr gstablished religions are alive to this desperation
€ 1n agony because of it. We gee th isti .
y : . em twisting and
turning, seeking t.o change form without altering theirg
esseflce. They wish to become relevant to the times, f
the times are torturing us all. i g

:?:;i;l;m:;rre ::ihey%hhow is religion to do this? We are tor-
5 eed. € scientific world vie
of hope, has left man stra i Fol v e
s nded in a flood of f
they do not understand £ b vl
» lor less control Psychiatry h
3 = - 2 as
iﬁ:tnllzssﬁzssmnzc ;ura, and therapists themselves?re among
rmented by the times. In the Social Sci
there exists a brilliant - S o
gloom of unconnected th i
shattered predictions Biol e Ty
: : ons. 0gy and medicine promise revo-
lutionary discoveries and procedures, but meanwhile we v

I‘e, i

So when religion, in the name of relevance,
;Zzzlfrtc; t%le times, the question is bound to arise: is the
‘i f eing lef:i? ‘A‘s Church and Synagogue turn to psy-

latry, the scientific world-view, or social action, are

seeks to adjust

Jacob Neet?le_-man, A.K. Bierman and James A. Gould
Religion For a New Generation, pp. 7-8 '

aheate -
S
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Self-confidence therefore rode high and technocratically-speaking ad-
venturing men saw the human race as a majestic Caesar bestriding

the universe like a colossus, lord of all it surveyed.

This euphoria lasted in general into the nineteenth century,
but in America well into the early half of the twentieth. Then grad-
ually but perceptibly a new gut-consciousness took over which com-
pelled man to focus upon another reality - the arena of his own human
affairs. The evidence of moral failure was stark and startling, de-
manding and finally obtaining a full hearing before the bar of truth.
Giant strides were continuously being made in the objective world of
space and things, but these nigh miraculous achievements were help-
less to diminish by even one iota the overall human passion for and
preoccupation with killing and war, hate and greed, bigotry and lies,
In fact the fear and suspicion grew that man's very inventiveness was
a veritable Frankenstein increasing most of all his capacity for in-
flicting pain, spreading terror and tragedy and robbing humanity of
its heroic hopes and redemptive dreams. Vietnam in the sixties be-
came the American and international paradigm in our day for this

traumatic discovery.

A third reality had also opened up to man's understanding.
Excitedly he became aware of a new world within and the potential
promise it offered -- a world as yet sparsely charted or explored.
This inner life, hitherto celebrated only by poets and spiritual mas-
ters, now revealed itself to him as well. Yet what he was finally
given to see in this new revelation was a seething cauldron of drives
and impulses and needs, forces which he could hardly still, fully
grasp or safely control. His confrontation with self became in fact
a serious battle with gripping uncertainty and doubt, generating an
overwhelming yearning and groping for solid ground beneath his
existence. As the conventional myths of Progress and other sources
of secular anchorage slipped away, meaningless living was as fear-
ful as death. Moreover each individual seemed fated to radical,
cosmic aloneness as he quested with heightened anxiety for the authen-
tic and the real, the meaningful and purposeful, the lasting and the

ever-lasting.
As far back as the early fifties this emergent psychic and
spiritual malaise had been boldly recorded by Will Herberg with

penetrating insight and sensitivity. Simultaneously, however, he
had challenged modern man -- and the modern Jew -- to face this

- 40 -

|



rediscovered fuller self and to own up to the utter insufficiency and
therefore existential falsity of the nineteenth century hymn to '"'new

freedom™: "Glory to Man the Highest/The Maker and Master of Things,

The events and history of the decades that followed, he predicted,
were bound to shake even more deeply man's trust and reliance in his
own moral and spiritual resources.

Inexorably this life-view broke through to modern man's con-
sciousness, for the post-war (and for the Jew, the post-Holocaust)
world could be perceived only in more sombre hues. Life had become
more tentative and man more questioning, presuming at his most
daring to proclaim himself ignostic. (Defiant heresy flows from a
surer future). At such times an autobiography of worth spoke more
felicitiously in the subjunctive mood rather than the declarative. The

question mark addressed the age more authentically than the exclama-
tion point.

In this climate of unease the call by Herberg and many others
for the readmission of God into the realm of human experience and
discourse, while potent, was quite predictable. For if man was to
resubmit to critical and radical review his primary and primordial
categories of beingness and his very life-purpose and end-goal, then
the role of the Transcendental must needs be acknowledged as a po-
tential live option for every man. It had too long been at the very
heart of western, if not world, tradition.

No doubt, this turn of events is perceived by some, a la Gilbert
Murray, as a sheer failure of nerve, child of deep disillusion, yet in
depth only a temporary retreat until the inevitable return of more
rational times. With higher dimensions of human ingenuity, a bal-
anced perspective would finally be regained, restoring man to his
prior confidence and certitude. To these thinkers, the contemporary
state of God-concern hardly merits more than a passing historic nod
as a hiatus in man's continuous climb upward.

With others, however, this new phenomenon constitutes, a
la Micah, a pristine and profound resonance to the gnawing hunger
within man's self as divine creation. It is a stark and dramatic
demonstration that mankind cannot be sustained by bread alone but
"by all that goeth forth from the mouth of the Lord doth man live. "
It is the public and historic testimony that mystery and mystique are
integral and indispensable to the wholeness of man, from whose
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. deepest ontological depths flow religious devotion and deed as auth-

Kp . nt
bp » h rr
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direction of their demands speak with forceful eloquence for greater

religious involvement, not less. That fact is profoundly pertinent to

our proposition.

Turning to the B'nai B'rith Hillel Foundations, many a diary of
Hillel directors throughout the country furnishes abundant corrobora-
tion for the dramatic reality of a new quest for religious meaning in
life, By its openness to a pluralism of expression in Jewish identity
and attachment, a sine qua non condition for any institution serving
the college age, Hillel has been able to offer itself as a spiritual set-
ting and laboratory for the sensitive seeker still "on the way." An
individual first sensing, within, a vital though inexplicable surge to
transcendence and beyondness needs urgently the security and encour-
agement of a climate and community where this resonance can be
explored without fear of mockeryor misunderstanding.

Three separate groups can in a general way be constructed
out of the multiplicity of individuals who, even by minimal standards,
can be counted among the new dorshei ha-Shem, ''seekers after God."
The first is the most familiar, and by the commonality of their exper-
ience can be the denominated the "Renewers.'' These are the young
people who arrive on campus armed with a faith-heritage transmitted
by their families. Yet, in the words of the late and beloved Rabbi
Maurice Pekarsky, the hills of their Ithaca proved too steep. The
intoxicating freedom opened to them by the academic "future-shock"
exposed them as intellectually and emotionally unequal to the challenge
of making one's own priority-choices and decisions. The formal
label of their parental affiliation notwithstanding, they could not be
immune to the onslaught of the academic "open society' whose homo-
genization process tends to erode the distinctiveness of any particular-
istic background. It was this phenomenon which was graphically de-
picted in the 40's by the former National Hillel Director, Dr. Abram
Leon Sachar, as the "hemmorhage from Jewish life," and the very
one which several years ago motivated a well-known observer of the
American student to describe the campus as a ''disaster area' for

the Jewish community,

To be sure, the casualties are still quite high. Yet with the

mood of the times, the current rate and degree of retrieval have im-
proved considerably. More and more of the ''wanderers' from these
familial ties seek to renew their own linkage with the tradition.
Academia provided no adequate replacement for the personal
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But not all "Tasters'' are ready at the outset for such a bold
leap, With most, the beginnings are more modest - a willingness to
attend a Hillel High Holyday service, to fast on Yom Kippur, to share
less embarrassedly in a Shabbaton experience, to partake some of its
accompanying rituals and perhaps to wear demonstratively a "Star of
David" or a Chai medallion. Some may daringly consent to light
Hanukka candles in their private rooms, to join a dorm ''Sabbath Table."
to dance with the Torah on Simhat Torah, or to accept, in tantalizing
curiousity and fear, an invitation to Lubavitch for a Hassidic p'gishah
(week-end encounter). This may be followed by the adoption of other
traditional forms and practices like the wearing of an Israeli kippah
(skull-cap) or tzizes (fringes), and even an occasion the putting on a
pair of tefillin (phylacteries) ''for size.' But at all times tentativeness
and experimentalism are the rules of the search, with personal mean-
ing and experience its objective.

The third group, the smallest yet the most identifiable, are
the Baale T'shuvah -- young people who (to plagiarize Martin Buber)
have in free volition made a radical about-turn in their lives towards
God. Like the "Tasters,'' they cannot be said to have "returned, " for
their autobiographies reflect little in either Jewish learning or living
to account for this rather sudden decision. Usually their lives have
been touched by some religious personality. Yet a thousand other
threads have fed into the fabric of their lives leaving the essence of

their commitment a shrouded mystery.

Though the Baale T'shuvah have clearly opted for the high road
of Judaism, they too see themselves still only "on the way.' The dif-
ference lies in both their will, pace and style. Their steps are firmer,
their movements clearer and their life patterns increasingly more
Jewish. However, many would resist and even shun the nomenclature
of the current religious community. As children of the age, institution-
alism is not their "thing.' It is in their consciousness of a dimension
of the sacred, their striving for the presence of Holiness in their per-
sonal lives, the acceptance of a life of Torah and the "yoke of mitzvot"
and for the few even the discipline of Halakhah -- therein lies their

uniqueness and the distinctiveness of their way.

These, moreover, are the students who in good number attend
classes in Judaica, not infrequently moving on to rabbinic and other
Jewish institutions of higher studies. They people the Kosher Dining
Clubs, live-in at the Havurot and Batim (conscious communities of
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dgment assigned to its socia
i ce, no matter what the value ju ! . . ’
lfgiléﬁﬂ Despite repeated predictions of its early demise, any obituary
:s pre.viously asserted, would be embarrassingly premature.

Jewish fellowship), maintain the Hillel Sabba’ch and Festival services,
and quite frequently turn their faces to Israel for aliyah. But what-

The least that is therefore call;-'d for i; lfriiatg;j ;:;?;:?ii?;i-

i study to determine and un erstar.i o ; :

Any prognosis as epilogue would at thig point obviously be pre- 3251{?;1%21Ptgh:5turgsurgence and the response it pram1s¢is tongzi:;gecl?j_
mature. Such a Step would call for prediction and as yet the major the generational needs especially of youth. From s;ctiic::s of the fouttly
data are by no means in. Moreover the sampling is numerically smal ! sideration might even come a more pro.found. apprl-u:r.ij0 e lers. o
although the historical import of what is available extends beyond its and self identity of the Jew in the twentieth century. ) )e1=fut1ctor:y =
Own parameters. For this new phenomenon of religious interest in- do worse by cavalierly dismissing t‘he phenomenon' alb I R St
vokes a serious challenge, even an earnest rebuttal, to the popular | excrescent could prove a historic risk for ‘the JE\-'R-."IS.h'l Cocademif_: o
and widespread notion that a modern man - read, a modern Jew - has ' a wasteful one for the intellectual and‘partlcularl}- t e;:orimns
little intellectual patience or psychic receptivity to primary religious | wick, traditionally sensitive to potentially new human z .
motifs. The evidence at hand, admittedly fragmentary, nevertheless
puts such a dogma to rest by its very presence. At best the judgment
ought to remain open-ended.

What does merit focus and comment is the total absence - s0
far - among the preponderance of Renewers, Tasters or Baale T'shuva
of any potent and articulate need to interlock the domain of personal
yearnings for transcendental linkage to God with the interpersonal
domain of imminent concern for one's fellows. Unquestionably the
autobiographical, historical factors of the activistic sixties are pivo-
tal. Privacy and immediacy are the precise reactions of their dis-
illusionment. Still Jewishly speaking, a renascent quest of personal
religious renewal deprived of the social thrust and expression as well
as of the creative tension between the two represents an interrupted
continuum.

Less serious for the moment but equally significant is the
paucity of emergent new forms, institutional or personal, whereby
to express and/or contain the new search and thrust. In addition to
their testimony to the creativity of the process, such forms constitute |
an indispensable transmission belt into the Jewish community of tomor-
row. What has surfaced is excessively inchoate, fragile and sub_jective]'
hardly promising in hardiness and durability, i

On the other hand the seriousness of the current religious [
investment both on the American and world scene does not justify
charges of novelty, faddishness or passing "kicks". The "move- |
ment" time-wise has demonstrated substantive drive and spreading
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HILLEL AND THE JEWISH COMMUNITY:
CHANGING RELATIONSHIPS AND THEIR POLICY IMPLICATIONS ‘

Oscar Groner

| ities stayed with Hillel.

‘When the Commission last met in May 1972, I analyzed the

eme?gmg‘relationships between Hillel and the organized Jewish com- ’
munities in the United States and Canada. I described the process that
was ‘then in transition, whereby Hillel had been selected in many com-
munities as the agency for working with Jewish campus youth. Today
I want to discuss the expansion of that process and the radical impli- '
cations of Hillel's evolution as a local agency. I|

Although Hillel had been in existence for fifty years, we were
not automatically chosen. City by city the decision came only after a
survey of student relationships and campus needs. The study process |
was lmportant because, though our name was known, our work was not,!
We had never been studied critically and analytically. |

Questions were raised in some instances about the capability ofI
our staff, in other instances about the adequacy of our program. 1;1
the study process community leaders were forced to discard many of
their simplistic notions that it would be possible, overnight, to create |
4 new campus agency that would do the job better. ' |

. |
When the studies were over, most of the communities chose to

strengthen Hillel. Why? There are several reasons.

I
|
. (1) Community leaders learned that there is nothing comparabk!

to Hillel as a professional field anywhere else in the Jewish community“
on campus or off campus. We had developed an expertise that was r
specific to college students, to young people who are in the process
of b?eaking away from teenage clubs, school associations, close-knit
fa{:n‘11y patterns; young people who are constructing a new life and seek
minimal organizational ties and social pressure; young people who are
tI.'IE most voluntary beings in our Jewish community. No other exper-
tise in Jewish social work is applicable to the campus.

.(2) Community leaders discovered that it was difficult to apply
to. our field the usual criteria for measuring success or failure. The
Hillel program encompasses practically every function that goes into
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the total network of Jewish communal agencies -- from counseling to
fundraising to group work to Jewish education and Jewish communal
relations. Such a program is difficult to measure.
(3) But there is a far more important reason why the commun-
The American Jewish community is pragmatic,
In every major city in North America, with few exceptions, B'nai

B'rith, through Hillel, had an investment in a physical plant -- a Hillel
building and a Hillel director, and in basic building maintenance and

program. We had inadequacies, but we were the Jewish agency on

campus.

Where we had an investment it made no sense for Federations
to create a new campus agency, to begin all over again with large cap-
ital and budget investments. It made no sense financially. It made
no sense politically., Why take on B'nai B'rith? It made no sense pro-
fessionally. No one but Hillel had developed the expertise to run the

agency.

Not every city went with Hillel. When you analyze the cities
which have chosen the route of Hillel and the cities where the Federa-
tion made a decision to set up its own college agency, you will discover
that the latter took place only where there was no substantial Hillel
investment, where there was, at most, a part-time counselorship
program, without a building, with a maximum annual budget of $2, 000
In these cities, Federations had nothing to lose by going
independent. And even in these cities, Federations are in the process
of reconsidering their earlier decisions. At the very least, they want
to work out a relationship with us where they can utilize our national
program and recruitment services.

per year.

Thus Hillel provided a floor upon which Federations could build,
Federations added to the structure through additional funds for out-
reach workers, supplementary staff, program funds to immplement
creative, innovative ideas like Free Jewish Universities.

Today, we are financial partners with Federations. This has
had revolutionary implications which go beyond money.

When B'nai B'rith first agreed to earmark Federation funds

for local Hillel operations, it may have been seen initially as a gim-
mick, as a device to increase income to B'nai B'rith for Hillel
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purposes. But local earmarki
of them beneficial, some chall

I
I
ng has had radical consequences, most ‘
enging. I

[
. : 'I_'he day has passed when B'nai B'rith can say to the conununi-[
ties, "Give us the money and we will do the job." Federations are not
allocating their funds to B'nai B'rith but to the B'nai B'rith Hillel
Fpundations, and not even to Hillel as much as to the field of profes-
s?on.al service it represents, to Jewish students on the campus. This
dlst:]nction is not playful semantics. The reality goes deeper than the
words.

Communities no longer consider
excllusive responsibility of B'nai B'rith. While they are willing to do
their share of funding for Hillel, they don't want to send dollars away
to a remote national B'nai B'rith office in Washington, D.C. They '
wa‘nt their dollars to be used in their own communities at their local
u:jnversities. to be disbursed locally by a community board, an agency |
with which they have a local connection. Community leadership feels-
differently about a local agency than they do about a national agency,
They feel that they have no decision-making power over national
agencies even when these agencies have local branches in their own
communities. Their attitude is: "Let national agencies be supported |
by their own constituencies; their budgets are not primary concerns;
local agencies related to local needs -- these are our concerns. " ,

funding college work to be the

Hillel has become the concern of local communities. They bud-
get fnf)r us like they budget for their family agency, their counseling
service, their Jewish community center. They budget for us on the
local line, and that makes a world of difference in their attitude toward
us. Hillel budgets on the local line have been increasing tremendously,|
They also budget for us on a national line, the B'nai B'rith National
Youth Services Appeal, but that line increases at best slowly from year|
to year.

