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FOREWORD

The constant complaint of Jewish historians is about the
paucity of archival material bearing on the inner workings of
Jewish communities (the Kehilloth) in former centuries. In
some measure, the lack is due to the failure of those
communities to keep records; but to a far greater extent it is
due to the hostility of their neighbors which resulted in riots,
fires and expulsions. How wonderful it would have been if, in
addition to the martyrologies, we also had the minute books
of the cities on both sides of the Rhine during the 12th and
13th centuries, or of the early settlements of Jews in eastern
Europe. Events which have befallen our people within our
own lifetime illustrate what must have happened long ago.
And yet, will things be any better for the future historian of
Jewish life? Recent destroyers outdid their predecessors: they
were not content with destroying life; they deliberately
destroyed the community and the private records as well.

It is therefore with a deep sense of gratitude that one hails
the work of Dr. William Glicksman in salvaging a portion of
the minutes of the city of Czenstochowa, his birthplace,
where he grew to manhood and from the destruction of
which he was miraculously saved. His discussion of the
political maneuvering within that community, prepared on the
basis of the minutes, gives a picture of Jewish life which must
have been typical of Jewish communities everywhere in
Poland. The interference of the government and the internal
squabbles in the community present an unedifying spectacle
of Jewish disunity at the very time when dignity and unity
were desperately needed.

If the quarreling as described makes sad reading, there is
compensation in the fact that we get a clear picture of the
Jewish community’s organization, the taxes it paid, and the
institutions it supported. We cannot sit in judgment on the
factions that existed in a community as precariously situated
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as was that of Poland, over which the vultures of fascism and
nazism were already hovering expectantly. Some Jewish
historian of the future will have to tell that story on the basis
of material he will have at hand. He will then surely be
thankful to Dr. Glicksman for having organized this material
with such care and clarity and for having made it available for

his use.

For us today, Dr. Glicksman’s book affords an absorbing
look into a brave struggle for Jewish continuity in the midst
of a situation fraught with mortal danger. The tragedy came
all too soon, and it swept away the hostile government along
with the quarreling factions. All that is left us is this remnant
of a record from which each of us will draw his own
conclusions.

DR. SOLOMON GRAYZEL
Author, Professor of History
Dropsie University
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PREFACE

The Jewish Community (Kehilla) in Poland during the
inter-war years was legally an organization of religious Jews
for the purpose of fulfilling their religious needs. Hence
non-religious Jews should have been excluded from
participation and non-religious needs should not have been
considered by this institution. As in many phases of life,
however, what the law proscribed was not necessarily
practiced. Non-religious Jews and even such anti-religious Jews
as the Bundists (Jewish socialists) not only participated in the
Kehilla but in the last pre-war years played a considerable role
in Kehilla management in some places. Similarly, the activities
embraced also non-religious matters.

The whole atmosphere of the Kehilla government - the
election of its Council and Board in accordance with
party-keys, the internal differences and disputes, the
declarative tone against oppression or in favor of general
Jewish causes, are more political than religious or welfare
matters.

This comes through clearly from the detail of one Jewish
Kehilla - that of Czenstochowa over a period of a few years -
which Dr. W. Glicksman publishes in his monograph.

The summaries of some debates and speeches and the
documents reprinted may bear witness to the important role
those Jews attributed to their Kehilla. Again, the pages of the
local Yiddish newspaper reproduced afford a glimpse also into
the private lives of some Jews before the Holocaust. All this
could surely serve as material for the future historian of
Polish-Jewish life in recent times.

DR. BERNARD D. WEINRYB
Author,

Professor of History

Dropsie University
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PREFATORY NOTE

The following work, dealing with the activities of the
Jewish Kehillah Organization in Czenstochowa from 1930 to
1934, does not pretend to be complete or comprehensive,
since only one major research source was used: the weekly
UNDZER WEG, organ of the Zionist organization in that city,
made available to me by YIVO.

The author appreciates that a research work which would
fully report the scope of a Kehillah’s activities demands also a
study of those sources reporting the participation of the other
political parties represented in the Kehillah Organization. To
our great tragedy, the Hitler plague destroyed every possible
evidence in Czenstochowa itself concerning the local Jewish
community. I was therefore constrained to make use of the
materials at YIVO and whatever else I managed to gather
outside of Czenstochowa, particularly the material published
in the few score books about my native city.

I wish to make it clear, however, that I have striven to
maintain the objectivity of the facts by refraining from any
commentary; the facts presented are in accordance with the
content of the source. If, despite the foregoing, I nevertheless
decided to publish this work, it was for the following reasons:

1) The consciousness that the farther removed we become
from the years of the Holocaust the more necessary become
historical studies of the former Jewish communities of Poland.

2) I regard this modest work as a challenge and a stimulus
for other Czenstochowers to add what has here been
overlooked, so that a more complete picture of the Kehillah
organization may be created.

3) Certainly this study cannot have the same social
significance as it would if the prewar Jewish community of
Czenstochowa were still in existence. The awareness, however,
that information of this kind is necessary to keep our
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historical past fresh in the memory, and to strengthen our ties
with it, gives me the hope that the present work will achieve
its goal. It contains, after all, not only the cultural, social,
political and religious life of one community of Jews, but (in
miniature) chapters of the history of all of former Polish
Jewry.

For the internal life of the Jews of Poland at all times was
reflected mainly in the forum of the Kehilloth. The
autonomous character of the Kehillah offered the only
opportunity available to freely discuss the various programs
and strivings then dominant on the Jewish scene. The daily
needs and requirements of a community of Jews, their ups
and downs, the common and the contradictory — all this was
expressed in the activities of a Kehillah. In its reports — its
minute books — was recorded the life of the individual and
the group.

Although internally there existed differences of opinion,
the Kehillah was nevertheless the sole representative of the
community vis-a-vis the outside world. In the tradition of this
attitude and in accord with the government regulations
concerning Jewish Kehilloth in Poland, Jewish life in
Czenstochowa, too, offered the Kehillah a broad field of
work.

