
RESPONSE / Summer 1907 

";;&nremporaryl1:J1Z1 m'Il1Z1. In general~ the' next step in, the codificati-on 
.. '.l\1'ould¥, on the, basis. pf a sociologic~l analysis today" to indicate how 

best' th~se fundamental Jewish values can be concretized in terms of 
tl).e_Je~sh community today. Then I might want 'to add a list of 
recO~ended enrichments, such as not . riding. 

In summary ih~n, we need a re~orking of the rationale of the 
legal system, ~n .identification of the key'values, a sharpening of what 

" the· key pillars are, and a recommended positive program. 

'FEAR ANDTRE~BLlNG: A RETROSPECTIVE CRITIQUE 

o'F UNITED SYNAGOGUE YOUTH 

'I:' . Alan L. Mintz 

United 8ynagog~e. Youth (USY) 
is ;the major youth organization of 
the Conservative Movement, ha\,­
illg 20,000 high schGol students as 

· members. By its sheer size and in-
tense activity; it cannot be dis­

,missed as "another one of. those 
youth groups" or as a mass struc­
ture incapable of transmitting any 
real Judaism. Each year thousands 
of its members go to college and 
grow up to form t~e nuclei of 

· synagogues. Whether ~he Judaism 
they carry with them is stultified 

- arid irrelevant or eager and seriolls 
is largely the result of their ex­
perience in the organization. 

USY is.in trouble and is failing 
· to respond to a crifical situation 
,which has been' evident for a few 
years~ Fifteen years have passed 

~. since its inception and, although 
. the people it services have radi<;aIly 

changed, neither its structure 1j()1 

tactics have altered apprl'ci;d)1\ 
The same type of ;Idult le;ldCh lIS 

ing the same kinds of a[ti,ities alld 
literature arc tryinr; tn l()l1front ;1 

teenar;er who has~ intt'rILllill'd ;1 

whole body of oucsllk Hit'.I' aiJOI!I 
how he should li\t'. How did thIS 

,im]Ms;c dC\'Clop) 
It seems tlut dill Ill,l'; the C.11 h 

Fifties. there was also .1 (I ISIS 

Hebrew high schools were harclll 
in their nascent stages and the ef­
fects of the young Ramah camps 
were not to be felt for quite some 
time_ Leaders of the :\Iovement 
were concerned abollt the rising 
rate of assimilation resulting from 
an absence of contact between the 
synagogue and the teenager whe 
had graduated from the Hebrew 
school. With these conditions, the 
need was great for a youth organi-
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zation which would, at least, locate 
secular and social functions in the 
synagogue_, 

As a consequence, USY was 
founded. It succeeded -in giving 
teenage Jews a chance to have 
much more contact with each 
other; at the same time a few dis­
creet morsels of a more serious 
Judaism were sneaked in. The 
Judaism that was available at the 
time unfortunately was not yet 
ready for the severe requestioning 
and the practical challenges of 
summer situations that were later 
to reshape it. It was a- luke-warm 
substance that had to $erve poorly 
as educational Judai~m. Through­
out the Fifties, USY stood by its 
programmatic "tripod:'~ religious, 
sodal and cultural. The constant 
insistence on this slogan, however, 
betr;lyed the reality: an' inordinate 

··weight on the social side of tlie 
t ri;mgle. Dances attracted crowds 
of hundreds, and served their un­
delllably essential social purpose. 
In addition, ihat generation did 
not ask too much of Judaism and 
society, following the quiescence 
and inner-9irectedness of the 
young litter;!l.ti of the decade. In 
the national leadership of the or-' 
ganization, it was often-with a 
few exceptions-the charismatic 
guitar player that made it to the 
top. 