. At the same time the community recognizes B'nai B'rith's
historic right to have its name linked with Hillel, if only because of |
the fact that B'nai B'rith stood alone and carried the responsibility [I
for lthe college campus for many years. The community accepts B'nai |
?B'rlth because B'nai B'rith is non-partisan and has no particularistic ’
ideology to sell either to students or to the community. This makes i
possible for Hillel to be a pluralistic, supra-denominational agency
a kol-bo allowing room for all Jewish points of view, all Jewish '
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lifestyles. But in acknowledging a historical and fiscal relationship
between B'nai B'rith and Hillel, communities are not accepting an
organizational or ideological relationship. Hillel is seen as an agency
that serves the entire Jewish community, not a card-carrying constit-
uency. Federations do not consider Hillel to be an internal B'nai B'rith
agency like the B'nai B'rith Membership Department, or in the sense

in which B'nai B'rith Youth Organization may be thought of as the youth

agency of B'nai B'rith.

The community's decision-making role is represented locally
by the Hillel Community Board, a group of people elected and selected
to represent community leadership, B'nai B'rith, students and faculty.
Though our tendency may be to think of local board power in opposition
to that of the Hillel Commission, local boards actually present us with
an opportunity rather than a problem. Through the local board Hillel
enters the power structure of the local community Federation. One of
my colleagues summed up the benefits of this process as follows:

One can simply be more effective if the community is in-
volved in the work. When Hillel becomes an integral part
of the economy of the Jewish community, it also becomes
part of the community agenda and ultimately can attain a
high rank on the list of community priorities. ..By virtue
of the fact that Hillel carries more clout in the community,
it is able to deliver more to the campus.

As part of the partnership with the community, Federation pro-

| fessionals have turned to the Hillel community board as a place to train

young community leadership. This young leadership has developed a
real interest in Hillel as a local communal responsibility, even a vested
interest in securing adequate and growing funding for the program.

Hillel in many communities is going through a period of dynamic
growth, expanding services from the nuclear foundation into the metro-
politan region, and this growth is spearheaded by the Hillel board.
Further, the Hillel community board is one of the few places where
students, faculty and community leaders can sit naturally rather than
artificially to discuss vital aspects of Jewish communal life, and plan
to meet the growing needs for services to the Jewish campus community.

The local community board is an ally of the B'nai B'rith Hillel
Commission, for its interests coincide with that of the Commission.
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Our problems, and they are not insurmountable, are how to harmonize
national and loecal interests between boards and the Commission; howt
achieve governance by consensus and not by directive; how to manage
policy input from local boards into the national movement and vice-
versa; how to do information—sharing among boards. Boards grow inf
maturity as part of the process in which they are called upon to make
informed decisions. They will not respond to busy-work; they must be
more than advisory,

As a first step in evaluating our new relationships with Hillel
boards, we have projected a meeting with board chairmen and Hillel
staff for this spring.

The real problems we face today are not with local earmarking
or with local boards but with the fact that B'nai B'rith dollars are not
keeping pace with community dollars., This is beginning to have ser- !
ious consequences. Communities which used to have parity dollar
relationships with us are now giving 2to 1, 3to 1, 4to 1, even 5 to 1
Certain communities are providing up to 90% of the Hillel budget.
Newly established Hillel foundations are financed almost exclusively
out of local funds. At a recent community Federation budget hearing,
someone asked, ""Why do we have to be linked to national Hillel when
only $4, 000 of our budget comes from Washington?' The total budget
at this school is about $70, 000,

how do we maintain mutuality of
dollar input from B'nai B'rith

Our critical problem is:
decision-making without greater
sources?

The national dollars from B'nai B'rith are very thinly spread
among foundations in the metropolitan regions, foundations and coun-
selorships in the non-federated communities, national staff and nations
supportive services, and fringe benefits for staff. Under these cir-
cumstances, it becomes increasingly difficult to convince comrmunities
of our co-equal role as a national partner in policy, personnel, and
program decisions.

We may anticipate once again the major question that has been
asked of us, "Why don't federations take over control of Hillel in the
metropolitan regions ? Let B'nai B'rith withdraw its funds and give its
major support to foundations in non-federated communities, "
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This would be disastrous for the Hillel movement. There

would emerge two campus movements with little possibility of
interchangeability.

i i i ice does not follow the
The field of Hillel professional service 1 )
demography of the general Jewish population. Many' of the grea’t :,c}:lgolb
of higher learning are not in the big cities. The major ‘state umverm.-
ties and the outstanding liberal arts colleges are found in small towns.

The skills of a highly qualified Hillel dir'ect.or are as essential
at Wisconsin, Cornell, and the University of Ill_mms as they are at
UCLA, Rochester, and the University of Miami. .We are one m(.:rve—f
ment in terms of student needs and directional skills. The funding for

the field cannot be disproportionately in favor of metropolitan Jewish
America.

We are starving for dollars to equalize the field, dol}a.rs for
program services and directors' salaries. Here are our critical
dollar needs:

I (1) There has been relatively little program or starff growth in
| Foundations and Counselorships in non-federated communities beyond
| normal metropolitan regions, at schools such as Iowa, Penn State,

and Cornell.

(2) National supportive services, particularly progra‘n} and
supervision are inadequate to support the grow.th of the Igsjt five ieafg,
visits to men in their first three years of service, so critical, shou

| be far more systematic and require additional staff.
|

(3) There are still at least 100 important unserved schools;
! e.g., SUNY at Binghamton, Cortland, Stony Brook.

(4) Salary disparity is growing. The 1arger metropolitan area
Federations and boards want their Hillel p.rofe'ssmna] to be? on a:par
with other community professionals. Their Hillel professionals are '
| running community agencies with multiple Sch?ols and' staffs cc;mpst.ra
ble to the Jewish Community Centers, and tbelr sala.rLes shoul ‘no.
be determined by the depressed Hillel salaries growing out of B lna:t
B'rith's annual salary pool for all B'nai B'rith professionals. The

salary inequities are growing.
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Today we should be presenting you with a ten million dollar bud
get request instead of one half that amount,

It is clear that the communities
Hillel through B'nai B'rith'
they refused to allocate for
one hundred cents of each o
might be persuaded, for by

will not allocate nationally for
s National Youth Services Appeal, just as
Hillel local needs through that agency. If
f their national dollars went to Hillel, they
now they are beginning to see the need for
a national reallocation of dollars to achieve equal services for all stu-
dents, whether they attend a metropolitan area school or the state
university in a small community. Can we possibly persuade the com-
munities to give us dollars for national distribution above their local
earmarkings, and can we persuade B'nai B'rith to allow us to accept
these dollars ?

A solution, radical though it may be, is to restructure B'nai
B'rith fundraising with reference to Hillel, so that there be two appeals

The Jewish community is at a turning point. Jewish stui‘:ientsl
are eager to become involved. We live in_a new era of studept identi-
fication, of free Jewish universities in which students stufiy for t‘he
sake of learning, of thousands enrolled in credit courses ll’l. Jud‘a}ca at
hundreds of schools, of students in search of authentic Jewish life
styles, of the wide-spread observance of kash}rut on campus as one
manifestation of that search, of deep student involvement in Israel,
from dollars to aliyah, of student search for new ways to celebrate
Shabbat and to participate in community worship, of deep student con-
cern for their brethren in the Soviet Union.

We must provide students with the basics -- structures, (:in:}llw
lars, role models, and participation in the decisions that af.fecvt their
own programs. There is no agency be?ter equipped to dg this _T?b than
Hillel, by virtue of its ideology, flexibility, and pr.ofessmr_aal exper-
tise and experience. This was put rather sharply m. a ma_]or'cmmmun-
ity in the United States after an exhaustive study by its Planning

in each federated community, one for Hillel locally, the other for
Hillel nationally. This is similar to the JCC movement, which include:
a local allocation to the center and a national allocation to the Jewish
Welfare Board. This approach extends the loecal earmarking princi-
ple which found community acceptance -- national earmarking for
B'nai B'rith Hillel.

This approach cannot be thought of as a fundraising gimmick to
cover B'nai B'rith fundraising deficiencies. B'nai B'rith will have to
examine how this step can be taken without injury to the B'nai B'rith
Youth Organization and its Career and Counseling Service commit-
ments. In fact, the B'nai B'rith Youth Organization can do the same --
make two appeals, BBYO local and BBYO national for Supportive ser-
vices. Experience has shown that this approach will yield more dol-
lars rather than less from Federations.

The time has come for statesmanship on the part of B'nai
B'rith. B'nai B'rith has always said that it cannot carry Hillel alone.
My basic assumption is that the American Jewish community, through
its federations, will help if it has a realistic appraisal of our dollar
needs to do an adequate job for the country as a whole. National and
local community leaders understand the critical role of the campus in
deepening commitment to Israel and world Jewry a generation hence,
In spite of the critical needs in Israel this year and the years to come,
there is enough money to do the Hillel job adequately.
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Committee on Services for College Youth, as already mentioned by
j Alfred Jospe last night:

The Jewish community should develop additional servi.ces ;
| for its college youth in order to help college studen‘Fs ldent?iy
as members of the Jewish community, thus promoting Jewish
survival. In addition, there is a responsibility to serve the
varied needs of the college community in the same manner
as Federation's family of agencies serves the general Jewish

|
| community.
'

Our investigation has turned up no successful college-se_rving
agency on campuses around the country other.' than th'e Hillel
Foundation; which therefore becomes the 1og1ca1_ vehicle to
provide these services. The Committee accordingly recom-
mends that the present Hillel Community Boarfi serve as the
community's agent to oversee services to Jewzsh college
youth on all the major campuses in our community.

We must build not just for the crises in Jewish life. We must
build for the day when the Six-Day War and the Yom Kipp.ur War are
dim memories. We must build for renewal, for the qgahty of Jewish
life in the Diaspora and in Israel, for both are intertwined.

As we enter our 51st year, we are ready for a new beginning.
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CHANGING PATTERNS OF SERVICE TO STUDENTS

Richard J. Israel

I

You may hav? heard of the couple walking down the street ob-
sef‘ved by two of their friends. Said one observer, ""What are they
doing togeltr:her? I thought they had been divorced." The other re-
sponded, "They were, but it didn't work out. "

. The kind of restructuring which is continu i
life o‘f a complex organization such as Hillel mak:;?,t Zﬁ?f?ij?t?olget?e
termine what kind of institutional relationships are most appropriate
for what situation. Whom shall we wed? From whom shalljlpwepse ar-
ate ? Wt?at‘should be written into the marriage contract? What ispthe
proper timing for a given set of relationships ? Unless v.ve think hard
about such matters on a continuous basis, it is possible to commit o
;e]ves to bad marriages, drift into common law marriages or the -
earanc i i i i
sggn enougehf)f affairs, and decide about divorce either too soon or not

- va\ﬁi;v;f \;r;:)sizzle peculiar admipistrative problems because,
: » &n enormous diversity of patterns and

arrangements in the structure of our service has emerged in the fi

decades of our existence. Permit me to cite some examples. .

_ Generally, a "Hillel Foundation" is, by definition, a unit with
a fulltime director serving at an institution with a substa;ltial Jewish
enrollment. A "Counselorship" is a unit with a part-time staff meS -
ber a:*.la school with a small Jewish populetion. However, we alsom
have "Foundations'' at institutions such as Georgia, Weat‘Virginia
and Jowa, where our directors simultaneously serve as rabbis of the
%ocal congregations because the Jewish population of the communit
1s too small to permit the employment of a rabbi of its own. ’

We have numerous institutions with thousands of students whom
we can serve only on a part-time basis -- for instance at Tufts with
Jm::-ie}:hindl, OtOO Jewish students, at Stony Brook with nearly 4, 000

sh students, at North i i i i
e eastern University with about 5, 000 Jewish
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Yet we also have institutions such as Alabama where local fed-
erations provide the funds to maintain a full-time operation although the
University of Alabama has an enrollment of just about 250 Jewish

students.

We even have "'illegitimate' children -- student groups which
have adopted our name without our authorization or knowledge, often
leading to peculiar or amusing consequences.

Not long ago, for example, I received a complaint from the
B'nai B'rith Council of Maine via our ADL Regional Office, that it was
outrageous for Hillel to appoint as its counselor the Ibn Saud profes-
sor and chairman of the Department of Moslem World Studies at a
small college in Maine. Until that moment, I had not known of the
existence of that professor, the college, or even the town in which it
was located. Yet Hillel was somehow held responsible for all three.

Another unlikely (and illegitimate) Hillel unit is located at yet
another New England college. The school has a long history but a
rather modest academic reputation, not having been accredited until
about a century after it was founded. It is said to have some 400 Jew-
ish students, 40% of its population, mostly from Long Island. The
Hillel student vice-president, a boy with a very Irish name, phoned
me wanting to know if Curry ''Hillel" could receive funds from the
Regional Office since, after all, at least half of their membership

was now Jewish.

How did these situations come about? Multiple explanations
are necessary. No single factor will do.

Within our original conception, we served a limited number of
major residential campuses, most of them located away from large
Jewish population centers. Whether we were the shul students wanted
to come to or stay away from, we were their only option. Most of the
universities at which we served were -- from the Jewish perspective --

located on desert islands.

As we began to expand in the early forties, Foundations began
to appear in some of the large urban institutions with large Jewish
student populations. Simultaneously, Jews began to surface at a num-
ber of isolated campuses with populations large enough to merit
attention, but not large enough to warrant full-time staff -- the
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University of South Carolina, Rice, the University of Nebraska, and
many others. These were designated as "Counselorships.' As far as
possible they were treated as if they were small Foundations. What-
ever applied to Foundations, applied to them, except that they receives
less funding, less staff time, and less national attention, presumably
because their student populations were smaller.

In almost all cases, these new units were funded, as the origi-
nal Foundations were funded, exclusively by B'nai B'rith, and B'nai
B'rith's authorization was required before we could open a new unit,
The procedures required for the initiation of a new Hillel unit were
cumbersome but responsible. It would not have been appropriate for
Hillel to over-extend itself at B'nai B'rith's expense.

Some of these early Counselorships were staffed by local rabhis
usually of small congregations, whose time and salaries were shared
by Hillel and their synagogues in differing proportions. A second kind
of counselor was the full-time director of a large Foundation who migh
ride circuit to supervise the activities of smaller units as much as a
hundred miles away. Occasionally the full-time directors responsible
for these satellite schools would have the assistance of part-time peopl
who would guide the Counselorship's activities under the director's
supervision. But these were exceptions. We were heavily indebted to
those dedicated rabbis and faculty members who, in spite of their con-
gregational or academic responsibilities, volunteered their services
to a nearby campus Counselorship.

During the past few years, the situation has become more com-
plex and fluid. The Jewish student population has expanded at a
spectacular rate. Schools which had a few hundred Jewish students
suddenly have many thousands. Schools which did not exist at all a
few years ago now have large Jewish populations. Because of the in-
creasingly stiff competition to get into first-choice colleges, Jews
from the larger urban centers, especially though by no means exelu-
sively from New York and New Jersey, have suddenly appeared in
schools we never knew existed.

On the other hand, there also are some schools whose prev-
iously sizeable Jewish populations have shrunk or proportionately
stood still. Yet we have only minimal flexibility to shift our resour-
ces in response to changing needs. In many cases, the program is
locally funded, and these funds simply are not available for transfer
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to service at a different institution. Thus we may continue tc? S‘L_lpport
a unit although its program has weakened because of tlrze continuing
lack of competent professional leadership or because it h:els lost a .
portion of its Jewish population to a state college that has just opene

up in the next town.

Today, many of the Counselorships to which we ought to llae iable
to give quick formal recognition and budgets a_u*e not ‘fundec.:l b_?! B naih X
B'rith but by federations which have become }ncreasmgly insistent ba.
we assume responsibility for their local Jewish st.ud..ents xnrho are to be
found at many of the public and private colleges within their areas.

It is not only the context of budgeting that has changed. Staff
patterns have changed, too. We still rely to some‘extent on the largesse
of volunteer rabbis. However, the time and a.ttr;?ntlon they are able to
give to students is very limited by their demanding congregatmnal ;
responsibilities. We are enormously grateful fo.r' Fhe time such g(';lot‘
people put in, but frequently and understandably it is not very much time.

Just as the local congregational rabbi is over—extent;le.d: so is
the director of the full-time Hillel Foundation witk} responsibilities for
satellite units. But even where he serves but a.smgle ‘campus, the
average Hillel director is usually seriously afflicted with pizur
hanefesh -- his spirit is spread too thinly over countless disparate
enterprises. He can't get away long and fr?quent}y enough to render
adequate service to students five, ten, or fifty miles away.

For this reason, we often seek to enlist t‘he services of a
Jewishly committed faculty member, whose Jefmsh k.nowledge may
be less than that of the local rabbi or distant Hillel d1rect9r, but whose
location on campus generally makes him far more accessible and

therefore more useful to students.

As an alternate staff arrangement in the lar.'ge urbal.n centers,
we can frequently obtain, at modest cost, the services .Of lively gradh~
yate students who possess Jewish knowledge and commitment, thoug
often little experience. In the urban ce:.aters. h0we?rer, we are able
to place such people under the supervision of experienced area or
Foundation directors whose work loads have.been appropriately re-
duced by the local advisory board or federation, so th"dt ‘they may
assume responsibility for supervising such sta.aff. Th}s is the pattern
that has emerged in Boston, Los Angeles, Philadelphia, Rochester,
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Pittsb.urgh, and some other communities.
effective and appears to be spreading.

It is extraordinarily

A f o n Shcul ]. e m e ut e eas Uf
ew comments d also b ad abD

S0me new ar
pOtEn!’.Ial 5€ervice.