In summary, the Kehillah was the forum for the initiative,
the creativity, the best traditions of Polish Jewry. The
German Hitler hordes, who annihilated Polish Jewry, brought
an end to the Jewish community in Czenstochowa.

Wm. G.
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THE JEWISH KEHILLAH* ORGANIZATION IN POLAND

From Its Earliest Time Until 1918

The function of the autonomous organization of the Jews
in Poland, the kehillah, was to represent and protect the
interests of the Jewish population in their relations with the
non-Jewish world, and to regulate the inner life of the Jewish
community.

Thus, the kehillah represented the Jewish population
vis-a-vis the Church, the City Council, the government, and
also negotiated with the King regarding rights and privileges.
The kehillah was responsible for the taxes which Jews were
obliged to pay to the King, and it regulated the relationship
between Jews and the city government, and between Jews and
the Church. The kehillah also had juridical rights - to
adjudicate between Jews - and it had its representatives in the
“Jewish courts” of the government whenever there were suits
between Jews.

In the 16th and 17th centuries, when the number of Jewish
communities had increased, kehilloth would come together

*The term “Kehillah” in this chapter refers to the general nation-wide Jewish Com-
munity Organization
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from time to time to consider matters affecting Jews of a
particular province. Also, the decrees and persecutions by the
Church and the Christian city population caused the kehilloth
to hold joint meetings in order to intercede with the King and
nobles and members of the Sejm regarding the existing
decrees or to prevent the passage of new ones.

Added to this inner need of the Jews was the interest of
the government in centralizing Jewish autonomy. For the
government it was too difficult to collect taxes from each
kehillah separately, since the number of the kehilloth had
grown so large. The government therefore found it necessary
to transfer the collection of taxes to the Jews themselves.
This was the direct reason which led the Jews in Poland to
establish (as early as the 16th century) the Councils of
District Provincial Kehilloth, and in 1580 the central Council
of the Four Lands. (Vaad Arba Aratzot)

The administration of the kehillah, in the course of the
centuries, lay in the hands of the upper social and economic
groups and was constructed on the hierarchic principle, not
the democratic.!

After the division of Poland among Austria, Prussia and
Russia, each of the ruling governments introduced its own
legislation and regulations regarding the organization of the
kehilloth. The Tsarist government, through a number of
decrees in 1821, dissolved the kehilloth and in their place
appointed the ‘‘dozor boznithi,” whose function was to
administer the synagogues and other religious matters. In fact,
however, the “dozor boznitshi” took the place of the
kehillah.2 This was the situation up until the outbreak of the
first World War.

During the years 1914-1918 the German occupation
authorities issued an order which limited the kehillah strictly
to religious matters and abolished their national-communal
character.22
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IN INDEPENDENT POLAND

The decree of Pilsudski (Jozef) of February 7, 1919, which
concerned only Congress Poland, did not change the character
of the kehillah organization. The legislation ignored the
interests of the national-progressive circles of the Jewish
population, which strove to organize the kehillah on national
autonomous foundations. Communal elections, however, took
place in 1924. It was not until the law of June 21, 1927
(effective spring, 1928), which affected all of Poland except
Silesia, that the kehillah activities were somewhat broadened.
They included expenditures in the budget for institutions such
as schools, assistance for social and cultural activities, and
similar secular needs.

The attitude of the government, which had no wish that
the kehillah become an autonomous organization of a Jewish
national minority, strongly favored the religious character of
the kehillah.

Additional laws were passed in 1930 regarding the elections
to the Council, the administration of the kehilloth, the
selection of rabanim (rabbis) and dayanim. The last and most
important law was that of 1931 concerning the financial
budget of the kehilloth; this was of great significance for their
future administration.

The fundamental law regulating the organization of the
kehilloth is headed: “Regulations concerning the organization
of the Jewish kehilloth on the territory of the Polish
Republic, exclusive of the Silesian.”? According to this law
the Jewish minority is a legal, religious federation of
individual communities. At the head of the federation is a
religious council of the Jewish kehilloth consisting of 34
laymen and 17 rabbis. All Jews must belong to the kehillah.
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The kehillah organization (also called the Gmina) has the right
to levy taxes Etfat on the community, to administer schechita
and burial. Small communities had an administrative body and
the Rav (rabbi) was a member ex officio. Larger communities
had an administration and a council.

The elections were general, equal, secret, direct and
proportional. The right to vote was given to men who had
reached the age of 25. The right to be elected to office was
given to men who had reached the age of 30 and who must
have resided for at least one year within the kehillah limits.

The government had a powerful influence on the activities
of the kehillah, especially on the election commission and the
elections themselves. The government tried to maintain the
religious character of the kehillah organization by broadening
its competence in religious matters. Thus, for instance,
paragraph 20 of the election regulations for the kehilloth
(October 24, 1930) gave to the election commission (which
made up the election lists) the right to remove from the list
persons who openly denied the Jewish faith. This gave the
religious groupings the possibility of removing people from
the lists for the simple reason that in the view of the
commission they were ‘“‘anti-religious.” By this means, too,
the government had a method of restricting the functions of
the kehillah administration to religious matters, and of
satisfying the demands only of the orthodox and conservative
elements.4

That the activities of the kehilloth were mainly religious
can be ascertained from their budgets. The largest
expenditures were for religious needs. This is clear from the
figures of 599 kehilloth in 1931, which made up 82.5% of the
entire Jewish population of Poland. In these kehilloth the
expenditures in the budget for religious purposes constitute
29.7% as compared to 9.4% for education.> In smaller
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communities the expenditures for religious purposes were still
greater, whereas the expenditures for education and social
institutions were even less.

The government often dissolved a kehillah administration
and appointed in its stead other officials who took over the
administration in the name of the government.