In the past six or seven years, 

the change in tone of the today's 
generation has been reflected in 

the people involved in USY. Much 

" :;' "".',,", ", 

that was once ,outside·'luiila.'bov'~' 
the Jewish teenager isrt~w:pa~t:o:f 
him. He has :beeninftuerrce(f.:by>,i 
and ha~ participatedrtkeem~~~; 
gnece of attirude">frmthe'self­
negating hang-ups 'of -th~ jifti~{" 
into today's .mo e'iniertse>social,. 
con~iousness ph~no~eno~ ;ilnjc'" 
versally n ed. In·a.ciditi.()~",th.e;' 
whole nception ~fl< educ;itiona( .' 
Judaism has been .. , . tr,msf~lmed .. ·' 
The Y':lUng Jews producedfuy:t:he" 
flowering of the R~niah!.canip~'~n«(:, 
the growth of Hebrew high~syh'()ols ' 
have turned around,- and)y:their:i 
very presence forced. tliese.illstitu­
tions to re-examine. some of t~e 
incongruities of Ju?ai~IIt andsoxne' 
of its less developed aspects! Their 
demands rapidly have become in~' 
formed with a desire for ~., more 
"meap.ingful" base for Judaism 
and less stress on' sociol9hand 
cultural identity for itso~ sake. 
The works of Prof. Heschet,.while~-~, 
more entrancing in· form th~h~in -
content, have exercised great a( 
traction, as h~s the straightfor" 
ward ness of Dr> Kaplan: . ' " 

The tragedy of USY's' pred.ic<l;' 
ment is. its fail~re to respOnd: to' 
these changes. It now stands . be~., 
fore a substantially' different ·kirid.· 
of member with"newarid,more', 
urgent deIllarips, but yel its~truc~! 
ture, personnel, and progrilms'have;' 

been mOdified onlYsligl1tly. from"\ 

their socially oriented role of . the; 
Fifties. National. lcoilVentions," 

board ~eetings, 
newspapers and 
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minghave .' been allo~ed to ,"stag­
nate.pathetically_ The Pilgrimage 

., to Israel, althqugh~ it is an un-
Illatchable Jewish group experi­
ence,sufferschronicaHy from poor, 
and very conservative leaders_ As a 
result, the' tour es<;apes into com-
pleteorthodox observance, a pos­
ture. whien elicits the fewest ques-' 
tipns about the' true nature 6f 
Jewish ritual. The. only gr~dual 
changes which have' appeared ar'e 
-still'based on the origiqal assump­
tions; ones that,.are no longer func­
tional. Pla!ls are made i~ terms of 
.oI).e or' two year_s~not ten or 
twenty-,reflecting' the fear of the 
National fi office. of reafizing what 
is going on ou~{lle of it and of 
integCraiing those change~ into ;1 

long-range program capable of 
dealing with a, changed YOllth. 
Clinging to the same notiolls of 
informal Jewish education that 

,worked ten years ago-whe~ there 
was room for little of it-will cer­
tainly not do today. 

Because of and despite USY's 
structl~ral inflexibility, two types 
of leac;lers have appeared, with 

_ both stra~ns often mirr~red ill the 
s.ame p~rson_ On one hand, lead­
ers have had a better JeWish ellll­
cation in high school and often in 
summer camps_ .More than in the 
previous decade, they, have SllC­

'ceeded in winning -~he respect of 

'the general membership- and have 

risen to a higher number of offices. 
.' In al:idition, f~a"m isolated chapters 

.in th<;' organization-a few in Bos-

I 
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ton and Philadelphia-there. has 
been considerable experimentation 

t wi th programming; Jewish . issues 
and with groping for inventive 
solutions to the problems of' com­
rImnal prayer. But we cannot ex­
pect these attempts to continue as 
USYers discover that the adult 
superstructure is not ready to re­
sponl to their overfures_ It is the 
height of pathos to watch the crea­
tive suggestions of a l\' ational 
Convention chairman being turn­
ed down OLlt of [ear. The extent. 
moreO\'Cr, to which the national 
president is disregarded and the 
officers kept uninformed IJ\ till' 
professional leider, I~ <il'­
plorable. \\'lIat 01111' sl'lled ;t\ ;111 

ideological 13;1;1' 1,111 1101\ ill' I,thlll 
only as thl' ab,Cllle 01 ,t (\llisidel 
cd, ]ollg-r;lllge CdU(;tlll'ILt! '[tl,'(­
tiOll. Thl' qlll',tid'lh "f tilt,\(, IH'I\ 

melllbers about a nl'I' .1 tl< 1.1 t\1ll ,Ill' 
not rcturtle,l I,'ttlt kchk ,(Ih\\(t\ 

t but ;Ire IIFTl:I) ;tl<lidl'd. 