Historically our efforts have been most productive and effective
when we worked with students on residential campuses who were at
least in some measure interested in ideas -- students who viewed
themselves as members of the student class, if you will. We have
ggneral}y been }veaker with part-time commuting students whose
img;?i;ﬁgi% orientation was to work that required more skill than

N There has been much talk of late abdut schools-without-walls
giving students academic credit for educational experiences ac uired'
at p}aces of work. I doubt that schools-without-walls will becoci'ne
major feature of the educational enterprise. At any rate, Hillel isa
not likely to do much for the students enrolled in them. "I‘he will
feel themselves far more a part of the Jewish community bagk home
than of the "student' community that Hillel knows how to serve best,

‘ We find similar characteristics in the student bodies of com-
munity colleges. Their Jewish populations usually are still relativel
small and, therefore, do not constitute a ma jor area that is neglect g
by us. If that population continues to grow, however the incregdibl ;
p;oﬁi‘eration of such individual schools makes it unth'inkable that w;
isln::gifl:ter be able to staff Hillel units in them in ways we can presently

We have usually tried to avoid the two-year junior colleges for
the re.:asons I have just mentioned. We should, however, be cafeful to
remain sensitive to changes in their character. They may become th
standard feeder institutions for serious academic centers, as seems f
be happening in Canada and possibly in California. ' )

To summarize: some iv situation are
: of the givens of our new si i
.
the following: 1

-- The nomenclature for what we are i
o resently do i
sufficiently descriptive or standardized. . Ve et
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-- We must make every effort to scale down our services to
shrinking units and scale up our service to growing units as quickly

as possible.

-- We do not have sufficient flexibility to redirect funds to
serve a highly fluid Jewish student population effectively.

-- Urban cluster units have come into being in which it is pos-
sible for a professional staff member to supervise para-professional

staff,

-- There are, and will continue to be, Jewish student groups
throughout the country which call themselves Hillel without authorization.

o

In order to come to terms with these issues, I should like to
propose a new or at least partially new nomenclature and a series of
administrative procedures. I realize this terminology and the structure
it implies will not be adequate for the indefinite future. Moreover, I
know that a mere rejuggling of the vocabulary will not solve serious
substantive problems. My sole intent is to describe the present situa-
tion, recommend some adjustments, and recognize de jure that which

presently exists de facto.

a. A Hillel Foundation is a unit with a full-time staff member,
appointed upon recommendation of staff either by the National Com-
mission or in cooperation with a local board. It is part of a local,
regional, or national Hillel network. Its existence presupposes a size-
able Jewish population and the promise of adequate funding for the
foreseeable future. Its establishment or disestablishment should con-
tinue to be determined with the assent of B'nai B'rith, and in appro-
priate consultation with the Commission, the local community (if
involved), the local students, and the college or university authorities.

b. A Hillel Counselorship is like a Foundation except that it
has a part-time staff member. I suggest that administrative decisions
about it be made without the formal assent of B'nai B'rith if no new
B'nai B'rith funds are involved. A counselor should also be appointed
and a Counselorship established without necessarily having the formal
assent of the Commission if the total Counselorship budget is 1, 000 or
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less. It should be possible to establish or disestablish a Counselor-
ship more readily than a Foundation, particularly Counselorships with
small budgets. I presume such decisions could be made with appro-
priate consultations with all involved parties.

This formulation merely acknowledges the fact that national
B'nai B'rith and the Commission are only rarely in a position to know
first-hand the appropriateness of a decision about small Counselor-
ships; they usually must rely upon staff judgment. Without having to
go through channels, staff would be in a position to
ces quickly and effectively. A Counselorship that is not functioning
could be dropped from the books and its budget or part of it redistri-
buted to other, more active units. If the funding is entirely local, the
Counselorship could continue as long as the local community felt that
the expense can be justified and national Hillel is convinced that the
group's activities are legitimate.

A counselor is presumed to be able to function responsibly with
a considerable degree of autonomy since it is unlikely that he will re-
ceive intensive supervision. A Counselorship is not located within a
Hillel urban cluster,

c. A Hillel extension unit would be part of an urban cluster of
such units and would have a part-time staff member supervised by an
area office. It may be created or dropped by the local board.

I suggest that all extension units and Counselorships be certi-
fied or chartered on an annual basis by the national, regional, or area
office. This charter would recognize Hillel's obligation to provide the
Counselorship or extension unit with program resources and staff sup-
ervision within the limits of our budget. At the same time, it would
obligate the unit to conduct its affairs in accordance with the general
principles and policies established by the Hillel Commission and the
local governing board. The charter is intended to be a device to assist
in maintaining a measure of contact and control over these units.

d. A Hillel Club. (I use the term to suggest a small associa-
tional group without professional guidance.) Upon request, any
college-related Jewish group may be so identified, perhaps upon
payment of a modest annual fee. Hillel would agree to provide such
groups with program resources and consultation by correspondence
within the limits of our abilities. We may also be able to provide
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redirect our resour-

them with more direct supervision if a staff memb.er happ\;ns i;‘cé Eﬁj_
ar, but we can in no way guarantee such supgrmslon. Elg -

:1219. ’to provide any Hillel Club with direct fundmgl.' bV?’;tW(;gr ﬂelzi]

1 responsibility or liability .
state that we assume no forma il . : e

i ticipate in all regiona
ould, however, be entitled to par ;

::tizn\L events, and we would provide them with a network of contact

with other schools.

A Hillel Club must annually request the use of the Hillel name

i i 1 or area office that can
tional office or the nearest regiona : .
i i The use of the Hillel name would be withdrawn if the

be of help to it. : _
Hillel Clﬁb program becomes one with which we do not wish fo be
identified.

I realize that if we permit the use of the Hillel name by gror.l}{)ls
affiliated with us in such tenuous fashion, someone, somewhere;h:rr
hold us responsible for some of the things that one group or ano

will inevitably do.

Nevertheless, I am submitting this proposal because we are

already held responsible for such groups. In the light of the contrjct
I propose, it may in fact be easier to withdraw the use of our name.

At this time, we have no formal agreement with anyone and thus no
way to withdraw our name short of court action.

There may be tax and liability questions, but they seem to be

resolvable in our favor.

We should note that a real set of Counselotshipg, extemsujint .
units, and clubs requires a real set of mailing lists which are update

annually or semi-annually.

Though I have posed tentative solutions, it is the questions that
are more important. Let us not lose sight of them. They are:

(1) Is there a way to speed up and simplify the recognition
procedure for Hillel units?

(2) Is more flexible budgeting possible for Counselorships?
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(3) Should official stat
. us be granted to two kinds of
one that already exists within Hillel, and one that exists outsstilt‘iicéltl‘riis'?'

Dealing with these questions ma

more effectively. y help us to serve students
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HILLEL AT FIFTY -- LOOKING FORWARD

I. THE FUTURE OF HILLEL FROM THE
PERSPECTIVE OF THE UNIVERSITY

Marvin Fox

What, from the perspective of the university, and more specif-
ically, from the perspective of the university faculty, is the special
contribution which Hillel can and must make to Jewish students and to
Jewish life on the campus as a whole?

We live in radically changed circumstances from those that
prevailed at Hillel's inception and through most of its history. We
are no longer living at a time of Jewish self-rejection, when the drive
for assimilation is strong. We no longer have to struggle simply to
have Jewish students accept their Jewishness without embarrassment
or without feeling that it is only a burden.

The concern of our students with their Jewishness has become
a serious matter. Their concern is not external. They, in large
numbers, are searching; they are trying to find themselves as Jews.
One aspect of this search has become evident in the enormous growth
of Jewish studies at American universities, a growth which, I believe,
has been stimulated more by the interest and concern of students than

by any other single factor.

Given this shift in the attitudes of our students, and given the
fact that Jewish studies are now being offered by many universities
as part of their regular curriculum, what is it that we can expect
Hillel to achieve for us in the years ahead?

First, I would look to Hillel to provide a dimension of Jewish
experience in the university setting which no academic department as
such can provide, not even departments of Jewish studies. I am re-
ferring to the dimension of personal commitment and concern. The
task of those of us who teach in the university is to maintain academic
objectivity and detachment. Obviously, we are bound to be honest
and objective in presenting our material. It would be irresponsible
to do anything less. It is, of course, irue that no matter how objec-
tive and detached we are, our students will still have some idea of
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:;:l;ir“gguitznd l;:»te‘r'sgnally- I don't suppose that any student of mine
oubts about m : :
ks doesn't. Yy own Jewish commitment. At least I hope

Nevertheless, even thou
= gh our students know who we are
;*—*:nv.ﬂant though th‘ey un'derstand the nature of our interests and comr.niztlild
Hsl:il f, t}?e umvere?Lty cannot handle that dimension of our work in
151 n:. 5‘:::122’ tI believe, is of utmost importance and for which there
stitute -- namely to open up for our stud ibiliti
of personal commitment, of di dend o
_ : : , 1scovering a personal Jewish lifestyl
?;e;xzi:mintfng Irnth modes of being Jewish, in a setting in whighe,
not simply engaged in an academic exerci
3 . rcise, however im-
pertant it may be, but in which the i
: . Yy are seeking to come to t
with themselves as Jews. Th i e
\ : : e academic setting provides a vitall
::;fnorltant intellectual _d:i.mension, but it cannot provide the emotio);al
ulus or the commitment which we discussed in our sessi i
s ssions this

bt Let me _give you just one or two examples. You can teach the
;ﬁlory of: the liturgy in a classroom. You can talk about prayer as a
grltﬁzgi);glf:llir t?ect):lo%mal problem. You can analyze philosophical
al texts that deal with prayer. But
dents in a classroom what it is li ; b e
is like to pray. It is only i i
of a Hillel Foundation, that is t ; e
7 0 say, of the Jewish community on
:ﬁg:sénzha: you poisess or can create an opportunity to exars:line
stances of prayer, to ex i i i
s e y periment with them and, indeed,

I believe it is highly signifi i
. ! gnificant that Hillel today has b
;r:;feai;lngly cozécerned with this aspect -- with the tas)}: of heie;i?l?io
ine these modes of Jewish commitment a
i . nd to encourage thei -
pression, especially at a time when there i . e
¢ E pec ; 1s reason to hope that th
university will increasingly provide a 1 . )
ity ' arge segment of the purel
acade_mlc dunen§10n of Jewish experience. Whether it be p?a;:ry
guestlons of Jl:ewxsh law and its practice, a fundamental religious'
}ssue, (_)r Jewish cultural identification -- Hillel can deal with th
lssues in a way the university cannot. o

Strikingq:rlit rn;.- take what I consider one of the most important and

S Of concern -- our commitment to [

who know what happened on man i the By T
: ; y of our campuses in the days imme-

diately after Yom Kippur will understand what I mean whenJ{ speakeof
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Hillel as the ''Jewish presence on the campus'' which makes possible
commitment and not merely detached intellectual examination. To be
specific: It is no secret among the faculty of Ohio State University

that people like myself are deeply committed to Israel. Yet we cannot
and must not use the university as the forum in which this commitment
is advocated and propagated. We cannot do it for a simple reason.

We don't want our Arab colleagues to use the university for their prop-
sganda either. Some time ago, when an Arab meeting was held under
official university auspices, at which viciously anti- Israel and basically
anti-Jewish pamphlets were distributed, we were in a position to make
an effective formal protest. We succeeded in our effort to block such
events in the future because we were absolutely ''clean' -- we of the
Jewish faculty had not used the university as such for the pursuit of
our own political or cultural commitments.

But what if last Yom Kippur Hillel had not existed or had not
been on our campus? Where would Jewish students have found the
center through which they could have expressed their active concern,
their practical involvement, their emotional need, at a time when
Israel was desperately threatened and the Jewish people in serious

danger ?

Thus, viewed from the perspective of the faculty member,
Hillel represents more than anything else this opportunity for active
Jewish commitment which, for academic and political reasons, cannot
be a direct part of a university's program and responsibilities. As
Hillel looks to the future, it must see itself more and more in this

framework.

There are other areas which merit attention as we plan for the

future.

I believe we must begin to involve Jewish faculty members in
our work much more than we have done in the past, not simply in
order to strengthen Hillel but because faculty members need it. De-
spite much progress in this area, a great deal remains to be done to
educate Jewish faculty generally, to stimulate and strengthen their
Jewish loyalties, to make them a working part and participant in a
genuine Jewish community. While the larger community is struggling
with the problem of how to involve faculty members -- a problem
which is constantly discussed in many communities -- there is no
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question in my mind that the goal will never be achieved if Hillel does
not serve as the laboratory and the bridge for this purpose.

I hope I will not be considered arrogant when [ say that the
university is a very special place. It is a precious institution, with
its own ethos, its own internal structure and style, vet often without
a clear sense of how to relate itself to the general community. In the
same way, faculty members, fallible human beings, often are not very
clear whether and in which ways they ought to relate themselves to the
larger community. This is certainly true of many Jewish faculty
people. A small segment is involved and committed. But to approach
faculty members simply with the claim that they belong to the com-
munity, and to expect them to move automatically from their detach-
ment -~ frequently amounting to rejection -- to active involvement in
the community is to expect a miracle. We have no right to look for
such miracles. But we can expect that intelligent and thoughtful men,
who have discovered what it means to be Jewish and that it is impor-
tant to value this Jewishness, will also discover their relationship as
well as their obligations to the larger Jewish community.

For this purpose, we need a bridge, an instrument, that is
sensitive to the special character of the university and its faculty, but
which, at the same time, also reflects the interests, attitudes and
values of the larger community. I believe Hillel can do this job. It
can do it with its directors, with its staff, with its involvement in the
life of the university, with its growing understanding of who and what
the Jewish faculty is. In fact, if Hillel cannot do this job, I don't
believe anyone can. I see this as a second major task for Hillel in
the future. It has been carried out magnificently at several institu-
tions, but much still remains to be done.

Thirdly, I believe that the Hillel director, viewed once again
from the perspective of the faculty, plays a particularly important
role that has to be appreciated. Perhaps a director's most import-
ant role -- over and above his role as administrator, counselor,
teacher, part-time fund raiser, occasional janitor -- is to serve as
an authentic Jewish model for students - - an authentic Jewish model
not to be imitated slavishly, not to fall into any one mode or pattern,
but to be seen as a genuine and profound expression of Jewishness.
Whatever the background and training of Hillel directors may be --
be they rabbis, group workers, or graduates of schools of communal
service -- if a director is not, above all, able to serve as a model,
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showing in his personal life how it is possible to. be an affirmative Je-w1r
in contemporary society in a meaningful and satisfying way, all the rest

of his or her work may well be lost.

Faculty people may serve incidentally as suc'hlmo?lels,. bu.t tki1s
function cannot be their primary occupatior? or 1_du:;3nt11_‘1cat§0n,‘ mhf.on .
trast to the Hillel director whose prirnary. identification lies 1; is rle
as a model in the Jewish campus commurzut.y: .If he can plfiyt 115 rr'o
successfully, the task of opening up poss:b1‘11t1es of com'mitmtig Or,;,de1
students becomes viable. I am not suggesting that he will be the m
that will be followed by every student. Studen_ts are apt to mo?re 1r]| )
various directions as each student looks for his own way of be.u-ig . c:::;':]
ish. My concern is that the Hillel director be the km'd 'ot‘" TTewms;..:l m ]_ir_le
who opens up for his or her students and faculty p055.1b111t1esd0 gzrjlor
Jewish commitment and Jewish living, whatever the form and mode
their affirmation may be.

This leads me to my fourth and last point. Hillel, in the ftfture
even more so than in the past, must continue tol be the most effe{;:‘hfre
laboratory which the American Jewish commm:uty possesses to .1_EE
cover that it is possible and desirable for Jewish dwermt)_r to cixxb -
within a single unified structure. We constantly talk ab.out-a p.uie; ;s
tic Jewish community. It does not exist. Our com_mumty‘ls divi ‘i-f-_
by its denominational loyalties and other mo@es of 1deolog1c§zl stratifi
cation. Loyalty is often more to the institution than to Ju dalsm' asra
whole or to the Jewish people. The one place I know whx.are Jev.‘i r; )
diverse backgrounds, interests, commitments, .and Je?vlsh lifesty e:-l---
manage to live together in a serious way, pur_sumg their 0@ cor;‘(l:le:r s
yet often pulling together as a whole, is the Hillel chndatmnt.t a:Sit
is Hillel's important and precious achievement. Wt? fn'ust r;“of re
casually because Hillel is forming, or h?.s the possibility o orT{gg,
a model of what genuine Jewish community can be -- a community mst
which no one is required to yield or even to c?mprt.m_'use v‘vhat ‘:s.m‘o 5
precious to him as a Jew, while at the same time living w1th0uf ;;wc
ing and, in fact, actively joining, his fellow Jews regardless of their

differences.

These are some of the tasks which, trom t}.ze perspectivehof "
faculty, I see as Hillel's continuing responsl1b111ty in the years a ein.itv
The stimulation of commitment in a way which the ‘academlc con’;m 3
by definition, cannot provide for our studfmts; the m.volvement od N
faculty members in ways which serve their own Jewish needs and not
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simply Hillel's needs; Hillel's function as a bridge between university
a‘nd community for faculty as well as for students; the director con-
tinuing to be what he has always been -- a model exemplifying at least
one authentic Jewish lifestyle; and that community in which Jews, no
matter how diverse, live with each other affirmatively and, I hor;e,
creatively as Jews.

To fulfill these functions is, to me, the enormously valuable
role that Hillel has, a role which, I believe, should define its direc-
tion in the future.
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II. HILLEL'S FUTURE FROM THE
PERSPECTIVE OF THE
HILLEL DIRECTOR

Richard N. Levy

The Jubilee -- the Biblical yovel -- seems a strange metaphor
for us who have come to celebrate the fiftieth anniversary of the B'nai
B'rith Hillel Foundations. The yovel, after all, was a time for the
return of land in Israel to its original owner, symbolizing that the true
ownership of land resided with God. The original owner who bought
back his land was a ''redeemer, ' a goel, and he brought redemption,

geulah, to his land:

The land shall not be sold into perpetual ownership,
For the land (says God) is Mine,

For you are but sojourners and squatters with Me,
And to every bit of land you have acquired

You shall make geulah, redemption, to that land.