THE BUDGETS OF THE KEHILLOTH IN POLAND

General Features

The autonomous character of the Jewish kehilloth in
Poland gave them the right to tax the Jewish population and
placed upon their administration the obligation of maintaining
religious, social, philanthropic and other communal
institutions. The administration of the kehilloth was
responsible for raising the necessary funds to support the
rabbinate, the shechitah, the wmikvah (ritual bath), the
cemetery, educational institutions, and similar expenditures.

The funds came from various sources. The primary sources,
however, were the etat and schechitah. Another source of
funds was the cemetery (sale of lots). To a lesser degree the
Houses of Prayer which belonged to the kehillah also
contributed. According to the figures of the previously
mentioned 599 kehilloth, the sum raised from the etat
amounted to about one quarter of the overall income of the
kehilloth. The general receipts and expenditures of these
kehilloth, outside of Warsaw, show an income of close to 15
million zlotys and about 12 million zlotys in expenditures.5
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The assessment of the efat was handled by a special
commission in each kehillah. This commission set up the list
of taxpayers and determined the amount each one was to
pay. This was an unpleasant process and resulted in many
inequities. On many taxpayers the tax levied was more than
they could afford to pay; contrariwise, those who could
afford to pay more, often received a lesser assessment. The
reason for this lay in the improper functioning of the
commissions. There was much resort to “influence’” and there
were many practices which needed correcting. The kehilloth,
however, constantly tried to ‘“increase the number of
taxpayers, to bring ever broader masses into the circle of the
kehillah activities, and to organize the efat system along more
democratic and equitable lines.””

The budgets of the kehilloth were controlled by the
government. Income and expenditure had to be approved by
the government, which had the right to eliminate certain
outlays without stating its reasons. Usually these reasons were
political. The government did not usually eliminate or cut
down budgetary expenditures which went to the
non-opposition parties. It never cut expenditures for religious
needs, in accordance with its policy of maintaining the
religious character of the kehilloth. The Polish government
was more favorably inclined to those parties with minimal
political demands, rather than to parties representing the
national-communal elements of the kehillah. The government
therefore tried not to reduce the expenditures for needs such
as the religious fraction in the kehilloth proposed. They did
this, of course, at the expense of the budgetary items of a
non-religious nature.

At the same time the government contributed very little to
the support of the kehilloth. Paragraph 3 of the election
regulations stipulated that the government can cancel,
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decrease or increase items in the projected budget and change
the sums within the limits of the project as adopted by the
Gmina.8

It is self-evident, therefore, that the policies of the
government toward the autonomy of the kehillah organization
and toward the various political fractions in the kehillah arena
were reflected in the sums of money which the government
did or did not accept, did or did not decrease for each item
separately.

The kehillah was the democratic forum where the political
parties of the Jewish community could speak to the
community. Here they put forward their programs and sought
to influence the people. The kehillah was also the
representative of the Jewish population vis-a-vis the
non-Jewish world.

ELECTION REGULATIONS FOR THE KEHILLOTH IN THE
POLISH REPUBLIC

(General Observations)

The decree of the Ministry of Education and Religious
Matters, of October 24, 1930, concerning election regulations
for the kehilloth (councils and executive boards) in the Polish
Republic, set the date of Spring 1931 for the elections. The
political parties in the Jewish community, each with its own
political platform and program, began preparations for the
election campaign. Each of the parties on the arena of the
“Jewish parliament” (as the kehillah was called) displayed
concern with general political matters, in addition to strictly
local kehillah affairs, hoping to emphasize the broad scope of
its program and gain more followers.



THE KEHILLAH IN POLAND

The Zionist groupings made their views known on Jewish
problems throughout the world, particularly in Eretz Yisrael.
Opposition was expressed agaist the actions of the British
mandate power vis-a-vis the Jewish settlement in Palestine.

The Bund and other socialist groupings made known their
views on the suppression of liberties in the fascist countries,
and similar matters.?

The Agudah and other religious elements, who espoused
the doctrine that the kehillah was a religious organ, concerned
themselves only with problems that were in accord with the
spirit of the kehillah election law, namely, that the kehillah
should occupy itself purely with the religious interests of the
Jewish community. At the same time, these same circles did
not hesitate to use political means to attain their ends. And
although they were not entirely successful in carrying out
their program, they did manage to obtain from the
government the aforementioned paragraph 20 in the kehillah
election code.

This paragraph aroused strong opposition not only in
secular circles, which considered this an attempt to limit the
activities of the kehillah and compel it to surrender its
national autonomous character, but even among many
politically independent religious Jews. The broad sections of
the Jewish population saw in this regulation an attempt to
limit the functions of the kehillah to purely religious needs,
while the vast majority of Polish Jewry was fighting for the
centralization of all activities touching the Jewish community
around the kehillah, so that it might serve as the autonomous
organization of Polish Jewry.10

Moreover, the Agudah used as a weapon (paragraph 20) in
the election struggle to acquire hegemony over the kehilloth.
It stopped at nothing to achieve its ends. Every means was
used to get more of their own party people into the councils
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and the executive boards. The favorite means was the Election
Commission. In those cities and towns throughout Poland
where the Agudah had a majority on the election
commissions, they tried under various pretexts, to eliminate
from the election lists as many voters of the opposition
parties as possible.

At the same time, the election commissions did everything
possible to insure that members of their own party and their
own sympathizers be made eligible to vote. It was enough to
declare yourself a follower of the Agudah program to get
yourself put on the election list. Such election commissions
paid very little attention to public protests by the disqualified
voters. They played on the good chance that it would be
technically impossible to check out most of the protests.

In the meantime they had a method of dragging out the
replies until after the elections, and the result was that the
protesters did not vote. In this way the Agudah people
assured themselves of a majority of the election lists while
their opponents became a minority group in the kehilloth.
Apart from everything else, this was contrary to the duty of
the kehilloth to draw more Jews, not less, into kehillah
activities.

