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JUAISM ISSUE N
HEATED DISPUTE

Rabbis Wolsey and_ Gries

.Take Opposite Sides Con-
" cerning Reform. -

|Head of Temple Says His

AQuestions Are-Not
- Not Answered.

A ‘controversy that has arisen be-
tween Rabbl Moses J. Gries of The

Temple and - Rabbi Louls Wolsey of the

Scovill-av. synagogue, rega.rdm'g re-
form Judaism and the dropping of
the anclent rites and customs of the

| Jewish . religion, has :attracted wide-
| spread attention, :

Rabbl Wolsey has come out in
favor of the restoration of a number
of the old- rites that have been abol-

shed by many of the Jews in Amert-
[ca, in & sermon on ‘“The Failure of

Reform Judaism.” _
Rebbl Gries has taken lssue with

| Rabbl Wolsey, and a number of ques-
tions were asked by him in an open

letter directed to Rabbl Wolsey and
published in last week’s Jewlsh week-
lles. Because of the fact that both
are rabbls ef representative - and
prominent American congregations
that. have been identifled with the

‘Jewish reform movement, the debate |
‘has aroused general interest.

The Jewish Independent today will

publish an answer from Rabbi Wol-|
|sey to Rabbi Gries’ questions and in

addition will publish a state'ment from

Rabbl Gries based -on the!answer of
~In his .second letter Rabbi Gries
charges Rabbl -Wolsey wlth being
guilty of evasion.and asks whether he
obeys .the dletary laws that he be-
lfeves should be restored. Rabbi Wol-

belief that refor

ter as published in today's Jewish In-

dependent is as follows:-

"1 have rend your open reply to me with
t oare,. and while a controversy is as dla-

is to you, I welcomo

your questions. most ccrdially,.as they give me

an opportunity to more cloarly and extend- .

odly defend my position, I would regret with

you,-any roligious dlspute befun in petulance, |

arrogance or in offended dignity, and ocon-

tinued in bitternéss and pa

need be no such -disputation botween us, I

feel sure that we.can conduct such & debate

{n the best of feoling and with the heartiest

respect for one another's opinions. B
On'the other hand, I could lmr«llls"ruonfflv’g
0,
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It Beth Hillel and Both Shammal had not
disagréed- wo - might never have.had .a Tal-
mud, Their disputations were chrried on in
tho name of -religious -truth,. and I see no
reason why our .own di t
might not e, ventilated: under_the inspliratitn
of ‘a like'love for the truth,  For we are not
dobaling & local issue,

vital .concern.. to .all--of -American Judaism,

‘ for’ the :intprpr'otntlom which we are respec-
' tively assum

ng abe ‘merely straws which' in-
dicate- the currents of thought in-all-of -Amer-

1 agree with you very heartily. when you
say. that ‘‘Nothing 8- easier ihan to, malce
broad. generglizations, It'fa very hard'to: es-
tablieh 'them,' If, however, you .have - in-

' troduced. your. argument ‘with “this. truism . as

an explanation. for your. own fallure to’de-
fend. thg~ re:gt'm xrtllov r::nt';\l\’rl,t_lho:x:yth;gg
more than dogmatio - generglizatic

ore-only proved. that you have not justified
the . continued . exjatence ‘of “the. reform inter-
) “¢/Not. a single;phrase s true.. I

80 ..are - genaralizations, dogmas
ve somothing more than mere ut-

gented -to the public only in tho form .of:a.
ss‘lllop"nll.
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tinetion. In part Rabbl Wolsey's let-
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fréring . viewpoints |-
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“One Mmust not acocuse another.of | -
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wanted less rhetoric and more loglc—*loss
thundor and more “7‘“."

I have just finished rending your very
longthy reply. I regret to bo compolled to
say that you failed to answer tho questions,
in direot straightforward fashlon. You are
guilty of evasion-—far more dofinitely than
the oorference which you denounced becunuse
of ‘‘evasion.’” You oharged tho conference
with ‘‘a policy of prosclytism,!” and you
falled utterly to point out the phrases or
words, as spocifically r ted, Lo substan-
tiate your statement.- You add further in-
accuracy as concerns facts, -

You contradiot yourself absolutely. Iave-
Ing. previously sald most positively—*'Tho
Book of Reform Judalsm ig closed—-its story
in ended,” atc.,, you yourself are attempting
to continue the story. You distinctly deny
that you are ‘‘originating a new movement. in
Judalem,” I agree with you. _You are not
originating & new movement. You are com-
polled to acknowledge that many reform
rabbls for some time have had a llke con-
structive proirmm and plan.  Then your
former sweeping indiotment of -the spirit of
roform ‘'and of reform rabbis is evidently not
true, Perhaps you sald reformers and meant
the ‘‘formidable radicals.” And again you
would be wrong—for the “revivals’’ you ad-
vooate have been most suocessfully reintro-
duced by leading radicals in Philadelphia and
Pittsburg—and elsewhere.

s Y&\:‘xi" c’ongtr’uctzlve prqsrn:ln. ytou inform wme,
ned in the asynopsis of your sermon

called “The Golden Mean.,* Thiuyconatruouva
program is8 now and has always been a part
of the wark of reform Judaism and of re-
form rabbls. It contains nothing new--save
the one amasing suggestion, viz,: Your ap-
ea} for ‘‘obedience the dietary laws as
hey .are ordained in the Bible,”” and to the
distinction between the ‘gleah and unalean
:a_outllned in the eloventh chaptof of Leviti-

ue,
Do you obey the dietary laws ordained
in tho Bible? In the eleventh chapier of
Levitious? If you do, .it 18 news to me.
And what about other dletary laws in the
3,’&!&" ,oemllnlv of - equal validity and au-
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Vanghan Glaser Must Share Play.

Vaughan Glaser, playing “St. Blmo" In
New York, sought to prevent another
man from producing a simllar: play.
‘The Qocleion of the %out-t was thag h¥-: g
asmuoh as the copyright of the novel
upon which the pl Is founded had
f)’)?;'p"d' Glaser could not restrict the

Safety, service and rensonable
Soe what Olmsted says, last itom, pago 5.

The Chan_dler
- & Rudd Co.

CHRISTMAS, DINNER IN
*  THE DINING ROOM
TODAY,

Roast Turkey with Drossing,
- Oranberry Sauce and Mashed Po- |

Coffee, 60c. - o

In addition we shall have Clam
Chowder, IFried TFillot of Sole,
Broiled Live Lobster, Lamb Stew,
"Qreamed Asparagus 'i‘ips Steamed
Oherry Pudding, Minece i?ie, Cran-
Serry Pie, _

Supper till 8 P. M.—Steak,
Chops, Ham and Eggs, Bacon and
ngs, Corn ‘Beef Hash, Buckwheat
Cakes, ete. -

CANDY.
Filled boxos only at {lo
Town Store today. i
Chocolatos sand Bon DBoms, 30c,
40c, 50¢c, 60c and 80¢ a lh,; in 1,72,
8 and 5-b. boxes. R
. RARE FRUITS.
. Seo the display of Duskets of
Fresh [ruifs nt all our stqres this
morning. Nothing finer for Christ-
mas Gifts, o L
Our stores ' will "be closed all
Christmas Day. '

JDown

Doavn Town Store, 234-230 Euclid-a
| Willson Store, 5¢4Iy-5419 Endid-a.
Far(_:_mmx_t Store, lodoqa;oélllﬁuélidgaw
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