We have not come here -- though sometimes our financial sit-
vation suggests we should -- to sell all our Hillel property. But we
know, we directors, that our aging H-shaped buildings, our modern
free-form edifices, our leaky, rebuilt houses, are all temporary
dwelling-places, Nachtasyle, shelters for the duration, different from
synagogues in that they are places where people can make things hap-
pen, not institutions in themselves. As Hillel directors who dwell on
the edge of campus, we do not need to be reminded that we are but
sojourners and squatters in territory that really belongs -- seemingly
in perpetuity -- to the university, the Board of Trustees, or the state.
Our Christian colleagues on campus have become used to calling
themselves "'marginal men -- and women, '' and sometimes we think
of ourselves that way too. Or, at least, we used to.

In the beginning, fifty years ago, the university was strong and
vital, but the Jewish community was weak and frightened. Would we
be able to survive the seductive onslaught of American culture, we
wondered ? Would there be some of us left after our names had been
changed, our noses trimmed, our Sabbaths forgotten, our learning
swallowed up in the White Anglo-Saxon Protestant culture of the
public schools? We had to build a Nachtasyl, a shelter from the
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sweet and killing forces of the cultural night, lest like the snow falling
on Hillel the sage as he lay on the roof of the academy listening in, we
too would be buried by the norms and practices of American culture.
The disappearing Jewish student had to be redeemed.

Hillel took Hillel's warning -- but the universities did not.
They believed they could withstand the drifts of popular culture, of
political influence, of economic motivations which fell on them from
their first founding. But in this year of our yovel we look upon the
remains of a shaken university, accused by blacks on the one hand of
aggressive evangelism for WASP culture, and by war protestors on
the other of complicity through its personnel and its research in the
evil, tragic wars in Indochina. Our yovel finds the university, which
fifty years ago was the shining pinnacle of American culture, with its
roof falling in and its faculty and students enslaved to many of the
very faults and weaknesses which are tearing all America apart.

The crisis in American society has not left the university's
Jewish community unaffected. But Hillel, refuge from the snowstorm,
has reminded the community that the majority culture -- in disarray
on all sides -- was not our culture, that within us was a language, a
history, a culture, and a faith that had survived storms much more
ferocious, and these remained as alternatives to those American
values which once most Jews desired, but which now seem filled with
dross. With the temple that is the academy falling down, Hillel points
the way to a new Yavneh, in which the American Jew can help to re-
construct not only American Jewry, but the American university, and
through it, contribute to the reconstruction of American culture and
morality itself.

How in this year of Redemption shall we begin to carry out
this destiny? There are some who will say that we must direct our
attention only to the Jewish community, and not to the general society
in which we live. But we know that as American culture was threaten-
ing to wipe us out fifty years ago, so it may again, when it has found
its way once more. It is our job to help reconstruct that culture in
its current state of disarray in such a manner that it can nurture us,
and all its groups and faiths, and not swallow us up again.

What a large order, you may say with suspicion. We cannot
even reconstruct all our uninvolved Jewish students ! But I believe
that if Hillel can be faulted through these fifty years, it is for not
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) Since the Jews with whom we work will not be living out their
entire Jewish life around a campus, these communities must also
sgrve as models for Jewish practice when our students return to the
<‘:1ty or small town. While synagogues around the country are de velop-
mlg havurot -- small groups of members who meet to préy and study
with greater intimacy and involvement than the programs in the "great
sa_nctuaries" permit -- it is for us to continue to create havurot, free
Tlnyﬁns, aqd the like which can enable our students and faculty to

Jew'' creatively, in Zalman Schachter's words; give them a n;odel
around which to form their own Jewish communities when they leave
us; and to continue to inspire the synagogues to incorporate the best
of these communal forms of worship into their own practice.

But it is not enough for us to provide redemptive models of
study, practice, and communal celebration. For the past few years
the campus hasg turned its face away from social activism, over- ’
whelmed, it would seem, by the futility of changing any policies but
one's own. As often as we quote the sage Hillel's grea;t maxim, so do
we fail to put it into practice. We must be for ourselves, but v.:e must
also be for others, and the stalling question "when" dese;"\-'es no ar;s-
wer. When a crisis comes upon us, like the travail of the Yom Kippur
War, our students and faculty give magnificent testimony of the depth
of their Jewish devotion. But our hardest job lies not at such times
bu-t in the quiet valleys when there is no crisis, when it is our task.t,o
stir up' concern, to translate knowledge not only into mitzvot relating
hun'}amty to God but mitzvot relating human beings to each other
Be it action for Soviet Jews, assistance to farm workers, progra.a.ms
for the Jewish poor and elderly, or support of universal causes, ours
is the task to fight off the heaving snows of withdrawal that have'
affected us all. Ours is the task to enlist in the fight for social change
at the risk of displeasing those who think we are doing to much, or -
alienating those who think we are doing too little. It is appropxiiate
at this yovel to rededicate ourselves to the principle of the autonomy
of Hillel foundations and their directors, a principle protected with
great devotion these past fifty years by this Commission and the
national Hillel staff, but which must be affirmed anew to each new
generation of national and community Jewish leaders.

Sometimes we wonder -- particularly in the heat of crisis in
Isra?l -- whether it is right to spend so much effort building up the
quality of Jewish life in the Diaspora. Should not Israel be the prime
focus of our activity? But this erisis should have shown us how
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greatly Israel and the Diaspora are interdependent, how much we need
each other, and how important it is for each to build up its own institu-
tions, its own ways of being Jewish. To lessen support for Jewish life
in America will not help Israel, it will weaken her; even in years of
crisis in the Middle East we cannot diminish support for American
Jewish life, we must increase it, doublefold. There are still many,

far too many, young American Jews drifting off to oblivion beneath the
snows of a culture to whose weakness they have as yet found no alterna-
tive. We in Hillel must strengthen the way-stations that are our founda-
tions and the creative Jewish models that grow from them, that Hillel
who is 50 may redeem young Hillel not yet 20 for the heritage that is

his.

To strengthen our foundations, we have also to strengthen our
directors. Not alone by protecting their autonomy, though that is vital;
not alone by erasing the salary gap that separates us from our colleagues
in pulpits of Jewish centers, though that is only just; but as much by
developing the wherewithal to become in practice what we are in fact:

a unique Jewish movement on the American scene. We are not justa
"service agency''; not merely a random collection of Orthodox, Hasidic,
Conservative, Reform, and Reconstructionist rabbis, social workers

of various disciplines, M.A.'s and PhD.'s in Jewish studies. We are
colleagues committed to a Jewish people to whom no ideas, no practices,
no ideologies which stem from Jewish experience are foreign, and our
greatest dream -- short of a reunified human race -- is of a reunified
Jewish people. The rabbis among us work within our own movements
to broaden the outlooks of our colleagues; the M.S.W.'s among us work
to bridge the gulf between rabbi and social worker. As more and more
of our students look outside the pulpit for their careers, as congrega-
tional rabbis find fewer pulpits for their choice, Hillel's responsibility
will increase to lead the way to a more open embrace of the total
Jewish experience. The training in none of the seminaries or social
work schools prepares Hillel directors sufficiently to pursue this
vision. We have to begin formulating our own training programs

using the knowledge and skills of our own colleagues, to educate
present and future directors for the task of reunification which the
great majority of us hold dear. Be it summer sessions, internships,
or whatever, we must seriously begin to lay out a program for com-
mitted Jews of many disciplines to prepare for the work that is ours.

The redeemer in the fiftieth year brings together lands far
apart, properties unrelated, people who do not know each other, in a
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grand, unprecedented reunion of the Jewish people and of God. The
original yovel gave the American nation a motto for the Liberty Bell --
"Proclaim liberty in the land to all who live upon it'; at our yovel, we
must help redeem not only our own people, but the university in which
they live, and a nation which on the eve of its fourth yovel is once more
searching for its way.

Part Two



ENDOWING TOMORROW WITH
AN UNDERSTANDING OF THE PAST

Philip M. Klutznick

"To seek wisdom in old age, ' said Ibn Gabirol, 'is like a mark
in the sand; to seek wisdom in youth is like an inscription on stone.'

The poet's lyric embraces this gathering. We blend thoughts
and words of tribute in their older years to those we celebrate for a
wisdom they attained in youth. Yet they still toil, that the vouth of
this age may seek wisdom worthy of the permanence of stone.

Each of the illustrious groups of Hillel chairmen and national
directors we honor today made a lasting contribution to the advance-
ment of Hillel. It does not diminish the brilliance of their individual
and collective accomplishments to single out one who played a unique
role. He was there at the birth, as faculty adviser to the founding
director, Ben Frankel. He succeeded Frankel when that visionary
died much too young. He wanted Hillel -- and I recall his phrase --
"to co-opt the campus for its program with Jewish students.' And
he succeeded. He found in the B'nai B'rith, under the leadership of
Henry Monsky, a companionable sponsorship.

He advanced to the chairmanship of the commission, a respon-
sibility he continued with zeal and achievement until he confronted the
challenge at Brandeis.

No man has served this work longer or in more tasks of
leadership. He began in Hillel fifty years ago; he persists to this
day. In a real sense, Hillel is the shadow of the man Abram Leon
Sachar; heightened by one always at his side, the gracious and lovely
Thelma.

On this day of consecration, as we honor the builders of the
Hillel movement, it is tempting to be overcome by memory. There
is much greatness to remember. It is also useful to remember --
to endow tomorrow with an understanding of the past.

Fifty years ago, we were a Jewish community of half our
present number, our roots replanted in a nation reacting to the close
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of World War I with restrictive immigration laws. Our leadership
was selective: a few descendants of the first Sephardic settlers, and
German Jews who were the establishment, their families having emi-
grated a generation or two earlier. The huge Jewish wave from
Eastern Europe has just begun to produce its native American
generation.

We were, in common with much of America of that era, a
debtor rather than a creditor community. Our institutions were mutual
help: free loan societies, settlement houses, Americanization classesi
Our labor was the sweatshop and the small, often profitless, business.
Religion meant the shul, the shtibl in the tradition of Tevye. Jewish
education meant chedar and the melamed. The immigraﬁt Jew was --
to quote Leo Rosten -- "a linguist by necessity';: Hebrew in the syna-
gogue, Yiddish in the home and -- to the Gentile -- the language of an
adopted land.

The Jewish youngster of the early 20's lived in a divided world -
that of his Jewish home with its emphasis on alien, imported idioms
an‘d practices, and that of a ""melting pot school" where -- as the pro-
mise went -- education would be his entry to the economic and social
bounties of an act-alike and feel-alike society. It was a time when
as Mordecai Kaplan put it, most Jews thought of their Judaism in s'pec-
tres of anti-semitism: What does the Gentile think? Differences had
to be shunned and shed. The goal was a conformist equality -- not just
to be equal but to be the same.

I am of the generation that might easily have drifted into other
avenues save for B'nai B'rith's concern and foresight with Jewish
youth. When I went to college, there was a meaningful but modest
Jewish effort called the Menorah Society. It was on few campuses
altogether under-financed. It was there when I was a freshman 5{’3
limited, I didn't discover it until I left. One of its achievement;; was
the Menorah Journal, a publication of genuine quality. Recently, 1
looked again at The Menorah Treasury, an anthology of 108 artiéles
and poems that had appeared in the Journal. More than 80% was
written by foreign-born Jews. At least six of the selections were by
nen-Jews. We had not yet created a native Jewish scholarship.

This, in capsule, was the environment at Hillel's birth, an
gra when.the _cultural gap between a Yiddish-speaking generation and
its Americanized youth was dominant and challenging from the east
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side of New York to Boyle; Heights in Los Angeles; an era when Jewish
youth disguised or abandoned its heritage, opting for a shallow security
by escaping into the majority. It was the struggling task of the Hillel
rabbi-director on the campus, epitomizing Jewish scholarship and faith,
to confront the erosions, to inspire a youth generation to value its

Jewishness.

It is an oversimplification to say that Hillel succeeded. Hillel
was an idea responsive to the times. It has been an evolving idea re-
sponsive to changing times. It is an idea much in need today.

Our generation has lived through world convulsions. We Jews,
in common with mankind, have known the horrors of World War II, the
miracles of science, the multiplication of nations, the population ex-
As Jews, we have had our own special crises. The trauma

plosion.
of the Six Million. You and I lived through it; today's youth barely
read of it. And the protective cover of the Holocaust, the world's

guilt complex, is wearing off. Willy Brandt suggested as much in

West Germany.

The 25 years of Israel has transformed the Jewish world in
ways that few foresaw. Today the possibility, yet remote, of an Israel
at peace with her neighbors has its profound implications for Jewish

life everywhere.

And the melting pot of our childhood -- it has been boiled away
by the rising concept of pluralism, and the new thrusts of racial and
cultural ethnicity. Acceptance no longer means conformity. The life-
styles of our youth reflect the openness of contemporary society.

And, unlike fifty years ago, we are no longer a debtor com-
munity. Economic advancement means that our youth now live with
the competition of plenty, replacing the voids of poverty.

For good measure, there is the extra stress on the traditional
gap between generations. It was inevitable that in the age of astro-
nauts and the computer, our youth consider itself matured more
rapidly, aching to do its own thing sooner.

Abba Eban, in his book '"My People, " praises the American
Jewish community, but wonders whether Jewish individuality can sur-
vive the assimilating influences of American tolerance. ''Would a new
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generation which knows neither the trauma of the Holocaust nor the
elation of Israel's rebirth have emotional reason to give its thought
and work to the task of Jewish conservation?" Eban asks.

It's a question we have to answer. We have come full turn.
The Jewish community showed, from the 1920's through post-World
War II, that it could survive the bad times of intolerance and pre-
judice. The question is now reversed: Can we survive the good times
of acceptance, of social and economic freedom ?

Our people in Israel are experiencing a social shock and polit-
ical awakening in the aftermath of the Yom Kippur War., It is a painful
process. I continue to ask myself: Must the Diaspora -- especially
its largest community -- undergo a new shock experience of its own
to realize that we too are in a markedly changed world?

For many years, we Americans have lived in an environment
of economie, social and political growth. The thought was prevalent
that obsolescence was the cornerstone of our nation's golden age.
The U.S., with 6% of the world population, enjoyed 40% of its gross
product. Even in more recent times, with the rehabilitation of
Western Europe and Japan, America's share of the gross product
was around 30%.

Our Jewish community -- some call it the most affluent in
history -- has been nourished as a byproduct of this growth. Tzedakah
and Torah express themselves in a vast network of philanthropic, edu-
cational and religious institutions.

I can recall attending the first meeting of the newly organized
Council of Jewish Federations and Welfare Funds. It was in the early
30's; a few hundred delegates participated. By contrast, this past
December more than 2, 000 attended the CJFWF plenary in New
Orleans. The Moorish-style buildings, the storefront shtibles, the
temporary halls that were shuls of my youth have given way to master-
pieces of modern architecture. The B'nai B'rith of 1926 was daring
enough to adopt a Wider Scope program for the modest support of
Hillel, BBYO, other programs and unmet needs of those days. Now,
B'nai B'rith is a $17 million and more enterprise -- with unmet needs,
no longer modest, but exceeding the total budget of the 20's.
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Perhaps the greatest advancement was in the n?assi_x‘e change
from voluntarism to a growing professionalism in Jewish life. The
emergence of a large Jewish civil service was a nec?ssar‘y develop?
ment. It was prodded by the proliferation of domestic m.n'nr.mnal pro-
grams and supported by swelling budgets. The hudg(.?ts in some com-
munities are today larger than that of the entire Jewish F-ommun.zjfy two
generations ago. Critics have decried this for its negatl?—'e masures?a—
tions, calling it ''check-book Judaism.'" Yet, the expe‘mdmg domestic
needs and programs, added to the spiraling demands from abroad,
could not have been met without a skilled professional bureaucracy --
and an undreamed-of outpouring of funds.

We made education -- especially higher education -- the corner-
stone of our new national growth. Here too, it was all forward a‘nd up-
ward. A soaring American birth rate almost collapsed the :)LI.}'JUE
school system. The elitism once inherent in a college edl.(_‘.:—""ru')n
became a commonplace for a million students, then three million, and
now nine million; some yet anticipate 12 million on the campus

The reasonably balanced private-public mix in higher education
changed to an overwhélming emphasis on low-tuition pu‘nli(“ chl]eg?s.
Hillel began at [llinois, in the small-town environment e::i.‘ Champaign-
Urbana. At Michigan, it was Ann Arbor; in Wisconsin, it was the' town
of Madison. While all of these great schools have grown geome'trtcally
in student population, the population of their combined locales do n..ot
match the student enrollments attending the public colleges. and univer-
sities -- junior college through graduate school -- in a major urban
center such as Chicago or Los Angeles.

The effect has been a crisis for the small, private college,
caught in today's budget crunch. The dormitory, the fraternity and
sorority house -- these are now less important to the campus than

| fast-commuting trains and full-time jobs.

In my youth, a Jewish professor was a rare sight on campus.
= y 7 e i .
Today, at many major colleges, Jews are 20% and more of the faculty.

Today, nearly 400 colleges include Jewish studies in the curric-
ulum -- from a single course to a full study program leading to a degree

in Judaica.
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. Som.e of our contemporaries once ran away from Yiddish. Now
they're paying the tuition costs -- and their children are studying it in
some colleges.

Thesr? are some of the manifestations of change we have -- and
are -- experiencing. The social prejudices and economic discrimina-
tions of t‘he past while not altogether gone have been diminished by the
DEJen society. Our generation got much of what we strived for -- the
right to be swallowed by the majority culture -- only to discover it's
not really what we want. The new name of the game is ethnicity.