In summary, the kehillah was a religious, not a national
organization, Supervision by the government greatly limited
the activities of the kehillah, especially at the time of the
kehillah elections, assessment of taxes and estimating the
budget. The positive feature of the kehillah organization was
the democratic nature of the elections.

The destruction of Polish Jewry during World War II also
destroyed the kehilloth.
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REGULATIONS FOR KEHILLAH ELECTIONS

General

3. Large Jewish Kehilloth elect a Kehillah Council and
Executive Board for a term of four years. The number of
members of the Council, the Executive ‘Board, and its
representatives, will be determined for each Kehillah
individually by an order of the Minister of Education.

4. The elections are general, equal, secret, direct and
proportional. (The same regulations hold true for the Sejm
elections, but in the case of the Kehilloth the credentials were
assigned in a different manner, in a certain sense, more
democratically.)

28. The elections shall not take place on a Sabbath or a
Jewish holiday or on the eve of a holiday.

80. Appeals or protests made during the course of an election
have no power to hold up the election.

ELECTION RIGHTS (Active and Passive)

5. Active election rights belong to every male 25 years and
older who has resided in the Jewish community for a period
of at least 12 consecutive months. Election rights are lost
during a period when the voter is under investigation, when
he has lost his citizenship rights, or is incarcerated, or is a
recipient of public welfare. (There are no definite provisions
here, as in the Sejm elections, as to how the 25-year age
qualification is to be reckoned. We must therefore assume
that the day of the elections was the determining factor.

~]0—
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There could also be various interpretations about receiving
public welfare.)

6. Passive election rights (the right to run for office) depend
upon the following conditions: Polish citizenship, possessing
active election rights, full 30 years of age, unblemished
citizenship record.

7. Paid Kehillah officials, also rabbis and dayanim, as well as
administrative Kehillah officials, may be candidates for the
Kehillah, if they resign from their position three days after
the declaration of the elections.

CONDUCT OF THE ELECTIONS

13. Extension (of voting lists) and conduct of the
elections is the function of an Election Commission elected in
larger Kehilloth by the Kehillah Council. Costs of the election
are borne by the Jewish community.

NAME AND COMPOSITION OF ELECTION COMMISSION

16. The title of the Election Commission is:
Komisja wyborcza gminy wyznaniowej zydowskiej w
(nazwa miejscowsosci) dla wyboru rady i zarzadu
gminy. (Election Commission of Jewish Community
Organization for the Election of a Council and
Executive Board)

14. In larger Kehilloth the Executive Board elects five of its
members to the Election Commission, and in addition, eleven
members and five representatives from among the Kehillah

=] I
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members who do not belong to the Executive Board, with
consideration given to the preponderant religious groupings.

The members and the representatives from outside the
Executive Board must possess active election rights. The
composition of the Election Commission is under the
jurisdiction of the local supervisory authority, which at its
own discretion and without stating its reasons, may refuse to
confirm individual commission members. In the event of such
refusal by-elections must be held, which also are under the
jurisdiction of the supervisory authority.

The Election Commission, if it considers it necessary, may
also invite a given number of community members to assist it
in the work of the elections, such as, to extend the voting
lists, etc., but especially where there are a large number of
voting places in the community.

17. The first meeting of the Commission is called together and
opened by the Chairman of the Kehillah Executive Board, or
possibly his representative, who orders the election of a
chairman of the Commission and of his representatives. This
election takes place by customary majority vote. In case of a
tie, lots are cast. Further meetings of the Commission are
called by the Chairman of the Commission or his
representative. The meetings take place in the building of the
Kehillah administration.

18. The decisions of the Election Commission are reached by
majority vote, more than half of the Commission members
being present. In case of a tie vote, the Chairman decides.
Decisions of the Commission must be recorded and signed by
the Chairman or his representative and at least two members
of the Commission. Decisions of the Commission are carried
out by the Kehillah Executive Board if these decisions are not
opposed to the Election Regulations. In case of doubt or
difference of opinion the supervisory authority decides.
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20. The Election Commission prepares lists of voters by listing
all those who possess active voting rights according to the
register of Kehillah members maintained by the Kehillah
administration. These voting lists must contain the first and
last names of the voters in alphabetical order, as well as age,
occupation and address.

The Election Commission may, on the basis of a decision,
omit the names of any persons who publicly attack the
Jewish religion. (By this we assume is meant a public, militant
opposition to the religion, e.g. by criticism of religious
doctrine, preaching atheism or another religion. An alleged
“unreligious™ life of an individual would not of itself justify
deletion from the voting list, so long as the individual did not
publicly advocate such a life.)

DEPUTIES OF THE COMMISSION

19. Deputies assume their function only in cases where the
Commission membership is not complete, i.e., by the legal
or physical impossibility of the members to carry out their
duties, (resignation, lost of credentials, illness, death,
imprisonment).

NOTICES

21. All election notices must be made public by display in the
Kehillah office, in the office of the Election Commission, in
community synagogues, as well as by announcements in the
Kehillah press, and in at least one local daily newspaper,
(depending on local conditions and the size of the Jewish
population in the given community.) Notices must be signed
by the Election Commision.
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OFFICIAL LANGUAGES

82. The voters lists, candidates lists. minutes, letters to
authorities and voters, and in general, all written notices and
material of the Election Commission, as well as of the
Kehillah Executive Board and Council in election matters,
must be written or conducted in the Polish language. The
addition of a Yiddish translation is left to the judgment of
the Election Commission.

29. During the five days from April 22 to 27 the list of
candidates for members and representatives of the Kehillah
Council must be presented to the government authority.
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THE CITY OF CZENSTOCHOWA

THE CITY OF CZENSTOCHOWA

(General Background)

The City of Czenstochowa had its origin in a village called
Czenstochowka. At the beginning of the 14th century a
monastery (Yasna Gura - Bright Mountain) was erected near
the village. Thanks to this monastery the village of
Czenstochowka gradually developed into a city.

