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oontemporary 2 mvmv. In general the next step in, the codification

hé, on the, basis of a sociological analysis today, to indicate how

fundamental Jewish values can be concretized in terms of

he‘Je sh' community today. Then' I might want ‘to add a list of

recommended ennchments, such as not riding.

L In summary ‘then, we need a reworkmg of the rationale of the

egal system, an jidentification of the key values, a sharpening of what
ther key plllars are, and a recommended positive program.
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FEAR AND TREMBLING ‘A RETROSPECTIVE CRITIQUE
' OF UNITED SYNAGOGUE YOUTH

Alan L. Mintz

"+ United Synagbgu,e_Youth (USY)
is the major youth organization of
the Conservative Movement hav-
/ing 20,000 high scheol 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 the nuclei of
. synagogues. Whether the Judaism
they carry with them is stultified
“and irreJevant or eager and’ seuous
1§ largely the result of their ex-
penence in the organization.

_7 .USY is in trouble and is failing
to tespond to a critical situation

‘which has been ‘evident for a few
years. Fifteen - years have passed

“Usince’ its 1ncept10n and, 'although
. 'the people it sefvices have radically

changed, neither its structure not
tactics have altered apprectabhy
The same type of adult leaders s
ing the same kinds of activities and
literature are trying to confront a
tecnager who has mternalized a
whole body of outside 1deas about
how he should live. Flow dud this
SITPASSE develop?

It secms that dwing the cah
Fifties, there was also a CTIsIS
Hebrew high schools were hardly
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 Movement
were concerned about the rising
rate of assimilation resulting from
an absence of contact between the
synagogue and the teenager who
had graduated from the Hebrew
school. With these conditions, the
need was great for a youth organi-
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usy

zation which would, at least, locate
secular and social functions in the
synagogue, L

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 serve poorly
as educational Judaism. Through-
out the Fifties, USY stood by its
programmatic “tripod:” religious,
social and cultural. The constant
insistence on this slogan, however,
betrayed the reality: an inordinate

weight on the sécial side of the

triangle. Dances attracted crowds
of hundreds, and served their un-
deniably essential social purpose.
In addition, that generation did
not ask too much of Judaism and
society, following the quiescence
and inner-directedness of the
young htteratl 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 ‘ongc

the growth of Hebrew h1gh

‘have turned around and by .?the"

of its less developed aspect :
demands rapidly have beco

formed with a desxre for

meamngful" base for

cultural identity for its owh sake.
The works of Prof. Heschel, whil
more entrancing in-foim than i
content, have exercised  gre v
traction, as has the stralghtfor
wardness of Dr Kaplan

urgent demands, but yet
ture, personneﬁ and programs
been modlﬁec{ only shgh f




p :t’hétiéa'lly. The Pilgrimage
TIstael, ‘although: it is an un:
tchable ]ew1sh ‘group experi-

ence, suffers’ chromcaIIy from poor,
and very conservative leaders. As a
“result, the tour escapes into com-
plete orthodox observance, a pos-

ure which elicits the fewest ques-

“tipns about ‘the’ true nature of
. Jéwish ritual. ‘The. only gradual
. changes which have’ appeared are
_.still ‘based on the original assump-
.. tions, ones that Aare no longer func-
tional. Plans. are made in terms of
one or two yearS—not ten  or
twenty—reﬂectmg the fear of the
National , office’ of realizing what
,1s gomg on outsidé of it, and of

mtegratmg those - changes into a’

"longrange program capable of
dealing with - a ,changed vyouth.
Clinging to the same notions of
~informal Jewish education that
,worked ten years ago—when there
‘was room for little of it—will cer-
“tainly not do today.

Because of and despite USY's
structural inflexibility, two types
of leaders have appeared, with
both strajns often mirrored in the
same person. On one hand, lead-
ers have had a better Jewish edu-

_cation’in high school and often in
.summer camps. More than in the
previous -decade, they have suc
oeeded in winning the respect of
the general membership and have
- risen to a highér number of offices.
» n atdition, from isolated chapters

the organization—a few in Bos-

s
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ton and Philadelphia—there . has
been considerable experimentation

with programming - Jewish ‘issues
+ . . | . .

‘and" with groping for inventive
- solutions' to the problems of com-

munal prayer. But we cannot ex-
pect these attempts to continue as
USYers discover that the adult
superstructure is not ready to re-
spond to their overtures. It is the
height of pathos to watch the crea-
tive suggestions of a National
Convention chairman being turn-
ed down out of fear. The extent,
moreover, to which the national
president is disregarded and the
officers kept uninformed by the
professional leaders Iv de-
plorable. What once served as an
ideological base can now be niken
only as the absence ol a consider-
ed, longrange educational Jdivec-
tion. The questictis of these new
members about a new Judam e
not returned wich feeble wnswars

« but are merely avorded.