, E’thnic.ity_ in an open society -- there's a contradiction for vou,
[t's a contradiction that confronts us, particularly our college yoﬁth.
How do we balance these opposites?

I suggest that this is a critical time when the Jewish community
needs to know where it is, where we hope to go, and how to get there.

B We‘ have'trif'led with the need for change by incremental gestures
and financial adjustments. They have been inadequate to the realities.

‘ One reality is unabated inflation. It is compelling communal
social and education institutions to re-examine their programs and '
methods. For the next decade at least, energy and raw material short-
ages “'rill mean a tightening process to eliminate obvious waste, but
more importantly, to exercise ingenuity and skill. There is no other
way._ The unacceptable alternative is to eliminate -- wholesale --
services and programs that we need.

‘ I do not fear for our nation or the Western world. They will
adgu‘st and overcome. But, candidly, [ am less sanguine about our
Jew1.5h community, whose mobility is much more limited. Our com-
munity programs are numerous and sometimes duplicatory. Many
have been existing in a fool's paradise. There was a time when J;-.Wish
needs abroad created a spin-off at home: the exhortations that raised
more for Israel helped raise more -- in absolute dollars -- for our
needs here. But, like the fellow who was given an unlimited budget
and then exceeded it -- we may have reached a stage of diminishing
proportions.

. The fact is.., in the past decade, we have in absolute terms
either cut domestic budget, or raised them barely enough to absorb
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inflation. Our home-grown programs have had to fight for subsistence
levels rather than for creativity or growth. The Jewish establishment
las been charged with neglecting the real demands of Jewish education,

wlture and youth. We are not free of guilt.

At one time, in common with many, I had hoped for an abate-
ment of needs abroad. It is abundantly clear that this is not to be. I
joubt whether we can meet these indispensable historic and human

jchallenges, provide for inflation and maintain -- let alone expand --

wr present programs, if we continue with incremental budgeting and
programming to stem the tide.

There will be those who find an answer in indiscriminate budget
That is one way -- requiring neither imagination nor ingenuity.
fcan cut costs. It can also achieve the dry bones of a skeleton when
we need the pulsations of flesh and life.

There might be a better way -- one that demands imagination
and ingenuity. Perhaps the pressures that surround us can be the very
force we need to shake up some of our institutionalized habits and

shibboleths.

We might consider a more representative structuring of the
smerican Jewish community for critical and constructive examination --
ind re-examination -- of our programs and activities.

It can be done -- as the Hillel movement itself has shown -- to
accommodate the pluralistic character of Jewish life. I don't interpret
pluralism to be, necessarily, separatism. A representative American
Jewish assembly -- instead of a garden variety of roof and general
organizations -- might be the catalyst to diminish, if not curtail,
wasteful duplication where, in naked truth, it exists.

The issues that confront the community are mixed: program
and budget, domestic and foreign, incremental and long-term. They
are Jewish political, involving deeply held views such as who and what
isa Zionist or non-Zionist? Can there be Jewish creativity in the

Diaspora?

A substantial representative assembly involving community
leaders, academics and scholars, business and professional people,
and youth too -- supported by adequate technical studies -- should
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expose itself annually to the shifting scene. The next 10 to 20 years of
Jewish life here and abroad will be a testing period as a new status for
Israel emerges (whatever consequences of present discussions), as a
new complex and distribution of economic and political power establish
itself in the world, and as our own national economic, political and sod
structure shifts to meet the demands of today.

Dr. Sachar will remember when he and [ were two of a group of
60 B'nai B'rith representatives convened to determine whether B'nai
B'rith should continue as a member of the American Jewish Conference,
That was in 1948, The Conference had begun five years before, a tem-
porary assembly called together by Henry Monsky to coordinate the
community's efforts in behalf of the remnants of European Jewry in the
wake of World War II.

Would B'nai B'rith participate in a permanent American Jewish
Conference? Dr. Sachar and I, and a handful of others, favored taking
the risk of such a permanent forum in Jewish life. We were a distinct
minority. The concept of a permanent Conference collapsed.

Since the, I've continued as an advocate-of-sorts of the prin-
ciple -- with less success than I like to admit.

I persist. I think we need that kind of collective thinking and
collective action in this era of shift and change.

Surely, our Jewish community can better utilize the academic
talent that exists and is emerging. It is said by the sages: 'Just asa
tent cannot stand without pegs and cords, so Israel camnot stand without
scholars.'" For too long we have ignored or submerged the scholar,
the academician, the thinker in our decision-making processes. Their
input is essential. We are at a point when the establishment doors
must let in the fresh air of two groups too long minimized -- academic
and youth.

Our critical needs -- schools, youth programs, and other
essential services, must not be sacrificed to inflation or the cost
crunch. We need to review the mix between professionalism and
voluntarism. The change in lifestyle which so many now predict
might well recommend more volunteers doing the job, more pro-
fessionals training them to do it. I know that this can be questioned.
But we may not have a choice.
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jesigned.
to-ops is found on many campuses.

irightened out of any sense of balance. :
some major revolutionary developments have surfaced in the Jewish

world.
!them.

And some very successful college youth programs are stu.denr-
The phenomenon of the Batim, havurot, and other Jewish

I have not yet succumbed to ''future shock.' Nor, I hope, am I
But in a relatively few months

We need to think in more revolutionary terms in confronting

It is demonstrable that in a period of violent or major change,
mmanity hovers between a history it should know and a destliny it must
make. By coincidence, Hillel's 50th anniversary comes at just suc.h a
pivotal period. We have chosen this day to honor the buﬂder‘s of H.ﬂlel.
it may be well to recall that the real honor is their honest to}l, which
over the years wrought the movement and its program. We in turn can
best express our reverence and appreciation by honest toil of our own.

To shrink from challenge is not honest toil. To await a messiah

is not honest toil. I recall a favorite idea of a great friend of Dr. Sachar
and many others here -- the late Eleanor Roosevelt - .who deplored a
reliance on kings and princes because, as she said, it is the_ people
themselves who make their history and determine their destmy.. Or,l as
the Talmud speaks: ''Where men truly wish to go, there. tha.air" feet w1'11
manage to take them.'" If we will it, the challenge of this fiftieth anni-
versary can give birth to an inspirational dream for tomorrow -- and

usher in an era of achievement and glory.

- 85 -

*



A TURNING POINT IN
AMERICAN JEWISH HISTORY

Abram L. Sachar

The extravagance of the sentiments expressed here, while
deeply appreciated by Thelma and me, have appropriately elicited
some cautionary remarks from those who have preceded me in the
program. For it is indeed a violation of Jewish tradition to speak with
such fulsomeness, except in the presence of the dead. You are quite
right, Arthur (Rabbi Lelyveld), that this is no place for the exaggers-
tions of the epitaph. Of course, it is a much less expensive kind of
ceremony than the very classy funeral that it could have been, espe-
cially since the occasion has been structured as a collective tribute,
Fortunately, in a period of general devaluation, we can devalue not
only the epitaphy, but the taffy as well.

A fiftieth anniversary inevitably becomes a kind of sentimental
journey. I am glad to note the presence of Mendel Frankel and his
family in this nostalgic renewal. For it is Ben Frankel to whom his-
tory will assign the major share for the genesis of Hillel. It is aston
ishing to realize that Ben founded Hillel when he was 26; he lived tobe
only 30. But in that narrow span of four years, he laid the feundations
of a movement that was destined to transform Jewish life and thought
on college campuses for the generations that have followed. There
are few instances in our history where such woefully inadequate years
have left so enduring an impact.

Ben began with virtually nothing except a resolute faith in his
mission. But he was blessed with a remarkable personality with
which to project it. He was a great, genial giant of a man, towering
six feet three and more, massively built; ""Big Ben' we all called him,
He had a rich resonant voice, an infectious laugh, a gift for phrase
that compelled not only attention but reflection. When he strode into
a room, he literally dominated. I came to the Illinois campus at the
time that he was launching the fragile Hillel experiment, still unsup-
ported, indeed actively resisted. We were two young bachelors and
shared an apartment. I therefore had the privilege of listening to
him pour out his aspirations for a college centered program, demo-
cratically organized, where the survival values of Jewish life could
be opened to Jewish students.
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Some of the most distinguished pulpits in the country were
offered to him, even though he was a novitiate in the rabbinate, a
youngster in his mid-twenties. He declined them all. He preferred
to link his ministry with students and faculty on a college car{ums.

He accepted the pulpit at Champaign-Urbana, assured only'ol t.he '
stipend that tiny congregations could offer to weekend rabbis, iull}.
aware that his dream would have to depend for support upon the pa‘m-
fully cultivated gifts from families who shared his confl.dence, until
2 more secure institutional relationship could be established.

The opportunity to present his case on a national tl'm‘un.a came
in 1925 when he was invited to address the triennial B'nai B'rith .
Convention. He was but one of a succession of speakers on the TT‘E‘ldl‘
tionally overloaded schedule that rarely was completed before mid-
night when the audience was in a semi-coma. He was counted upon as
a kind of complimentary epilogue. Stephen Wise was the featur('ad
speaker, the great tribune, perhaps the most eloquent man of his
generation. Ben spoke simply, but with passion, of the precious c?n-
stituency of the young that had to be salvaged by informed. leadership,
and he cuomnletely upstaged Stephen Wise. Indeed Wise himself em-
braced Ben and blessed him and his message. Before the Convention
adjourned it adopted the Hillel Foundation as one of its sponsored N
projects and took it under its wings. Now as we gather, a half century
later, with Foundations and Counselorships in hundreds of cellfeges,
in this country and abroad, with thousands of the p.rf.)ducts of H111e]
serving in leadership roles in their home commumhes,. the full import
of Ben's achievement is framed in perspective. The tributes that are
offered to those of us who have been part of this half century of ful.ﬁll—
ment are tributes that belong to us only as surrogates for his inspired

vision.

The achievement is not in the techniques that were dev?sed for
campus activity and influence. The techniques have beer? continuously
changed, as they should have been. When we read'the Hillel house
organs, and the reports of the thirties and the forties, pefore th‘e
Holocaust and a sovereign Israel, and a powerful American Jewish
community with a native-born leadership, we react as we w.ould when
we review the life styles in a world whose very vocabular?f is scarcely
any longer intelligible to us. Phil Klutznick's statesmanlike addr'e.ss
that we have just heard would, five years ago, have offered very dif-
ferent approaches to the national and international Problems that ouz:
people faced then, and they would have been very different from those
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offered ten or fifteen years before. No, Ben's historic achievement
was not in techniques, or stratagems. His achievement was in the
recognition that Jewish students, especially those away from home,
exposed to the winds of intellectual and emotional change on a college
campus, form a community and require the leadership of a community,
the mature, sensitive concern of a Jewish presence.

Ben came out of little Peoria. At that time its Jewish popula-
tion may have comprised 100 families. But it had several schools for
religious training; it had a Federation; it had two synagogues. There
must have been a thousand communities like Peoria, up and down the
country, with equally small numbers of Jewish families. It was taken
for granted that, however small, they would provide organized institu-
tional life to serve their religious and cultural and philanthropic needs.
It would have been considered the utmost in irresponsibility if they
were left hefker, rudderless, invertebrate. Yet there were scores of
campuses whose Jewish population already numbered anywhere from
a few hundred to several thousand. These had been left to the caprice
of circumstance, a struggling little volunteer Jewish cultural society,
a concerned faculty member, some townspeople who occasionally
offered hospitality to students whose families they knew. In most in-
stances even these peripheral relationships were lacking.

Illinois, in the early 1920's had approximately 300 Jewish stu-
dents. There were several Jewish fraternities and sororities, but
these groups were not organized to sustain Jewish loyalty or influence.
They were social clubs, with good rooming and dining facilities, and
they had come into being because the non-Jewish Greek letter houses
excluded Jews. There was a tiny Menorah Society led by a few faculty
members, but it catered to a miniscule part of the Jewish student body
and its meetings were sporadic. There was a little Temple in Cham-
paign, but it had virtually no relationship with the campus, and its
rabbi came every second week for brief religious services and re-
turned to his classes at the Hebrew Union College. The attempt of an
imaginative Jewish businessman, Isaac Kuhn, in Champaign, to have
a Temple built near the campus, was outvoted by townspeople who
accepted no responsibility for the students. It was to meet what was
virtually the abandonment of responsibility of the Jewish student body,
a fine wholesome group, with superb academic standards, usually
garnering the highest honors and awards -- it was to offer guidance
to this group that Ben Frankel pioneered the first Hillel Foundation
at Illinois.
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Ironically, all the Christian denominations had launched such

| efforts for their young people long before. The Methodist? had estab-
lished the Wesley Foundation more than twenty years earlier and had
provided beautiful facilities to house a many-faceted program. So had
the Presbyterians and the Episcopalians and the Lutherans and the
Congregationalists. The Catholics overcame scruples .about se_parate
facilities for their students, and created an active and 1mp:tess:,we
Newman Foundation. Only the Jewish group had remained in limbo.

It was as if the leaders in Jewish life had concluded that the colle‘ge
period was expendable, that it represented an insignificant experience,
and that the Jewish faculty were too few in number, and too far gone

in their assimilation, to worry about it anyway.

Ben Frankel could not know that a revolution was alrea.ldy under-
way that was to make his contribution a turning point in _Amencan
Je\"\rish history. The revolution was the result of the qmlet, u.ndra—‘ i
matic, scarcely understood passage of the Johnson Imrnlgr‘atlon Bill of
1824 that closed the doors to unlimited immigration. This me‘ant that
within a generation, Jewish leadership would have to emerge from the
ranks of the native-born. Earlier there had been almost complete
dependence for faith and fate on the statesmanship thaT hafi cc.)me from
the historic centers of European Jewish life, Jewish 1nst1tut1.ons =i
synagogues, schools, seminaries, the network 91‘ ph}lanthroples =
these could always count on the infusion of immigration stock .to r-e;m‘—
force depleted ranks. Now, with immigration reduced to a thin trickle,
American Jewish life was to be on its own. There was to be very
little outside plasma when blood transfusions became necessary.

Meantime, there was a gratifying expansion of opport.unity for
all minority groups, including the Jews, for full integr‘ation into a
new civilization. Protected by progressive liberalization of .the l.aw
and by the changing mores of a resurgent Am..erica, thf: barriers in
employment, in political life, and above allb, in educa‘h.on. werje
steadily broken down. There was extraordinary mobility; .horlzontal
mobility, Jews moving from earlier concentrated pockets in th.e ghet-
tos of a few large cities to every part of the country;. also vertical
mobility, as Jews rose from proletarian status .to middle cl.ass and
then o upper middle class. The American Jewish commu.mt}; be_f—
came the largest, most homogeneous, and most powerful in JEW1S}.1,,,
history. Would it rise to the leadership that fate had forced upon it
Would it have the insight and the stamina and the loyalty that European
Jewry had always provided? Or, no longer forcibly held together,

I
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more or less, by outside pressure, at last able to exercise freely the '3t lllinois in 1923. But they failed to take root and to survive, and

option to be or not to be identified with Jewish life, would it gradually |fhe Menorah Journal too, with all its merit, had to suspend publica-

disintegrate and lose its identity? fion. The anthology volume that was published after the demise of

the Journal is a collection of some of its most talented work, but
The college constituency, a sparse undervalued few thousand |iimiration is interlaced with great sadness for it tells us how much

in the 1920's, half a million fifty years later, was to hold one of the |was lost because a magnificent opportunity was missed.

keys. And Hillel was destined to be the training center for this con- !

stituency. There is no need here to offer examples of the impact of The Menorah societies and the Journal succumbed because
the young people who came out of Hillel to take their places in com- they failed to involve the sensitive and well disposed Jewish layman
munal life. It has been often detailed with pride and gratitude through |in their objectives. Henry Hurwitz was a gifted editor, but he was

the years. Ben Frankel could not know that the fulerum of Jewish tn unconscionable snob. No one challenged his conviction that there
life was to shift from East to West. But his belief was prophetic that |yas an honored, indeed, an indispensable place in Jewish life for

the college generation was a most precious resource in protecting the mrely intellectual effort, for austere scholarship, for avant garde
uncertain future, and he acted with courage and resourcefulness to Jewish art and music and belles lettres. But he made the fragic
turn this belief into a generative reality. And at this historic vantage |ilunder of constantly assailing the supporting community as vulgar-
point, we may well ask, how could a wholesome, affirmative, self- ian, shredding its dignity, holding it up to ridicule. Satire and con-
reliant Jewish life have survived without the service that Hillel ren- |iempt were always given precedence over compassion and apprecia-
dered in this crucial half century? fion. God knows there is plenty of vulgarity and gaucherie and too
jmuch pursuit of crass materialist aims in Jewish life, just as there
It should be added that it was more than an idea whose time isin the life patterns of every other ethnic group. But there are
had come that gave life and body and impetus to the Hillel concept. legions of of whole-hearted men and women who respond not only to
Ben Frankel had the practical common sense to seek the support, and [ihe emergency appeals that stir their emotions but to the long roll
to put to superb use, the benevolent impulses of the Jewish layman. lull of cultural and educational causes that have strengthened and

He had none of the hauteur of the doctrinaire, the superciliousness of |enriched American Jewish life. Hurwitz's abrasiveness ultimately

the rhetorician who comes to every problem with a completely open |dlienated even his most devoted colleagues, sensitive academicians
mouth. T was struck by the thoughtful comments of Lou Gottschalk as |jike your beloved colleague, Bill (Dr. Haber), Leo Sharfman. Some
he referred to the earlier student programs of the Menorah Society. |4 them made excuses for his behavior, identifying it with the critic's
You are quite right, Lou, that Hillel was not first on the college scene |peed to be forthright. But when it went far beyond tolerable endur-
with a Jewish program. Menorah was founded at Harvard as long ago |ance, they too decided that they had had enough. Hurwitz had every
as 1905. Its organizing incentive came from Henry Hurwitz, who also |right to take on the role of the academic scold, but he ought not to
had a sure instinct about the crucial importance of the campus baili- |paye expected that those whom he belabored with arrogance would
wick. He created the Menorah Journal which became one of the most meekly and gratefully subsidize his assaults.

respected organs of cultural expression in the English language.