Othcr llll'llIbcIS iJI'I()Jllt' 1,l.ltltl\ 
cynic,.!;!. Thl'SC arc I1()t \() Illlt( h 
those who han' all e,lli; ",Ill iH'd," 
but ra the I' the young mcmbers 
with intelligence and leadership 
potential who drop out becallse 
USY makes no adequate response 
to what they; fee! has to be dOlle 
about social problems. These 
yOLlng~ people-and they are many 
-sihcerely v\'ant to be part of the 

current social revolution because 

they feel it is right. Most of them 

never reach higher USY office be­

'cause they realize early that the 

USy 

organization has no plans" to in-· 
volve itself any deeper than the 
minimal level it has reached al­
ready. The belief thaf high school 
students cannot take part because 
of their age is a fallacy being dis­
proved everywhere, yet the adult 
leadership still entertains this no­
tion, In 1965, the national officers 
of the organization drew up a pro­
gram ill which USYers would 
spend the summer in l\'ew York 
City studying at the Seminary and 
working in Harlcm.The proposal 
did not proceed past the initial 
\CtO of the Office. The opportuni­
ties are there ir.,only l:esponsible 
adlllts can make the connections 
lor the teenager. Con~equently he 
11';1\(:, the org;llli!<ttioll early, look­
illg ;\t .lUd;IlS111 \\'itl1 tynlcism, and 
Lllr) ing ;m;IY the perniciolls but 
1:ldollg belief th:ll his religion 
ILh llothuig to say abolit what is 
importallt toeLi),. 

It I,'<ltdd be a mistake, hO\I'evcr, 
III ;IS( rihc the organizatioll's prob­
In", .solel; to the organization and 
its adult Icilders, It docs not, a(tcr 
all, exist ;done in the :\fovcment, 
all(l CSY is only a lay organization 
\\ithin the :\fovemcnt's lay branch, 
the Cnited Synagogue_ \Ve must 
then look toward the Jewish Theo­
logical Seminary and especially its 
educational operations as another 
involved party_ The Teachers In­
stitute of the Seminary sponsors its 
own youth group of a few thou­
sand members which, although it 

has Its own 'prop~enls, 
siderable degreeiQfpropef~~~t~~': '. 
tional guidancd ItsexistihC(!)~;; '. ' 
fortunate,but' .doeslittle!.(),'eU;"· 

hanee it? brother orgariiz?-tidri,::five,' 
or six times its 'size,. Ind~~c;l'\ori~i '. i;~'i c ' 

of the central factors in tp.e'~ligh:t ." . ' 

of_thlJStYh isS tmh~ absenAcleth~fCh()n_ta:t~;i;. ,: ..... ; 
WI e e lllary.o)-l~. >It}S.,": 
common know~edge., thatIi}gher!.\,. 
politics make this situatio?Uler~IY),. 
symptomat-ic of. the riftpet>feen<: ." 
the United Synagogue 'and,':.rhe;< 
Semi;lary, we cannot help b~~qe-r 
plore this situation and its pallger-/;. 
ous con~equences_ Grantcil .. ,that:'· 
USY has made little effort i6utilize 
some of the valuable peopl¥atth.~' 
Teachers Institute, ,bljt ,the" ov'er~ 
whelming responsibiliiY_j'reside~ ..•.• 
with the Seminary.' The' educa:,:: 
tiona'! research and planning o£. .. 
the latter has produced,Camp': 
Ramah, . new ways of presenting 
classical text.s, and a good !youth 
group, but there is no visible 'evi-. 
denee that they haVe mad'e.iriy 
effort to open channels' betweeri' 
their kn.owledge .and the desp·era.te 
condition of the major you.th orc 

ganization of the Movement. Criti~: 
cism of USY by certain le<idersat 
the Seminary,' moreover, is hyp<>c 
critical and intolerable ifthelrab.,· 
dication of responsibility means:; 
that knowledge and traihing,~ilF. 
not be developed' for o,r made­

available to USY. 

The Seminary lflust .. also . take. 

some responsibilityfdr tht!Iaclt 
of bettd professiorialleaders' on. aU' 
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'iev:els . theorg"aniiation~. TheJ(e 
lire dpzens of fOml,er USY leaders 
~ho have gradtiateil from college; 
,or are now students who could be 
induced to enter :Jewish profes­
,sicins if they :were approached 
properly. The Rabbinical School 
will not produce rabbis interested 
in youth work 'if it continues' to 
wait passively for c;andidates. to 
come to it- These' former "mach­
ers" 'have Fetained, on the whole, 
only fragment,s of what was once 
a full patterrl of observance, but 
were they acti-:ely con'tacted and 
inspired, many" of them would 
make tI]e hoped-for 'commitment. 
Until this change comes about, 
the impoverished state of USY pro­
fessionalism will ·~ontinue. 