Up to the 17th century the development of the monastery
contained nothing of particular historical significance. In
general the growth of the city was slow. It was not until the
middle of the 17th century, with events such as the uprising
of the Cossacks under Chmielnitzki, and later the Swedish
wars, that the city and the monastery became noteworthy.
The city was transformed into a fortress which encompassed
the monastery-church as well.

The growth of Czenstochowa paralleled the importance of
the monastery. In the 16th and 17th centuries Czenstochowa
was given certain privileges by the Polish kings and the Sejm.
A number of convocations and meetings of kings, nobles, and
leading personages were held there. Czenstochowa became a
center of political events in the Europe of that period.

In 1793 Czenstochowa was annexed by Prussia. It was not
until 1806 that the Polish Army of the Duchy of Warsaw L
reconquered the city from the Prussians. After the Congress
of Vienna (1815) Czenstochowa remained within the borders
of the Polish kingdom.12

In 1808 the city numbered about 3400 inhabitants; in
1826-27 over 6000; in 1859 more than 8000, and in 1860,
9343. C(Czenstochowa played a role, too, in the Polish
rebellions of 1831 and 1863.
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The industrialization of the city paralleled its growth and
development. In 1877 there were in Czenstochowa factories
for making paper, wallpaper, soap, candles. chicory, lime,
bricks, and many other products. The end of the 19th
century saw the rise of iron foundries, textile mills, a steel
industry. Trade grew at the same time and Czenstochowa
began to play a role in the economic life of the country. In
1897 the city numbered about 45,000 people.

Several Polish parties were influential in Czenstochowa. The
Christian population, which was under the influence of
Catholic clericalism and the anti-Semitic National Democratic
Party, was conservative and anti-Semitic. The progressive and
liberal section of the Christian population was small in
number.

During the first World War (1914-1918) Czenstochowa
itself was under German occupation, while the monastery was
under Austrian rule. In 1918, in reborn Poland, Czenstochowa
belonged to the province of Kielce. By 1921 the population
of the city had grown to 81,000, by 1939 to about 130,000.

The city contained a number of libraries, schools,
government and private high schools, and a number of
cultural organizations. In the general and economic life of the
country Czenstochowa occupied a prominent place. In the
industrialization of the country between the two World Wars
Czenstochowa also played an important part. A number of new
factories were built (many by Jews) which were the only ones
of their kind then in Poland. The city also was important
commercially.

World War II halted the progress of the city. The
Nazi-German occupation hampered and disrupted its activity.
After the war, Czenstochowa again began to advance in all
aspects of life.13
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JEWISH SETTLEMENT IN CZENSTOCHOWA

The exact date of Jewish settlement in Czenstochowa has
not been historically established. In light of unconfirmed
reports it is probable that a Jewish community already existed
there in the second half of the 18th century.l4 At that time
Jews from Czenstochowa were buried in the cemetery at
nearby Yanowa (Yuniv). It was not until the time of the
Prussian occupation at the beginning of the 19th century that
we find concrete data regarding a Jewish community in
Czenstochowa. In 1808 there were 495 Jews in Czenstochowa
out of a general population of 3349,

Precisely what kind of kehillah* organization existed during
the Prussian period is not known, but there is no doubt
whatever that there was some form of organized community
life, necessitated by the Prussian fiscal policy toward Jews.
The first activities of the kehillah administration during the
Warsaw Duchy era were the establishment of a synagogue and
the selection of a Rav (rabbi).

At a meeting of the kehillah administration, held on Av 8,
5568 (1808) a certain Yaakov ben Eliezer Levi was elected
representative and head of the kehillah. He was also the
treasurer. The kehillah had three parnassim, each month
another parnass took over the office. The parnassim had
jurisdiction over the finances of the kehillah and controlled its
expenditures.

There was also a Bet-Din whose head enjoyed certain
privileges which were enumerated in a document signed by
forty leading Jews of the city. The number of signatures
indicates that Czenstochowa was then already an important

*From here on the term Kehillah refers to the Jewish Community Organization in
Czenstochowa, except when it is in Italics.
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community. Also, the fact that the Jewish settlements around
Czenstochowa were connected administratively with its
kehillah administration indicates the growth and importance
of the Czenstochowa Jewish community. Czenstochowa had
become a major kehillah of the province and as such it had
the privilege of collecting monies from the nearby Jewish
communities.!5 Czenstochowa then had 495 Jews, about one
quarter of the population.l6 In 1821 there were about 1500
Jews in Czenstochowa, one half the city’s population.l7

When the Finance Minister of the Duchy of Warsaw
(Luszczewski) levied a tax on Jewish books, the
Czenstochowa kehillah administration sent out a proclamation
to all the surrounding Jewish settlements instructing them to
pay this tax to the kehillah representatives, who immediately
stamped the books and issued receipts for the tax payments.
In this manner the neighboring town of Yanowa was
eliminated from jurisdiction over the Jewish communities
around Czenstochowa and that function was placed in the
hands of the kehillah- administration in Czenstochowa.

From the way the kehillah administered the tax we can see
how the kehillah was organized. Jews had eight days to report
their books and get them stamped. The kehillah had the right
to penalize anyone who did not obey the order in time.

With the growth of the Jewish population in the city, (and
the corresponding increase in the number of the needy), a
number of relief organizations arose. Czenstochowa soon
became known as a wealthy community. In 1846-47, with a
famine in the country, the kehillah administration organized
help for the needy and unemployed Jews.18 In 1858-60 the
kehillah opened schools for Jewish children, along with the
chedarim already in existence.

In 1862, when the Jewish districts were abolished,!® many
of the Jews from the surrounding cities and towns began to
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stream into Czenstochowa and build new industries and
commercial undertakings. In this way they contributed to the
economic growth of the city.20 At the same time, many Jews
with capital left Czenstochowa to settle in Warsaw and Lodz,
where they eventually occupied prominent places in the
economic life of the country. In Czenstochowa itself a
migration began from the older quarters of the city to the
newer.