Young talent was fostered and encouraged there. Lionel Trilling got Hurwitz was perhaps an extreme example of the intellectuals
his start in its pages, and Marvin Lowenthal and Milton Konvitz and |yho sit in the seats of the scorners. Unfortunately they are present
Milton Steinberg and an impressive group of scholars and writers inthe rabbinate and among social workers and in every educational
and essayists and poets and artists. 1 was elated when my own first |pstitution, including, I am sorry to say, our Hillel family. I have
work was accepted there. heard echoes of such disdain in my own University. I well remember
adiscussion on expanded fringe benefits, within a faculty committee.
Hurwitz also had the dream of a network of Jewish cultural (One of them snorted "'Sachar can always go to the underwear manu-

" There was scorn that bordered on

societies for students and faculty. Menorah was in operation on many |facturer to get what we need.
But it was the

campuses more than a decade before the first Hillel came into being {the malicious in the way the phrase was uttered.
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generosity of the underwear manufacturer that gave Brandeis a magnii-
icent library within the first decade of its history. His benefactions ’
made possible the programs of a score of hard-pressed educational
institutions. Iam sure that his instinctive concern for education was |
as important as his sound business judgment, and that he was a wiser
custodian of University objectives than the supercilious ingrate whose ]
salary and library benefits depended on such men. |

Ben Frankel never made this mistake. When he sought support |
for Hillel among lay groups it was because he had deep respect for the
grass roots democracy of the Jewish community. To be sure, he did
not go directly to B'nai B'rith. His first appeal was set before the I
leadership of the Union of American Hebrew Congregations. After all, |
he was a product of the Hebrew Union College. He believed that Hillel
could admirably complement the training that youngsters received in
their Sunday Schools. Surely the Temples would understand the obli- I
gation not to terminate Jewish education with Bar Mitzvah or Confirma-
tion. He was turned down. I still marvel, even after the lapse of the
long years since then, over the shortsightedness of the Union Estab-
lishment. But if the decision was a blunder for the Union it was a
fortunate gam zu l'tovo for the American Jewish community. If Hillel |
had been accepted as a project of the Union, it would have become an
appendage of Reform Judaism. The Hillel program, for its fulfill-
ment, had to be representative of the catholicity of Jewish life. Tt
was after this Providential rejection that Ben Frankel turned to the
B'nai B'rith that had the vision to accept responsibility for it, and
the tandem relationship since then has been a blessed one. When
Frankel died there were only five Hillel units, but they had in them
the seed that was to flower into the hundreds of units in every part of
the world.

Today we face overwhelming problems that involve survival
itself. It is difficult to be an optimist. But if the times do not call
for an exultant Hillel, they assuredly do nnt warrant a defeatist
Kaddish. And the morale that is implicit in this conviction is partly
buttressed because we have at hand the resources of the Hillel pro-
gram and its loyal sponsorship by the B'nai B'rith. We who today
look back with satisfaction on the beginnings of Hillel, can have
confidence that the new generation that now governs concept and
program, respecting the past, but not living in it, will measure up
to the responsibility that has now fallen upon the greatest center of
Jewish life in history.

|
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THE GLOW HAS NOT DIMMED

Thelma (Mrs. Abram L. ) Sachar

Thank you, Arthur (Lelyveld) and David (Blumberg):

I am deeply moved by this stunning tribute. I cannot help feel-
ing that it is a tribute that should be shared by all the women whose
msbands give such a large part of their time and devotion to public
service. To share a tribute in this way is one thing. But I draw the
line on sharing the gift itself. May I open the carton and show off
what is in it? O, it's a magnificent hand-wrought gold necklace and
earrings, truly the most delicate of Israeli craftsmanship. I shall
therish it as a gracious expression of friendship and good will.

It brings back many affectionate memories. They go back a
long way. Of course, you must forgive the protective instinct of the
female when I make haste to note that this is not a fiftieth anniversary
ior me! I was brought to Champaign as a young bride, after the tough
pioneering period. I was younger than many of the undergraduates,
and I never quite understood my role as, what we called in those quaint
days, the Chaperone, for university dances and functions. Ewven the
term itself now has the wilted association of the obsolete.

Hillel was the strongest influence in those unsophisticated years.
Our children were born and raised in Champaign-Urbana, and our lives

! were fully caught up in the spectacular growth of the Jewish student

bodies on the campuses of the country. Hillel at Illinois had only
modest facilities, and thus our home was a natural extension of Hillel.
Many were the youngsters who first dated there, perhaps when they
came over as baby-sitters. I see some of them in the audience now.
They went on very often with effective courtship and well consummated
romances. We counted ourselves as very perceptive shadchonim. I
have always been puzzled why Abe, whose antennae were so sensitive
when it came to fund raising possibilities for Hillel, never got around
to setting up a pattern of commissions for such shadchonus. The pro-
ceeds would have minimized many a budgetary headache as we strug-
You see how little change there is in the

gled to make ends meet.
passing of the years!




Those were exultant days when scores of young rabbis, fresh

out of their seminaries, were recruited for Hillel and many of them
dedicated their entire careers to student life and welfare. Those
of you who have come back for this anniversary add to the nostalgic
joy of this occasion. We have cherished the friendships that were
launched. They include students and faculty and a growing Hillel
family and legions of loyal B'nai B'rith supporters, in communities
across the country. All this is remembered now, through the spec-
trum of the years. The glow has not dimmed. Thank you for this
heart-warming salute and for the lovely form that it has taken.
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ANNIVERSARY GREETINGS

| I

I When Alfred North Whitehead spoke of "a life of action and a
life of thought, '" and when he asserted that "the vitality of thought is
in adventure, ' he was surely referring to men like Dr. Abram Leon
Sachar -- men who spent their lives always seeking wider worlds of

intellectual and philosophical pursuit.

The promise that Dr. Sachar brought almost fifty years ago
to Jewish communities throughout the world has been sharpened, re-
fined and honed to the highest degree of excellence, until that promise
finally became the solid foundation upon which institutions have been
built and Jewry has been nourished.

Fifty years is a chronological milestone, yet it represents so
much more. It represents a treasury of accumulated wisdom, a half
century of participation in communal life, and a monumental impact
on the hearts and minds of our young Jewish people.

Abram Sachar and the B'nai B'rith Hillel Foundations are
synonymous. For 50 years Hillel has provided a campus springboard
that has helped launch Jewish youth into the "world" with a deep sense
of their origins, a knowledge of their roots, an abiding appreciation
of their sacred responsibilities to themselves as Jews and a profound
commitment to social justice wherever it is threatened.

! Dr. Sachar, in concert with Hillel, has provided continuity to
Ithe purposes and aspirations of the Diaspora and the B'nai B'rith
family as well. We have all reaped the rewards of the long, enviable
record of accomplishment that has emerged from the association.

| Today, when the word "crisis'' has become the label for every
conceivable situation, when it no longer describes the ultimate catas-
trophe because its meaning has been so diluted as to encompass al-
most everything that is happening in the world, then, we frantically
begin searching for new words, new methods and new solutions to

tope with the disasters that have befallen both secular and Jewish

communities.
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Traditionally, we have looked eagerly to our young people as

a perpetual source of renewal and hope, and for twelve student genera-

tions Hillel has helped develop a Jewish consciousness among those
whom it serves and whose needs it fills in countless ways.

provides and encourages a steady flow of ideas and creative energy to
help revitalize and sustain its constituents and, indeed, Jews through-
out the world. Through the individual contribution of every Hillel
Commission Chairman and Director, since the time of the pioneering
efforts of Benjamin Frankel, student, rabbi and founder of Hillel, our
youth have been able to rediscover all the eternal values that have
sustained our people throughout our history.

B'nai B'rith Women believes that the social and human conse-
quences of the Hillel campus program, with its comprehensive and
compassionate commitment to young Jews, are incalculable because
it fortifies and enlivens a Jewish way of life that can only bring honor,
strength and new vitality to Judaism.

The officers and members of B'nai B'rith Women pledge them-
selves to continuing support of all that is just, decent and honorable
as it is embodied in Hillel's admirable endeavor to instill and nurture
the dynamic life-force of Judaism in our young.

We proudly hail the celebration of the fiftieth anniversary of
the B'nai B'rith Hillel Foundations and joyfully join in paying sincere
tribute to Dr. Sachar for his guidance and "vitality of thought".

- Mrs. Nathan Holstein,
International President,
B'nai B'rith Women

I

Long before others realized the urgency to overcome the ne-
glect of Jewish university students, B'nai B'rith had the great fore-
sight and wisdom to establish the Hillel Foundations. The justification
for that action has been reaffirmed in countless ways over the past 50
years.
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Unceasingly
flexible in outlook and approach both on campus and in the world, Hillel

i

The drastic changes in America and in American Jewish life
have added further to the validity of what B'nai B'rith undertook. The
nmber of Jewish students and Jewish faculty -- and the number of
campuses they are at -- have multiplied far beyond what anyone could

have predicted, in our metropolitan centers as well as in our isolated

The confusion in values, the social erosion and tensions, the

towns.
changes in religious affiliation and practices on the one hand -- and
the hunger for Jewish knowledge and involvement on the other -- have

underscored the requirement of Hillel's purposes and services,

I am pleased that from the earliest years of the Hillel Founda-
tions our Jewish Federations and Welfare Funds have understood that
this is a responsibility of all American Jews, and have shared in
financing the Foundations. This partnership has grown stronger and

{ deeper, in recent years, beyond increased financing to active partici-

pation of Federation and Welfare Fund leaders in the national Hillel
Commission, and the establishment of local Federation-Hillel Boards
and Committees to guide Hillel activities in the communities. Even
more, these Boards and Committees are bringing together now a com-
prehensive network of many services and resources to meet the variety
of needs of students and faculty; and to involve them actively and mean-
ingfully in communal responsibilities and activities.

Pivotal has been the leadership of Dr. Sachar. As national
director and then as chairman of the Hillel Commission, his excep-
tional abilities carried the Foundations through the trying formative
years -- made even more difficult by the great national depression.
He transformed it from a handful of experimental units to a vast and
vital network across the entire continent.

He brilliantly articulated the need for the Foundations. He
skillfully administered their establishment and growth. He attracted
io their leadership in staffing and volunteer leadership men and women
of outstanding stature. He built the underpinning of understanding and
commitment across the continent. His leadership has been historic
in the fullest meaning of the term.

The entire American Jewish community joins with B'nai B'rith
in the tribute to him, so richly earned.

- Raymond Epstein, President
Council of Jewish Federations
and Welfare Funds
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It would be difficult to overestimate the importance and the
impact of the Hillel movement at the more than 300 colleges and
universities where its chapters are to be found. Surely, the B'nai
B'rith Hillel's golden anniversary is a most suitable point in time
for the organization to reflect upon and take pride in this "home
away from home'' which has been created for Jewish students on so
many campuses. It is a great pleasure for me, as chairman of the
Brandeis University Board of Trustees, to add my thanks to the
B'nai B'rith Hillel Foundation for its dedication to young people, to
higher education and for the brilliance with which this perceptive
concept has been carried forward for 50 years. At Brandeis, we
take special pride in Hillel, for our founding president, Dr. Abram
L. Sachar was among the important educators and religious leaders
who made Hillel pre-eminent, and who continues as an honorary
chairman of the Foundation, serving with Brandeis' current president,
Dr. Marver H. Bernstein, Hillel's national chairman. I am espe-
cially delighted that Hillel will take due notice of Dr. Sachar's pio-
neering efforts on its behalf when your major national observance
takes place in Chicago in November.

- Jacob Hiatt
Chairman, Board of Trustees
Brandeis University

v
HALF A CENTURY OF HILLEL FOUNDATIONS

This month, the Hillel movement, under the sponsorship of
B'nai B'rith, marks its 50th anniversary. Throughout these five
decades, Hillel has been the most important and vital Jewish force
on the college campus, and has served as the fulerum of Jewish
campus life. Operating with a pluralistic view of Judaism, it has
endeavored to reflect the broad spectrum of Jewish civilization in
its activities. Its contribution to Jewish cultural survival is nothing
short of impressive. We agree with Dr. Alfred Jospe, Hillel's
dynamic, scholarly and imaginative national director, that one
shudders "to think of what would have happened in American Jewish
life had Hillel not been on the scene for half a century. Tens of
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fiousands of men and women -- in the rabbinate, in Jewish communal
¢rvice, in Jewish organizations, in communities throughout the land --
trace their Jewish commitment, their involvement in Jewish affairs

and often their choice of career to Hillel's influence. "

I It now serves 248 campuses in the U.S. and Canada with an
estimated Jewish student population of 225, 000, There are also 28
fillel Foundations outside the U.S. It conducts high level summer
nstitutes, sponsors Israel programs and projects, as well as Jewish
wcial service activities. Its publications and resource material are

’of high quality.

Yet, the campus has been deemed a "disaster area for Juda-
sm. ' Thousands of Jewish students fall away from Judaism, and
wults blame the ineptness of Hillel for such a state of affairs. But
i these students really "drop out?' Were they ever "in' to begin
with? The basis for Jewish loyalty and involvement is laid during
me's childhood. The lack of Jewish experience, as well as the little
ralue attached by most Jewish parents to a serious Jewish education
wring the first 18 years in the life of the young Jew, are most re-
jsponsible for the fact that college is a disaster area for Judaism.

The college years are by their very nature a period of intellectual
]quest, of critical probing, and of experimenting with new ideas. Yet
the Jewish community and the contemporary Jewish family do not
|;|rovide the necessary models, nor do they offer the intellectual and
imotional depth to engender critical commitment.

However, we submit that the campus is not quite the disaster
wrea for Judaism which even its thoughtful critics make it out to be.
luring the past few years we have witnessed throughout the campuses
|af+.he U.S. a remarkable renaissance of Jewish life which in many
respects is quite unprecedented. Rabbi Richard N. Levy, Hillel
lDirector at U.C.L.,A., diagnosed the situation accurately in pointing
wt that a large number of Jewish students deem American values as
]msufﬁcient to create "profound, moral, concerned human beings."
hereasing numbers of Jewish students are turning to Judaism to dis-
wver, and create, if need be, values and ideals to inform their lives.
They seek to realize within themselves the Jewish human being.

Together with this phenomenon, the Jewish studies "explosion"
s equally significant. More than 350 colleges and universities offer
wademic courses in Judaica, 40 of them as undergradudte majors
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and/or graduate programs. While we should never entertain the mis- ONE STUDENT'S STORY

taken notion that such courses should serve as "indoctrination stations"
for Judaism, they do confer upon Jewish civilization academic status.
It does mean that the Jewish experience is taken seriously among the
cultural patterns of mankind. I

, John Macsai

The events which delayed this dinner -- the horrible loss of
lewish lives in Israel, and the realization that ultimately, except for
the United States, Israel stands alone in the world -- make all of us
realize the immense responsibility we have for the survival of Jewish
life in the world. In my case, these events and these realizations will
put an even sharper focus on the story I would like to tell you tonight.

During the past decade, Hillel has been joined by many other
Jewish campus groups. They usually represent a specific orientation,
whether religious or political, and their presence is most welcome.
Yet the advantage of Hillel is, as we noted earlier, its pluralistic
stance, its openness to all forms of Jewish expression, and its en-

couragement of a vast diversity of Jewish activities and lifestyles. . . o
To say that we are here tonight because of Dr. Sachar is indeed

jcorrect. To say that I am here tonight only because of Dr. Sachar is

Hillel's most immediate problem is its far too limited staff ;
truth itself.

and its inadequate budget. The American Jewish community has yet
to realize that the Jewish college student is the concern of the total
community, and that an activity of such magnitude requires the sup-
port of the entire community. The present 4-1/2 million dollar
budget cannot conceivably provide for a reasonable ratio of staff to
need. Only of late have the major American Jewish organizations
begun to talk to each other about the Jewish college students; joint
community responsibility and coordination are not even under
consideration.

I hesitate to speculate what my life would be today in Hungary.
lknow, however, that my life and the lives of one hundred and twentvy-
four foreign students is a richer, happier, fuller life today because of
Dr. Sachar. Had he been an educator, an administrator only, a his-
forian only, it would have been enough. Had he been a commentator,
iwriter only, it would have been enough. Of how many people can be
said this besides being a scholar, a historian, a critie, a writer, an
educator, an administrator, it is because of him or her that so many
are leading a happier life ?

None of us can foretell what is in store for the Jewish com-
munity, or indeed the world during the next 50 years. On Hillel's
50th anniversary we dare only to hope that in the immediate future
we may witness an ever-increasing awareness of Jewish life and
values on the part of our college students, supported by a community
responsive to the realities and needs of the hour.

To bring out Jewish students from war-torn Europe and pro-
vide them with the opportunity to study without economic worries was
an idea that was born in his heart. He thought of it, fought it through,
raised money for it, and made it happen. The problem of raising
money for one hundred and twenty-four students when the bank account
vas adequate for ten only, to deal with State Department and Immigra-
tion Office, to deal with the Deans of Students at hundreds of Universi-
ties, must have been an immense task. The work of Dr. Sachar has
tecome a legend.