·1 
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The problems lie everywhere, 
and the responsibility is associa­
tive. The summer camp run by the 
national organization this past 
'summer .met financial failure and 

, was subsequently taken oveI: by the 
Ramah Cormrussion for operation 
this summer. Perhaps the experi­
ences of the USYers who attend 
will have a ~broad influence in the' 
organization. In any case, to pre­
vent further troubles, USY leaders 
must continue to ask questions and 
request changes, with the hope 
that the adult leadership will 
realize the extent to which youth 
has changed and the neccssi ty to 

seek help outside the l i nited 
Synagogue III det us hope) " 
responsll'l' Seminar), 

LIBERALISM AND LEGITIMACY: A VIEW 

.lames Sleeper 

When a man has succeeded in making a living, he confronts the 
challenge of learning what to live for; as the constant addition of 

... physical comforts brings diminishing returns in pleasure, he casts abollt 
" forotler ~eans.of gratification. This writer i.s not the flrst to assert that 

,Amentans are Ill-prepared to' make the adJustmel'H, and that unIque 
factors at work on the American scene could make this problem crucial 
to national survival. In a society where much of the population has 
achieved life and libe~ty, the pursuit of happiness, may become a fright­
,cning prospect~frightening because to know what one will make of 
his. life is to engage i,n a mode of thought alien to those who have 
always: striven in a world of operational definitions towards "goals" 
set lor them by "society." . 

~~Iis understandable that' a pluralistic society in a secular age tends 
·1 
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to regard religion as a categc;>ry or department ()fciviIizeil:Jili>fitliet:~'" 
than, as an all-encompassing, world~view which concerns i~el£'witlftliese 
problems. Notwithstanding pious declarations' regarding th(!~m.portilice 

, of religious faith, our business world regards it as a societalorpeisonal.: 
extra-curricular activity. Content to describereligi?uslibeiti,as, Cih-.' 
other of those basic freedoms guaranteed by the Bill of RigJ:tsrF:~!'are' 
sometimes unprepared for the questioris it raises:-questio~.~hi~:' ~ 
strike at the heart of the meaning of constitutionaJ society,!bya!teIIlpt: 
ing to bridge the imaginary gap between personal, conductandriation~l 
well-being. 

Indeed, it IS III these matters of belief concerning the 'nature 
man and his universe that American society is niost vulneri~ie ,t~ 
criticism, for its constitution is the child of a world-view restirig QIl' 
certain' religious assumptions which have been called int()·qli~tion. 
with increasing frequency and seriousness. :.,' ..., ", .',. 

The political-religious dilemma we confr~nt ceht~rs arolmdthe. 
[act that when the founding fathers secularized the concept of: di,vine 
law and wrote it first into the Declaration of IndepehqeIlce and then 
into the Constitution, they were unable to secularize, the notionpf 
moral responsibility as well. Certainly a man who owes his dignity to 
a transcendant natural (or divine) order must be obligated to orient 
his own life towards thc laws of that order. But moral obligation as, the 
means of pursuing happiness was left to religion" which-bec;a~e in 
,\merica it was irreparably divided into differing deilominatioIl~' and 
because in England it had beep. poorly but powerfully meshed~tl1:the . 
workings of government-could not be institutionalized wi,thoutoppo­
sition, and therefore had to remain separate from the state. Indeed it 
has been argued that the First Amendment's ,guiuantee.ofreligi()us 
freedom, far from attempting to free man from the yoke of higher moritl 
obligation (which even Washington thought indispensable t()thewoik.­
illgS of the Repubiic), was intended to guard against the imposition·of 
one specific approach to that obligation through the ritual of a, pa~~ 
ticular sect. Human dignity was seen to be fulfilI~d in ind~vidu~l. 
righ teousness. . . 

To be sure, a subtle but far-reaclling shift hastakenp'la~e', sin& 
the time of the nation's founding. First our belief inimllienablerightS 
became obscured in the interpretations and adaptations of ,one' white,'" 
AngJo.Saxon, Protestant society; violations' o~ the Creed, w,ere. pepnitted 
by those who forgot that not all Americans are Christian orwhit'7·The~, 
when the industrial revolution destroyed the luxuryofself-contradi~tiol1 
by creating conditions here which challenged oui piousiplatitu1:s,the 