Other members become plainh
cynicgl. These are not so much
those who have alveady “arrived,”
but rather the young members
with intelligence and leadership
potential who drop out because
USY makes no adequatc response
to what they,feel has to be done
about social problems. These
young, people—and they are many
-sihce;rely want o 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

3

UsYy

-~

organization has no plans. to in-ﬁ

volve itself ‘any deeper than the
minimal level it has reached al-
ready. The belief that 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 in which USYers would
spend the summer in New York
City studying at the Seminary and
working in Harlem. The proposal
did not proceed past the initial
veio of the Office. The opportuni-
ties arc there if only rbsponsible
adults can make the co‘nnections
{or the teenager. Consequently he
leaves the organization carly, look-
ing at Judaism with cynicism, and
carrying away the pernicious but
Bfelong belief that his  religion
has nothing to say about what 18

iportant today.

It would be a mistake, however,
10 ascribe the organization’s prob-
lems solely to the organization and
ity adult leaders. It does not, after
all, exist alone m the Movement,
and USY is only a lay organization
within the Movement's Jay branch,
the United Synagogue. We must
tlien 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

hance its. brother orga

or six times its-si

symptomatic of: the fift
the Umted Synagogue an

plore thlS situation and 1ts
ous consequences. Grant
USY has made little eifort i i
some of the valuable peopl :

vhelmmg
wnh the Seminary.

Ramah, new ways of presentmg
classical texts, and a good youth
group, but there is no visible e
dence that they havé made- ar
effort to ‘open channels’ between
their knowledge and the desp rate
condition of the major youth or
ganization of the Movenient.. Criti
cism of USY by certain leaders. at
the Seminary, moreover, is-hypo-
critical and intolerable if their ab.
dication of respon51b111ty mean
that knowledge and trammg will
not be developed: for or. made
available to USY. ‘ ‘
The Semmary niust .also - take
some responsfblhty for- th :
of better” professmnal bleader_s on:al




in duced  to enter: jew1sh profes-
sions if they “-were "approached
~ properly. The Rabbinical School
‘will not produce rabbis interested
““in. youth:'work ' if it continues to

wait passively ‘for candidates . to °

"come toit. These' former “mach-
rs”” ‘have retained, on the whole,
‘only fragments of what was once
a full ‘pattern of observance, but
WCre the‘y actively contacted and
“inspired, many of them would
‘make: the hoped-for commitment.
Until' this . charnige comes about,
the impoverished state of USY pro-
- fessionalism will ‘continue.

i
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The problems lie everyv;fhere,
and the responsibility is associa-
tive. The summer camp run by the
national organization this past
summer met financial failure and

"was subsequently taken over by the

Ramah Commission 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 vyouth
has changed and the necessity to
seek  help outside the United
Synagogue in  (let us hope) a
responsive Seminary

LIBERALISM AND LEGITIMACY: A VIEW

James Sleeper

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

physical comforts brings diminishing returns in pleasure, he casts about
for-otlier means of gratification. This writer is not the first to assert that
_“Americans "are ill-prepared to'make the adjustment, 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 liberty, the pursuit of happiness may become a fright-
ening. prospect—frightening because to know what one will make of
" his. hfe is to engage in a mode of thought alien to those who have
’always striven in a world of operational deﬁmtlons towards ‘‘goals”
set for them by “society.”

‘ Ims understandable that a pluralistic society in a secular age tends
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LEGITIMACY

extra-curricular act1v1ty Content to describe rehgmu
other of those basic freedoms guaranteed by the Bill
sornenmes unprepared for the questlons 1t ralses—quesn

law and wrote it first into the Declaratien of Indepeﬁdence and then
into the Constitution, they were unable to secularize the notion  of
moral responsibility as’ well. Certainly a man who owes. his dlgmt to;
a4 transcendant natural (or divine) order must be obligated to" ori
his own life towards the laws of that order. But moral obhgatlon as the
means of pursuing happiness was left to religion, whlch--because in
America it was irreparably divided into differing denommatlons' and
becausc in England it had been poorly but powerfully meshed. w1th the
workings of government—could not be institutionalized wnhout oppo-
sition, and therefore had to remain separate from the ‘state. Indeed it
has been argued that the First Amendment’s ,guarantee_of rehg
{reedom, far from attempting to free man from the yoke of higher mo 1
obligation (which even Washington thought indispensable to ‘the’ wo k-
ings of the Republic), was intended to guard against the: 1mp051t10n of
one specific approach to that obligation through the ritual of a par-
ticular sect. Human dignity was seen to be fulﬁlled in 1nd1v1dual
righteousness. : B

‘To be sure, a subtle but farreaching shift has tdken ‘placessince
the time of the nation’s founding: First our belief in. 1nallenable rlghts
became obscured in the mterpretanons and adaptations of one ”hxte,
Anglo-Saxon, Protestant society; violations of the: Creed were ' rnntted
by those who forgot that not all Americans are Christian or ‘white. Then,
when the industrial revolution destroyed the Juxury of. self-c ntradlctlon
by creating conditions here which challenged our pxous pl lt des, the