After the Polish rebellion against Russia of 1863
Czenstochowa became a new industrial and commercial
center, and in this process the Jews of the city actively
participated. In 1897 there were 11,764 Jews in
Czenstochowa out of a general population of 43,863.

In the continuing development of industry and commerce
at the end of the 19th century, Jews played the chief role. In
the making of toys and other celluloid products the Jews of
Czenstochowa were pioneers.

This increased participation of Jews in Czenstochowa’s
economic life brought with it a growing anti-Semitism which
pervaded almost all sections of the Polish Christian
population, including even the working class. These
anti-Semitic sentiments found a mass outlet in the pogrom of
1902.

COMMUNITY LIFE

Jewish communal life began to develop around the turn of
the 20th century. A number of communal institutions were
founded at that time, such as a charity organization
(Dobrotshinnoshtsh), a Jewish hospital, a travelers hostel, a
trade school, a Talmud Torah, the cultural society, LIRA, a
farm for agricultural training for Jews, and a number of clubs,
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societies, loan societies, and an old age home.

All these institutions, however, were outside the kehillah
administration, which was then in the hands of
assimilationists, the “property” of several Jewish families. A
need began to be felt at that time to centralize Jewish
communal life, to unify the diffused social energies, and to
democratize the kehillah. The campaign to achieve these aims
began in 1912 but succeeded only partially. The leading lights
of the kehillah administration still remained the
assimilationists because they were the propertied class in the
city and the main support of the kehillah budget.

In 1914, when World War I broke out, Czenstochowa came
under German occupation. Another painful period began for
the Jews in the city. Community life ceased and Jews
experienced all the horrors of suffering brought by the war.2!

BETWEEN THE TWO WORLD WARS

In the period between the two world wars, in independent
Poland, the Jewish community in Czenstochowa, like all of
Polish Jewry, had its rise and decline. In the cultural and
social spheres Czenstochowa did not lag behind the other
kehilloth in Poland. The scope of its cultural and social
activities was broader than many similar communities in
quantity and quality.22 In the political sphere, all the Jewish
parties were present on the Jewish scene, from extreme right
to radical left.23

Until the 1930’s the kehillah administration was in the
hands of the Mizrachi. When the government issued its new
election law of October 24, 1930, the proportion of the
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various political groups in the kehillah administration was
revamped so that the Agudah, together with some
non-religious groupings, became the majority in the kehillah
council and its administration.24

In the economic field the Jews of Czenstochowa developed
a medium and small industry, especially in iron and metal
products, which pushed the German products out of the
Polish market. Jews in Czenstochowa became pioneers in the
production of certain industrial products, and were prominent
in trade.?s

The anti-Jewish policy of the government in the political
and economic fields, the heavy taxation and the economic
restrictions hit the Jews of Czenstochowa just as it did the
other kehilloth in the country. The boycott which Polish
anti-Semitic parties placed against Jewish trade was to some
extent more effective in Czenstochowa than in other cities.
This was so because the Christian population in Czenstochowa
was strongly under the influence of the local Catholic clergy.
Thus, for instance, there was a permanent boycott against
those Jewish businesses which produced Christian religious
objects.26

There were two more pogroms in Czenstochowa, the first in
1919, the second in 1937, with loss of both life and
property.2” From the time of the second pogrom until the
Spring of 1939 the Jews of Czenstochowa lived in a
sharpened anti-Semitic atmosphere. At the same time, they
organized an energetic campaign to help those Jews who had
been deported from Germany at the end of 1938.28 World
War II and the Nazi-German destruction of Polish Jewry put
an end to the kehillah of Czenstochowa.??
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CHAPTER 2

THE YEARS 1930-1931

INTRODUCTION

The government legislation which introduced democratic
elections in the Kehilloth* brought about in Czenstochowa,
too, elections in the early post-war years for the Council
and the Executive Board of the Kehillah. It included
representatives of the Jewish religious parties, Mizrachi and
Agudah, the Zionist movement, the Bund and organizations
like the Samall Merchants, the Artisans, the Manufacturers,
and similar groups.

Hayim Wexler was elected Chairman of the Council.
Shmuel Goldstein was elected Chairman of the Executive
Board. Both men were from Mizrachi.

The party composition of the Kehillah Council and
Executive Board remained the same until the early 1930’s.

*Wherever the words Kehillah or Kehilloth appear with a capital K it indicates this
nation-wide institution or describes an office of the kehillah in Czenstochowa prop-
er. Small k refers only to the Czenstochowa kehillah.
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THE YEARS 1930-31

THE BUDGET OF THE CZENSTOCHOWA KEHILLAH
FOR 1931
(Composition, Discussions, Position of the Government)

The budget of the Czenstochowa kehillah for 1931
included all the above mentioned expenditures (see chapter
“The Budget of the Kehilloth in Poland” above), plus
expenditures for Keren Hayesod, Keren Kayemet, Jerusalem
University and similar Zionist institutions. There were no
exact figures for the income and expense items in the
budget. According to subsequent reports one could gather
that the two proposed chief sources of income were:
szechita, 180,000 zlotys, and 106,000 zlotys from etat. On
the expense side, the same sources listed an outlay of
10,000 zlotys for two new dayanim.!

According to the government law concerning the
administration of the Kehilloth, the budget had to be
approved by the proper supervisory (government) agency. A
newspaper report revealed that this particular budget was
not approved. Many items were deleted or decreased. The
amounts for religious expenditures, however, were not
touched?.

Various expenditures in the kehillah budget for 1931
were modified by the government as follows: Whereas the
full amount of 3500 zlotys for the Agudah religious school
for girls Bet Yaakov was approved, the amount for the
Jewish communal gymmnazye (high school) in the city was
cut from 9000 to 5870 zlotys. The expenditure for
educational courses for adults was cut from 4500 to 2500
zlotys.