- RECONSTRUC TIONIST,
October 1973

I would like to tell you a story. I am sure not all of you know
the story of the way it looked from the other side of the Atlantic. Not
the entire story, because a whole evening would not be enough to re-
ollect the hundreds of tearful, heartwarming, hair- raising, or
tilarious episodes that took place between the time a letter signed by
Marilyn Applebaum arrived in Budapest, and the time this foreign
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student with long combed-back hair, smoking cigarettes in a cigarette
holder, with peculiar habits of holding a fork in the left hand, and even
more peculiar English, attended his first Shabbat evening service at
Miami University in Oxford, Ohio.

Each one of the one hundred and twenty-four of us has a differ- ]
ent story to tell, but I do not think that mine is atypical.

|
|

It is January 1947 -- a weekday afternoon. I am studying in
bed under a down comforter and as many blankets as I can get hold of.
I am not sick; I am in bed simply to keep warm. One has to conserve
the little fuel one has for the evening hours around the time of dinner.
Dinner! More often soybeans than any other form of nourishment. I
am at home because the university is closed -- no glass in the window-
frames, no fuel even where there was glass.

This is the state I am in when a friend drops in and I find out
from him that Jewish college students of high academic standing can
apply to B'nai B'rith for scholarships to study in the United States.

I am a second-year student at the Department of Architecture of the
Polytechnical University, less than eighteen months back from
Mauthausen, a concentration camp in upper Austria. I live alone with
my mother because my dad, who was in camp with me, was killed by
the Nazis during a death march in April 1945. I am fortunate, at
least I still have my mother, who survived by hiding with false papers.
I only lost forty-two out of a family of one hundred. Many of my fellow
students have no one left.

]
|
|

Not that gentiles are much happier in Hungary in 1946. Others
lost a father, a son, a husband in the army; others also lost their
families during the air-raids. But unlike others, we Jews have inner |
wounds that no hope offered by the new post-war coalition government
could heal. The lack of heat, food, or money we can somehow manage,

It is what we suffered; it is the dear ones we lost that haunt our dreams
at night. And during the day we are still surrounded by a potential
murderer under every gentile mask.

I'am hesitant to drag up the horrors of the years, but you must
understand our conditions to understand fully what it meant when the
affidavit signed by Dr. Abram L. Sachar arrived in Budapest.
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I am tempted to tell you the rest of the story -- the episodes

that followed the affidavit: the bribing, cajoling, and falsifyi.ng .to get
| passports, exit permits, transit permits, or visas; the convincing of
|the American consul in Budapest that we knew enough English to study

in the United States, when we don't even understand him . . . the many,
many vicissitudes of the trip, the arrival in New York, the first days

at school.

I am tempted . . . but I won't. To conclude the story I simpl){
want to say that for this Hillel student -- and I hope I speak for most if
not all -- the story continued to a rich life blessed with a happy mar- ‘
riage, four wonderful children, and fulfillment in my profession -- not
only a rich life, but a rich Jewish life!

It is my beautiful privilege to say publicly to you, Dr. Sachar,
what has been said so often in my heart during the years that have

passed since then -- Thank You!

John Macsai, an architect in
Chicago, was brought to the United
States under Hillel's Foreign Student
Service program in 1947. His state-
ment was presented at the Commis-

sion meeting.
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ONE STUDENT'S JOURNEY FROM
WESTERN PHILOSOPHY TO THE RABBINATE

Peter Ochs

It was philosophy class that excited me freshman year at Yale.
To sit my mind down before Kant and Hegel and hear their every word
filled with ultimate seriousness, their every phrase proclaiming an
ultimate Truth! I thought I had arrived, at least to the outer chambers
of Reality Itself.

Why, then, did that one Shabbat evening in the Hillel director's
home leave so lasting an impression on me? Rabbi Richard Israel held
a kiddush cup, while Mrs. Israel sat across a festive table. It had
nothing to do with philosophy; it suggested nothing profound, as far as
my mind could see. It was no less than alien to me: I had had my
Reform bar mitzva and two prior years of Hebrew school, but I had
rarely been to any synagogue since, and had never made kiddush,
washed my hands to the words of a prayer or recited ha'motzi! I ac-
cepted the Hillel director's invitation, extended at least once to every
Jewish freshman, simply out of respect for invitations and institutions
in general.

I doubt that many of Yale's one thousand Jews returned very
often to visit Rabbi Israel, or the Hillel Foundation. I suppose most
never came for a first look. There were a few students who ate regu-
larly in the kosher kitchen, a few more who took part in various activ-
ities sponsored by Jews. Others nurtured less openly observable
forms of Jewish concern. But no one could say Judaism, intellectually,
culturally or socially, was a live issue in the normally very active
campus life.

Why were so many of us students indifferent to Hillel and to
Judaism itself? With all our questioning and inner struggle, why did
so few of us probe scriptural and rabbinic texts? At a time when
Marx, Marcuse, various gurus and even Jesus were such charismatic
leaders for us, why was the presence of Akiba, Hillel and Moses so
little felt?

Although I did not realize it, I had grown up in a sea of goyim --
a sea of Gentile, Western ideas, basic assumptions that defined my

- 104 -

1

mind. I never realized until after college that my parents were Jewish
rot only in terms of affiliation, but also in basic values and approach to
life. As Reform Jews, my family did not employ much Jewish ritual;
we had cast off the Jewish casing of our life. We were taught at home
the values of honoring one's parents and the primacy of study, but we

rever gave them Jewish names.

Because | was taught at home to love knowledge, I gave my mind
fully to public school work. I had no idea that my very devotion to study
! would accelerate the rift between my heart and mind. My heart remained
1111 my family: unselfconscious, unthinking, but sensing the right way to
live. My mind found itself at school: developed ideas, rational judgment.

My schoolmates and I studied English literature, math, social
studies and science. These subjects, and the way they were taught,
{molded the way in which my mind looked at the world. We did not study
Jewish subjects or the Jewish view of European history, or Jewish
social values. But the issue lay in the way we were taught whatever
we were taught, even in Sunday school. It was the way I was taught to
learn that most deeply pulled my mind away from my heart.

We were taught to stress technique, the scientific method: how
fo make an experiment, how to get at the generalizations behind lists of
ldata. Accept nothing on authority! Use your own mind!

At Yale was the ultimate confrontation between the two halves
]nf me. I was fully cut off from family life and childhood associations.
New classmates, representing social and geographic diversity, con-

fronted me with a ceaseless challenge to all previous assumptions.
New teachers pushed my mind to limits I had not known existed. I was
brought to question more deeply than ever everything my mind turned
to consider, and then I was brought to question my mind itself.

) For what? What was my goal throughout all this questioning?

| Early in college, I could not have answered that question any more than
Ia runner could answer in the heat of his race: Why are you running?

"l am running to get to the finish line, ' he would gasp. [ was search-
ing simply to get to the end of searching -- I would have said, ''To get
to Truth!" And then?

Questions of why, of ultimate goals of life, are questions of

the heart. But high school and college put me into the world of the
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mind. When my heart came to ask ultimate questions, I could answer

only in my mind's terms.

So, when philosophy became for me the purest expression of
what the total educational system represented, I had to ask my ulti-
mate questions of philosophy. When other students asked their ulti- -
matle questions of psychology, physics, communal living or psyche-
d_ellc experience, they too may have been asking how the total educa-
tional system could speak to their hearts. I am not surprised that
many fellow-Jews were among the students most fervently seeking
ultimate answers from less-than-ultimate systems of knowledge or
lifestyles. “

‘ When I sat in philosophy class freshman year, I beheld what I
cor.151dered my mind's love. I sat before the Truth of my schooling
which might, through my mind, feed my heart. I had no idea that my
he.art lay in Jewish things. At the time, nothing Jewish reached my'
mind. Like many others in my position, I did not notice Hillel on
campus: I read Hillel posters advertising services or meetings or
:alks, ?but why should I have thought they would have anything to say
o me?

= —

—_——

That Shabbat dinner in Rabbi Israel's home did speak to me in

a w‘ay that was unexpected. That evening, my heart saw a whole family
acting out in the course of their lives values I had forgotten. The father
helf:l a kiddush cup in his hand: Baruch Ata . . . His face was a quiet
smile as he spoke, and my heart had an inner smile, for the man the ]
cup and the wine were for the moment acting out a bridge betWeer: the
two halves of me. Half of his smile was to his family, the other half J
to some unseen, yet felt, source of value, order, truth and peace --

the kind of peace I faintly tasted as I too drank the wine. Handwash- ll

ing, ha'motzi: I felt myself an actor, and again: Baruch Ata ,
The giggles, the mischief of the children, interspersed between cere-
mony and table conversation, were part of the script too, as was the
mother's cooking and her warm yet firm watch over her children. I
was an actor, playing a part. The drama spoke to me.

Contact was made. I saw Rabbi Israel a few more times fresh-
man year, attended a few Shabbat services, but my return to Judaism
h_ad not truly begun. It was only later that I realized the impact of my
first encounter with the Israels. My slow and painful turning depended l
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upon the way Judaism, through personal encounters, readings and
Hillel activities, could enter my mind and bring it back to my heart.

Judaism has some subtle agents. The liberal university makes
real the ethic of the educational system: Examine everything! To do
this, the university must be universalistic and impartial, opening the
student's eyes to all possible subjects of thought, including systems
which deny the universalistic ethic. So, for the study of philosophy,
the very science of universalistic examination, Yale was able to offer
me a Catholic metaphysician as a teacher: a man combining critical
brilliance with a deep religious devotion. While teaching his students
no religion per se, he led us to confront the limits of reason and, so,
to touch the expanse that lies beyond reason's ken. Through the very
terms of philosophy, his class ironically pulled my questions of ulti-
mate things outside of philosophy and opened my mind to seek a new
love -- one which remained as yet undefined and unparticularized.

Had my teacher been a brilliant Jewish metaphysician, my questioning
might have turned sooner to Judaism. But [ never encountered such a

Jew in the philosophy department.

By this time, 1 saw Rabbi Israel a little more often; not only
my heart, but also my mind was a little more open to what he had to
say. He seemed to sense that, since my conditioning had for so long
been in non-Jewish ideas and non-Jewish tastes, I would have been
repelled by any hard sell on his part. The Israel's family life pre-
sented Judaism through demonstration, rather than polemic. Hillel
activities were similarly non-proselytizing: available if [ wanted them,
but not there to convince, or even address, those who were not open to
them. Indeed, I was not yet open. I was not convinced in my mind of
the need for a particular religion, for particular customs, or for

ethnicity.

Once again, I was reached through a subtle agent of Judaism,
speaking to me in my accustomed language. In addition to philosophy,
I studied anthropology -- another universalistic science. My teachers
led me to ask: What are the different ways that man can choose to
live ? Through a field trip to a South Pacific island, I encountered
community life. For a few months, I acted out the lifestyle of a
people who place greatest value on human relations, on community
well-being, and on the traditions that make such well-being possible.
I left this island drama with a sense of peace strangely reminiscent
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of the peace [ ta i i ! i
. opeé)m he ds;c.efi during Rabbi Israel's Shabbat dinner. I was ready l' AN ZSSENTIAL LINK
y mind fully to the study of Jewish particularism. J
Norman Shavin
. I recall one autumn afternoon I spent on a catamaran in New
- :;2{11 Bay. I had-been seeing Rabbi Israel more often that last vear '
ege -- one time, for example, he suggested a book by Franz {

Through the prism of retrospection, certain shapes take on

Rosenzweig for ing: :
t'$illin. Tgis ti;:g r;acthng, another tlm_f'-'. he showed me how to lay kaleidoscopic colors and emphatic designs, while others are muted,
should attend the Jéwi:h ?I-ofe:zgf.or laSsall. He convinced me that I vague in their significance.
i ical Seminary: There I would i
the instruction I ne g receive
pattern of thinkin :gzdl'to' e myself to a very non-Western . This view through the looking glass is a revealing exercise,
& lving, without having to reject my Western | for brought into meaningful relief are those moments, those environ-

discipline.
l ments, those experiences which have shaped personality.

As someone whose memory is etched with recollections of

turning points in my own spiritual geography, I find revelation in re-
capturing such events. Reliving them in memory, I sense the binding

threads they wove into the fabric of present behavior.

. 'I.‘he Je\iwish presence at Yale helped bring me home to Judaism
< ope Hillel will come to understand more of those Western Jews wh:;.t
ey are, why they do what they do and how much they need to retdrn

- Peter Ochs is a student in the
rabbinical department of the
Jewish Theological Seminary
of America.

This deliberate connection to elements in my past has a counter-
part exercise cast on a larger stage: a passion for reading history.
Placing myself in it transports me to worlds of influences not personally
witnessed, yet indelibly part of my spirit, my shaping. Through legacy
of millenia, one builds a continuum of involvement. This device of the
mind, this acceptance of the heart, this infusion of the psyche nourish
and enlarge. To become at one with the past is to incorporate its
meaning into the present, and so affect the future.

—— =

When such links are forged they become part of a chain which
connects the life of a unique people to self. There grows a sense of
uncommon value in man's personal scheme of existence. As he be-
comes part of something larger, he shares in it, derives sustenance

from it, helps perpetuate it.

My own links are perhaps not unique, except that they are
mine., My chain of shaping influences was hammered out partly by
events of which I had no personal knowledge. But they existed, and
an appreciation of them gives me reality not as an isolated player in
humanity, but a piece of the puzzle obligated to add meaning to the

design.

One of those links was forged in Russia where my father was
pressed into army service, ultimately escaping it with superb daring
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to rea Ameri == : {
othzc;rsc; thaf:mc; penml.eSS, hopeful, determined. He was like many |Indiana. At the time, concern over my choice of profession was dom-
- But for their courage, and their children's awareness of linant; the need for extended Jewish affiliation was secondary.

it, we would be the poorer,
loneliness ?

Fewes ih hi J But not long thereafter, impelled by . . . what?
T than thirty years later, my parents suffered the depres- |wuriosity? yearning? I cannot recall, but I walked uneasily into that
.!Hillel Foundation. Whether I met Alfred Jospe that day, 1 am not sure;

:;ir;lot;;&!e T]?irti'es, their dirt-poor survival another tribute to a vis-
boyhood cor‘:l}:::tmnl:? CpnCluer adversity. My earliest recollections of |[tut I have always been grateful for the moment when he introduced
bogk j up fife In a Southern city's black ghetto, where I lived (imself warmly, shook my hand, and bade me welcome.
il my early teens. It seemed not unnatural. What I did not know was |
=

that T had b i i :
een infected with a rage against poverty and discrimination, Neither of us could know it, but he and Hillel would become a

(
|pcwerfu1 shaping link, an influence vital to me today. From that initial
greeting, Hillel was more than a house; it became home. To it, for

In those formative years, my parents -- as [ realized much ]
more than two years, I gave devotion, time, energies, and whatever

%z.i:ro—f- began a pro'gram, subtle yet persistent, of infusing me witha |
matters Jewish. Scarcely did they pass an opportunity to charge |skills I possessed.

me that learning, so much denied them, was a priceless necessity for
And what did it give me? Beyond the affectionate link with

life.

Alfred Jospe, Hillel gave me pride, identification, and opportunity.
(The fact that it was also where I met the girl who is my wife is an
unheralded chapter attesting to Hillel's service as an effective silent

With meagre means, the J

i » Y sent me to a Workmen's Circle chede

Another link. (How sad I was much later in remembering how those |
|

“r_elligiqtentiorl.ed' Yiddish lehrers suffered with us youngsters as we sat | shadchan.)
;Lgrelez aérgngmg house, squirming over poetic injections of I, L i'
R it 1o Bialik. It was force-fee.dmg then, but I still remem- J Hillel at Indiana provided me with opportunities to indulge my
P one pre-World War II“Ylddish lesson which intro- \journalistic ambitions; it offered a forum to test ideas and interests in
| matters Jewish; it made me re-think the who-and-what-and-where of

duced me to one weeping poet's lines: ''Eg brent, bruderlach, es

brent/Der ga | ,
gantzer Welt, es brent . . . ") me; it involved me in Zionist affairs; it urged me to say "yes' to my

Jewishness; it encouraged me to direct theatrical productions; it made

By the tim . ‘
Yy the time I was 20, I had served in the Navy, had spent a lme aware, through seminars, special programs, and religious activi-
ties, that I was not an island, but a part of the main.

couple of years in a small college, had worked in a Jewish communit J
cent‘er, attended inspiring youth conferences sponsored by the Nati yl ]
Jewxs}} Wez-lfare Board, and had been active in the B'nai B):rith Youmna '
Organization. In all of them, I gained new appreciation of wh I - ]
what I had been, where I had come from. More links, more s(.}ha}::iz'

Unknown to me, they were forming a pattern of involvement. -
] know.

In 1947, T entered Indiana Universi juni '
: , : sity as a junior. Its Hillel  ing the psyche.
Foundation was then nine years old. Its director when I arrived was ]
By invigorating the thrust of

Rabbi Al 4
i Alfred Jospe, who had led the Foundation since 1944, Mor was its impact momentary.
interest in matters Jewish, Hillel and Jospe helped spawn a firmer

Despite i ; .
pite my links to Judaism, I had little awareness of Hillel pattern of mature involvement after the halcyon years of college be-

Foundations bef i .
ore that brisk fall day in 1947 when, with as much un- came memory. I went on to become engaged in other Jewish com-

certainty as 2 .
¥ as shyness, I walked past, not into, the Hillel house at munity centers, providing programs; I became editor of an Anglo-
Jewish weekly; I edited two books by a rabbi-friend; I contributed

In its modest library I rediscovered rivulets of Judaica, and

| there my thirst for roots was slaked. The interest in Jewish history

impelled me to write of it for exercises in regular college courses.
The more I delved into the splendor of my past, the more I wanted to
Hillel became a place of nourishment, feeding the soul, lift-
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to Jewish journals; I became active in a host of activities Jewish, and
remain involved in the efforts of Jewish organizations ranging from {
my own synagogue board to that of the Anti- Defamation League.

Apart from the specifics of what I learned at the hearth of |
Hillel and the heart of Jospe, the dominant reward became the inner .’
richness of reaffirming my faith, my history, my belongingness.
The Hillel Foundation and I met at a time critical in my life. I sense
that more from the perspective of the present than I vaguely knew at
the time. It is a joyous confession that the linkage is powerful, that
life would have been far less full without the experiences.

Ten years ago, after I had been away from Indiana almost 15 ' A Living Fagt =< Some Letters
years, I visited the campus as a staff executive of the Peace Corps. ]
Shortly after arrival, I went late one afternoon to the Hillel house:
I wanted to inhale ""home'' again, stubbornly rejecting Thomas Wolfe's |
oft-quoted advice. J

Of course, I found no one there whom I knew -~ except . . .
ghosts. They were in every room -- in Jospe's office, in the chapel, |
in the library, in the meeting rooms, in the basement where we held ‘
Oneg Shabbat celebrations, in the lounge where once raged heated dis- |
cussions, even in the tree-shaded backyard where we observed festivals.]

|

The mind recaptured events and peonled them with those I had
known. I heard the voices, the laughter. I was "home',

Peretz's observations in "Vegn Geschichte' of 1890 is true:
"A people's memory is history; and as a man without memory, so a |
people without history cannot grow wiser, better.' I shall always be |
grateful to Hillel for taking me back "home'. I could have no more J
fervent wish for Hillel than that others will have so rich an associa- ]
tion toward the discovery of their most precious possession: self.
Without Hillel's presence on campus, not only the Jewish student, but
society will be the poorer.

I will be returning briefly to Indiana University next year,
And while there, I will return to the site of Hillel. It will have
changed much, as it changed me. But its function remains: it is an
essential link.

- Norman Shavin, an alumnus of
Indiana University, currently is
editor of Atlanta Magazine.
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2934 ALEXIS DRIVE
PALO ALTO, CALIFORNIA 94304
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JEROME LawReENce J Dr. Alfred Jospe

National Director
B'nai B'rith Hillel Foundations

21056 LAS FLORES MESA DRIVE, MALIBU, CALIFORNIA - 90265 ,'
]1640 Rhode Island Ave., N.W.
\
|

For Hillel's 50th Anniversay Washington D.C. 20036 June 27, 1973
I was born as a playwright at Hillel. !
Ve were the Depression babies of th Vs =g { Dear Dr. Jospe
I arrived at Ohio State, the true "art ihggtie“ oingaxgﬁg | o
gg;dgge Hl#lgé Plagers. Hillel's annual playwriting contest ] It was kind of you to invite me to be part of Hillel's
man us to :
ever had published, aggﬁgtgegggigﬁazzine ngnfﬁiigtp%ay L | golden anniversary, It is indeed a pleasure to send you my
i ° s rize { X >
igagiglllei contest. (I had the audacity to play the congratulations on this momenteous occasion. It has a very
& role myself on the stage of University Hall.) ; " ;
o~ . gspealal personal meaning for me since, after World War II,
durinﬂ El %EV1nger was the head of Hille' in Columbus the B'nai B'rith Hillel Foundations have played a pivotal
g my Freshman year. His wife, the warm yet fier | : . . :
Emga L?Elgger, was a playwright herself -- and she heiped | role in my life and have codetermined the establishment of
an i
Blect of “adhesive-tape. for Babty HhrLy ReEt,0f Peine ihe s eapt st sunis
. arr
;E?mgzbgqugsla theatre director in tﬁe ggiﬂ?ﬁirishiﬁda ! Hillel awarded me a Foreign Student Service Scholarship
1 Kaplan while he was still in his pulpit in | in 1946, while I was in a Displaced Person's Camp in Germany

Pittsfield. My junior and senior
made more meaningful and j ing ths Keglobh Meue
my friends and agvisors. Jarene lewing e Esplans as

and helped me through its Hillel Rabbi, Joshuo 0. Haberman
\ in Buffale, New York to be matriculated at the University

e giéégiegﬂgfmg§§e§?anta Ihome away from home." It of Buffalo. After arrival in Buffalo in September of 1947,
was an important part g; ;; l??g Creative ferment. It Hillel paid for my tuition and a significant fraction of my
I salute Hillel on its 50th birthda ) B ‘ { basic educational expenses for a period of four vegrs. With
appreciation and affection. y with life-lasting | the aid of Rabbi Arthur J. LPllyveld, the then National
? Director, I was given the oppurtunity to receive personal
~e* | career counselling from Dr. Albert Einstein, who was then
J4 oot € C:;:z€¢4#5t$ﬂ4 .| one of Hillel's official advisors. As a result of his advice
I left the School of Engineering and became a physicist.
There can be no question that Hillel had stepped into
| the void created by the death of my parents in Auschwitz
and helped me to overcome financial and educational obsta-
cles which were the consequence of the Holocaust. Even my

|
]
\
|
] very first of the now many dozen's of published scientific

erome Lawrence

and technical papers was based on work which could not have

=1k been carried out without the support of the B'nai B'rith
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Hillel Foundations. k

It gives me great satisfaction to acknowledge this, to 1
my future life indispensable, support, given to me by Hillel
at a time when I needed it most. I am sending you my heart

iest greetings and best wish
i es in your function as National

7’/1/2“/ 7517

e
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CORREALE F, STEVENS

June 29, 1873

Doctor Alfred Jospe

B'nai B'rith Hillel Foundation
1640 Rhode Island Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20036

Dear Alfred:

Approxﬁnateﬂy 18 years ago, I was also asked to
on my experiences at Hillel as an undergraduate. I

the following:

"The age when the average boy or girl goes to
college is an age of doubting and rejection.
At the Hillel Foundation I not only augmented
my knowledge of Jewish customs and ceremonies
but, much more important, along with my general
education, I became aware of the intellectual
basis of Judaism: How it can have meaning for
the thinking man; how it can contribute to the
DhllOSDphj of the educated person; how it can
give young men and women the spirtual anchorage
they need soc much. I Dxperlewca the feeling
of personal fulfillment in pav*l:ipa

its
£

Jewish culture, in delving into

in becoming acguainted with its ar
learned that Judaism can serve one in al
of life.

Admittedly the practice that Hillel afforded me
in the mechanics of leadership helped 1a~e me a
more useful member of the Jewish CcmmJn ity, but
I received much more. I developed i
about American Jewish life, a philosophy
believe supports both conviction and dedication.

My personal life has been enriched immeasurably,
and what little contribution I have made td Jewish
1ife in my community can in large ‘t Jt attributed

to the wonderful experience that

Upon reading this once again, my conviction with reg




LAPUTKA, BAYLESS, ECKER & COHN )

Doctor Alfred Jospe - 2 = June 29

to the role that Hillel has played in my life deepened but I would
llge to aqd both a footnote and a postseript. There was a serious
omission in the above statement! At Hillel, besides a philosonh

of 1#fe -= as they say in these parts -- I got me a wife. _Els.ll?ey
and I are the parents of six children and I am proud to relate that
the three oldest, Larry at Dartmouth, Hanna at Brandeis ana Sanau
at Northwestern, have all participated in and derived much from ¥

Hillel activities. I only h e
oty s Yy hope to have the same nachas from the

I am the immediate past i
I past president of the Greater Hazl
m € I ;i e eton

P:nnsyl;;nla L_.ham}:er' of Con_merce and, ameng my activities, I serve
ge & member of tl:ze an}"d of Overseers of the Jewish Theological
Ofmﬁl;z;g_fcgr Algn_erlcaig;?e goird of Directors of the United Synagogue

. Since ; have been the Chairma f +l issi
on Adult Jewish Education of B'nai B'rith. el she Gatreston I

To paraphrase the daily pra Fami i
: par d prayer, our family can exclaim: (
Happy are we! How goodly has been the héritage of ﬁiliel!xc o
Sincerely,
Martin D. Cohn

—_—
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If my memory serves me correctly, the first time I entered the elegant
mansion which houses the Hillel Foundation at McGill University was

in the late winter of my second year at school (February-March 1952).
The occasion serves as a perfect illustration of the maxim: "Mitoch
shelo lishmah...." There was this young lady who sat next to me in
English 230 whom I had been trying to date for the previcus asix

months with a singular lack of success. That day she invited me to
Hillel to attend a lecture by someone named Alfred Jospe. I accepted
with alacrity; she left for her 2 p.m. class and I spent the afternoon
listening to and chatting with Alfred Jospe. That was how it all began.

My 2% years of activity within Hillel provided me with two experiences
which have remained central in my life ever since. It was at Hillel
that I first encountered the range and depth of Jewlsh scholarship.
fiothing in my previous experience -- nor for that matter at McGill which
wae at that time and remained for many years thereafter totally blind

to the possibility of a department of Judaica -- had prepared me for

an encounter with a Heschel zal, or a Gordis, a Kaplan, a Maurice Samuel
ete.... If I single out Will Herberg, it was because Will pursued me
for an entire week at a memorable leadership Institute in August of 1952
trying to persuade me that Rosenzweig's position on Gesetz and Gebot
was the only tenable position for someone with my theological orientation.

Second, it was Hillel who first provided me with a living experience of
the Jewish commmity. It was there that I met friends with shared concerns
and values -- strikingly different from the fraternity crowd that I had
drifted with when I first came to Montreal.

That week-long Institute was as decisive an experience as I have enjoyed
before or since. Apart from struggling with Will Herberg and singing
with Arthur Lelyveld, I cherish fond memories of Erwin Jospe and Fred Berk
convineing us that our chorus and dance groums respectively were performing
feats of artistry never previously equalled in the history of music

and dance.

In retrospect, it was during that week that I decided to apply to

rabbinical school. That decision per se would have meant little had it
not been for the unflagging concern of cur Hillel director, Rabbi Samuel
Cass. It was he who kept pushing me to submit my application; it was he




who helped me resist all kinds of pressures to study elsewher i
:hli the fellowship grants proffered to me; it was gﬁ who in:i:t{.egesplte
t the only school for me was the Seminary. (I remember with '

particular vividness the afternoon he took down his Beminary diploma
and ran through the signatures of the faculty pointing out their e
respective accomplishments). Finally, it was he who gave me four-five

hours a week of his time between January and May of my senior year State of Wisconsin \DEPARTMENT OF INDUSTRY, LABOR AND HUMAN RELATIONS
3

teaching me the first ten p
ages of B'rachot -~ the first G
ever 1 - emara I had T INGTON AVENUE
Semsnanr. 0 oAt I could passuy entrancs exasinations fo the  {  Sessember 27, 1973 e w1
1{2 I:’;:]Irite to say that much of what I have today I owe to him and I 'C-'H':'“i- swiones
el. My gratitude and my warm feelings are without bounds. ( Ds. Alived Tospe; Hefiondd Diractor itian . sanson
B'nai B'rith Hillel Foundations "

Sincerely vyours 1640 Rhode Island Avenue, N. W. ST
! Washington, D, C. 20030 EXCSUTIVE SECRETART

N I

¥ Dear Dr, Jospe:
Neii; 111 a’;/ I'm happy to relate some of my thoughts as a Hillel alumni .
{ Hillel -- 36 years ago the era of marches for workers, for peace,
and for war -- 20th Century Democracy -- Avukah, Hitler, Spain,

Zion, ClO the Communist party and the Socialists, Trotskyists,
and Stalinists.

The island in that sea of insanity was a small collection of rooms on
the second floor of an even then worn out building on State and Gilman
in Madison, Wisconsin where one met exotic Jews from New York and
Jersey and from Chicago and small town mid-America. Orthodox
Jews, secular Jews, fraternity Jews, and G--damned Independents.
There are many memories of people and ideas, and free exchange of
opinions.

That frightening evening in August 1939, listening with a few friends to

the frenzied speech from Berlin as Hitler invaded Poland, sitting on

the worn sofas and chairs in the lounge. We had a key. It was clandestine
meals made in the kitchen by students living on $5 per week (room and
board -- you did your own cooking) and swearing to Rabbi Kadushin that
we were not mixing hotdogs and cheese] cost suppers on Sunday nights
with discussions led by the great immortals of our campus -- A Selig
Perlman. And the discovery of a Judaism as promulgated by our own
Rabbi Kadushin -- the construct of the ""organic thinking, " and most
important, bringing an intellectual order to the forces that brought us

all together




Dr. Alfred Jospe
September 27, 1973
Page 2

And lastly, a discussion -- was it in 1939 or 1940? -- with Dr. Sacher
who had come to inspect Our Hillel, and the inevitable argument over
numbers versus quality. Dances versus discussion. Why couldn’t

we attract fraternity and sorority row? And we told him. And we are
still here. And some of the same discussion continues -- is the cast
of characters so different? Jews searching and sometimes finding

the answer to their quest in and at Hillel,

iy

Philip E. Lerman
Chairman

Sincerely,

rh
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BOARD OF EDUCATION
OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK
1B LIVINGBTON ETREET

BROQKLYN, N. ¥ (1201

SEYMOUR P. LACHMAN
PRESIDENT

September 19, 1973

Dr. Alfred Jospe
B'nai B'rith Hillel Foundations
1640 Rhode Island Avenue, N.W.

' Washington, D. C. 20036

Dear Dr. Jospe:

I became actively involved in the B'nai B'rith
Hillel Foundations in my undergraduate student days at
Brooklyn College. At that time I had begun re-examining
many of the basic values that had given motivation and
meaning to my life. Hillel played a very great influence
in molding and shaping this re-examination, as well as
more fully developing the basic commitments that have
been the foundation of my life ever since. It led me to

- believe that I could live both a fully Jewish life, as

well as a completely American life - with my Jewish values
shaping, sustaining and interpreting the American
experience.

I can, therefore, never repay Hillel for what
it has given to me in ideas, ideals and values. Nor can
I ever repay Hillel for introducing me to Rabbi Norman E.

. Frimer, the then Hillel Director at Brooklyn College, who

rapidly became my mentor and very close friend and con-
fidante. Finally, and most important, I certainly can -
never repay Hillel for introducing my wife, Susan, to me.
Together, Susan and I both owe Hillel more than words can
state or pledges redeem. It is part of our total life
experience and expression.

Today, I am the President of the New York City
Board of Education and though the opportunities and
challenges are undeniably great, I frequently think back
to the opportunities and challenges I had when 20 vears
ago I served as President of the B'nai B'rith Hillel
Foundation at Brooklyn College. What I learned a genera-




tion ago within a particular arena, I am now attempting t my age, it's easy to believe that the B'nai B'rith Hillel Foundations are
to apply on a broader scale. My Hillel experience has ifty years old, because all the institutions of Jewish 1life seem incredibly
never stopped influenc ing my life. meient. When I was young, the Zionist Organization of America was young,

o was the Menorah Society, my college fraternity, the automobile, radio,
#c. Everything was new and wonderful, vivid, challenging. (Or was that only

Cordially, _ outh speaking?)
— )
\frt, fow b would like to contribute my bit to Hillel's 50th birthday celebration,
Y 7 ' ¥ some personal experiences with it during my four college years at
Seymour P. Lachman "~ hio State. But I was already a senior when Hillel came to our campus, the

wtumn of 1925, and for months neither I nor anyone I knew was aware of
ts presence. Looking back now, I can understand the difficulties of the

SPL:sk ioneer in any field.

t any rate, one evening we had a rabbi as a dinner guest at my fraternity
ouse. He was introduced as Lee J. Levinger, and later, in the living

osom, he spoke to us about Judaism in general and Hillel in particular. TFew
I the boys were interested in either, although all of us had come from

cod solid Jewish homes, and most of our parents were foreign-born. In

ct, we had grown up, for the most part, in the "Jewish sections" of our
espective cities, where Yiddish was a common tongue, and Jewish customs

ere widely observed. But it was precisely because we -- American-born, all
fus -- wanted to get out from under that ghetto-type atmosphere and be
real” Americans, that we failed to respond to Dr. Levinger's invitation to us
o> become active in Hillel.

 few accepted his invitation, and returned with the report that Hillel was
center for barbs -- boys and girls who were unaffiliated with any fraternity
r sorority. These scouts reported further that the fellows and girls they
aw at Hillel House were a weird lot in general, that the males were grinds
nd the females unattractive. For the second half of my senior year, the
ewish fraternities and sororities avoided Hillel, although it was one of my
wn fraternity brothers who became the first Hillel student president at

hio State. At his urging I attended a few events at Hillel, got to know
oth the Levingers, and began to appreciate what they were doing. But I was
ttive on the campus, with little time for other things, and my graduation

1 June ended all opportunity for much participation.

t was only later that I came to know and respect what the Hillel Foundations
ere achieving, through my professional association with the Supreme Lodge of
'nai B'rith, as Editor of the National Jewish Monthly, a post from which

em now retired. I think I can sum up my general feeling about Hillel in
his final word: I regret there was no Hillel Foundation at college when
was a freshman.

Edward E. Grusd
Editor Emeritus
The National Jewish Monthly

b3
whn
|
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CONTRIBUTORS

RABBI SAMUEL Z. FISHMAN, Assistant National Director, Program
and Resources, B'nai B'rith Hillel Foundations

'DR. MARVIN FOX, Appleman Professor of Jewish Thought, Brandeis
University

RABBI NORMAN E. FRIMER, International Director, B'nai B'rith
Hillel Foundations, 1975 -

RABBI OSCAR GRONER, Associate National Director, Community
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B'nai B'rith Hillel Foundations

RABBI ALFRED JOSPE, International Director, B'nai B'rith Hillel
Foundations, 1971 - 1974
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California, Los Angeles
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RABBI MAX D. TICKTIN, Assistant National Director, Field Services
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