The Jewish gymnazye, where hundreds of Jewish children
studied, (mainly middle class children), was a necessity in
the Jewish community because the government and even the
private Polish gymanzyes were to all intents and purposes
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closed to Jewish youth. The Jewish gymnazye was the only
place where Jewish young people could get a general
elementary and high school education. The graduates of the
gymnazye who continued their studies in the universities
(some in Poland, but mostly abroad) later became the
leaders of the Jewish community. To weaken the economic
structure of this institution therefore meant to diminish the
possibilities of giving Jewish children an education. (Of
interest was the interjection made by a member of the
Agudah to the effect that actually it was no great
misfortune that the government cut the expenditure for the
gymnazye, because only sinners came out of the gymnazye,
and furthermore, those Jews who became doctors charged
more for treatment than the Christian doctors.)3

The reduction of the adult education courses, (used
mainly by lower income families) resulted in a cut in the
hours of study and in the teaching personnel.

The government eliminated completely the appropriations
for the libraries of the Small Merchants and Artisans
Societies, and for the Jewish sports organizations. Also, the
appropriation for the local Trade School was reduced from
5440 to 4880 zlotys, and the sum of 3000 zlotys for a
young girls’ Trade School was completely eliminated.

It is obvious that cutting the budgets of the Trade School
and eliminating the girls’ Trade School would affect the
poor section of the Jewish population. The Trade School
was the only institution in the city where the poorer Jews
could get a general education or learn a trade.
(Locksmithing, cabinet-making, electrical work, etc.)*

The government also refused to approve the sum of 150
zlotys for the University of Jerusalem, the initial sums for
Keren Hayesod and Keren Kayemet and reduced the sum
for the agricultural Halutz farmS. It eliminated the items of
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2500 zlotys for the Yeshivah Keter Torah, a religious
educational institution, which was proposed by the
Radomsker hassidim. On the other hand, the 10,000 zlotys
for the two dayanim was approved. This was proposed by
the Agudah, although the Rav had expressed his opinion
that the community could get along very well without
them®.

It must be assumed, therefore, that the budget as reported
in the newspaper’ represented a revision by the government
and that the discussions as they were reported in this
newspaper centered around the revised budget.

THE REVISED BUDGET OF THE KEHILLAH FOR 1931

Expenditures: zlotys
Rabbinate 29,000
Office 30,150
Old Synagogue 8,250
Repairs 5,000
Bet-Hamidrash 1,000
Chorus 1,000
New Synagogue ; 5,000
Mikvah 35,750
Addition to mikvah to be used as
classroom for Agudah boys 20,000
Chimney 1,000
New boiler for mikvah 10,500
Shechita 106,950
Retirement 5,520
Talmud-Torah and Schools 45,950
Community supervision 26,650
Cemetery 22,200
Representatives expenses 500
Miscellaneous 16,000

The total expenditures were given in the amount of
419,4208.
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An analysis of this budget revealed that the largest part
of the expenditures went for religious needs. Close to 60%
of the budget was alloted for that purpose. in comparision
with  10% for schools and similar institutions (Cf.

Leschtshinsky, note 5 Ch. 1 above).

An illustration of this is the expenditure for the mikvah.
Officially the alloted sum was 35,750 zlotys. Actually,
however, the listed appropriations for the chimney and the
boiler were also for religious purpose, since the mikvah was
used mainly by the religious section of the population.
Similarly with the expenditures for the Old Snyagogue and
the New Synagogue, since these were purely religious
institutions. Even an expenditure like the 5520 for
retirement was mainly for the religious officials. (dayanim,
shamasim, etc.)®

This budget, after it was adopted by the Kehillah
Executive Board had to be confirmed, according to law, by
the Kehillah Council. For this purpose a meeting of the
Council was called for December 12, 1930, but lack of a
quorum caused its postponement. !0

The Council did meet the next day, December 13, and
discussed the following items in the budget: the rabbinate,
the administrative personnel, and the mikvah. The first two
items were accepted without change. The expenditures for
the mikvah (except the item of adding a classroom for
Agudah boys) were also accepted. Construction was
postponed, however, because of the difficult economic
situation of the Jewish population.

In the course of the debate it was proposed that in the
meantime the boys should use either the building of the Bet
Yaakov school or of the Agudah. The opinion was also
expressed that the boys use the building of the Artisans
Society.
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This latter proposal was more of a gesture than a practical
possibility; it was not likely that the artisans would have
taken upon themselves the support of a purely religious
activity.11

At a meeting on December 20, 1930 the Kehillah Council
further discussed the various items in the budget and took
the opportunity to discuss other associated problems. The
meeting was opened by the Chairman of the Council. H.
Wexler. The first question dealt with shechita. The parnass
Shmuel Altman complained of abuses in the management of
the shechita. He referred to the agreement between the
Kehillah Executive Board and the shochtim according to
which the latter were not to be considered employees of
the kehillah but partners receiving a stated percentage of the
total receipts.

Yet violations still continued, the parnass said. He cited
the example of one shoychet in the suburb of
Czenstochowa who was collecting a slaughtering fee from his
customers in addition to the money they paid the kehillah
for a certificate.l2

Replying to an interpolation of one of the Executive
Board members, the Chairman, Sh. Goldstein, pointed out
that the income from shechita had steadily increased and
that despite all the infractions there was no reason
whatsoever to complain about the management of the
shechita. He listed the income from shechita in 1928 as
135,000 zlotys, in 1929, 145,000 and in 1930, 180,000.13

The parnass 1.M. Zilberberg (Mizrachi) did not share Sh.
Goldstein’s optimism. He reported that some of the
shochtim  were slaughtering without any certificates
whatsoever and keeping the fees for themselves. I.M.
Zilberberg demanded that the entire matter be referred to
the shechita commission of the kehillah.
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The parnass Itche Mayer Krell (Agudah) proposed that
the shechita function be given over to private persons on
lease. The Zionist parnassim spoke against this proposal,
arguing that the modern Jewish Kehillah must not return to
the medieval methods of assigning communal functions to
private lease. During the course of the debate, apparently to
weaken the opposition and strengthen his own case, Sh.
Goldstein reminded the Council that even prominent
members of the community were sending fowl to the
shochtim for slaughter without the required kehillah certificates.

During this meeting the matter of a place for Agudah
boys to study was again raised.® The Kehillah Executive
Board recommended for this purpose the building of the
Agudah at 13 Katedralna Street. The owner of the building,
M. Fogel (Agudah), refused to accept responsibility for this
matter and demanded to know why his building in
particular was chosen and not the Jewish gymnazye. 14 Itche
Mayer Krell argued that the building of the Agudah was the
most fitting place, but that the kehillah should pay rent to
the owner of the property.

In reply to this M. Fogel again asked why Board
Chairman Sh. Goldstein or I. M. Krell did not offer their
own houses for this purpose. M. Fogel proposed that they
turn the Bet-Hamidrash above the Old Synagogue into a
place of study. Sh. Goldstein spoke against this proposal
because it might cause friction with the synagogue
administration. He supported the proposal to build another
story over the mikvah on Garibaldi Street and to strain all
financial resources for this purpose.

In the course of the discussion around this particular
matter M. Fogel refrained from expressing an opinion,

*4ctually what was needed was a room or even part of a room where these boys
could engage in Talmudic studies.

T



THE YEARS 1930-31

stating only that in any event this was the last meeting of
the Kehillah Council in the current term of the Executive
Board. To this Sh. Goldstein interjected that ‘‘if Mendl
Fogel says so, he must know what he’s talking about. ™
implying that since M. Fogel, the Agudah member. was so
close to government circles, he must know for certain that
the government was about to dissolve the present kehillah
and order new elections.15

With this debate the meetings around the budget were
ended and according to law the budget was referred to
the proper government agency for approval.

In connection with the income and expenditures of this
budget it was worth looking at the problem of the kehillah
tax etat. According to the preliminary budget figures the
taxes were to bring in a total of approximately 106,000
zlotys (after it was increased by 20%). This sum was never
collected completely because poverty was so widespread that
many taxpayers could not pay this tax at all. The Bund
representatives had demanded that the tax not be levied
against the poorer section of the Jewish community.16

In a public announcement by the kehillah, dated
December 26, 1930, we found the following:

“Despite previous appeals of the Kehillah Executive Board
concerning the necessity of complying with the proposed
etat, so that the kehillah activities will not be paralyzed, a
large segment of taxpayers has disregarded this. The Kehillah
Executive Board therefore makes this final appeal to the
local taxpayers that they positively pay the kehillah tax
before January 1 of next year; otherwise the Executive
Board will be obliged to enforce the collection of the
tax in all strictness by legal action, plus interest and costs
which may amount to as much as 40% of the tax. Notice is
also hereby given that for various reasons, debts turned over
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to the Magistrat (city government) for forcible collection
cannot be withdrawn’17

The Executive Board of the Jewish

Kehillah in Czenstochowa

The difficult economic situation of the Jewish community
resulted in the Kehillah Executive Board often being forced
to adopt drastic measures to collect the tax.

THE ELECTION CAMPAIGN IN CZENSTOCHOWA

(The Composition of the Election Commission)

Tuesday, February 24, 1931 a joint meeting of the
Council and the Executive Board of the Kehillah took place
for the purpose of setting up an Election Commission.
Representatives of all the political factions were elected,
among them two from the Agudah. The latter brought in a
“votum  separatum’  because they demanded greater
representation on the Commission.18

The composition of the Election Commission had to be
approved by the local starostwo, but the list was not
confirmed. We must assume that the reason for the rejection
was that the Agudah faction did not constitute a majority
of the Commission. Several changes were thereupon made in
the composition of the list by eliminating certain individuals
and substituting others, but the final result was the same:
the Agudah still remained with only two representatives.

The starostwo finally was forced to approve the
composition of the Commission, which consisted of 16
people, including the two Agudah representatives. Out of
approximately 7000 eligible voters only 18 were at first
disqualified, and after investigation these too were
reinstated.1?
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THE PLATFORMS OF THE JEWISH POLITICAL PARTIES
IN

THE ELECTIONS TO THE KEHILLAH

The Agudah Program

The objective of the Agudah program was to theocratize
the Kehillah and was directed primarily against the Zionists
and the Bundists.

The Zionists election platform, which was concerned that
the Kehillah should be a national cultural religious
autonomous center, threatened to weaken the activities of
the Agudah as a political party and to counter its efforts to
control the Kehilloth.20 The opposition to the Bund was
directed at its demand that the Kehillah become a national
secular-cultural center, with no responsibilities for religious
needs.2!  (Naturally, the concepts of ‘national, secular,
cultural” were in accordance with the ideology of the Bund
and not as the Zionist formulated them).

The Agudah began its election campaign by charging that
its opponents--all the Zionists, Poaley-Zionists, Bundists, and
“just plain” Jews-—-were heretics, while the only real
God-fearing Jews were the Jews of the Agudah. Such
allegations played into the hands of the government, which
was constantly trying to weaken the national strivings of the
Jews as a national minority (as these were formulated by
the Zionists or the Bund). A contributing factor to this
hostile attitude of the government was the fact that the
Agudah labelled Jews as “radicals.” These denunciations left
the Agudah members as the only ‘“patriotic” Jewish
citizens--which meant only those Jews whose opinions were
conservative-clerical.

— 34



THE YEARS 1930-31

The Agudah attempted to organize Jewish communal life
in Czenstochowa along its program--religious lines. An
oligarchic clique, it undertook to dominate Jewish life as it
had in the Middle Ages. when the head of the Kehillah was
the Autocrat of the Jewish community. Moreover, such a
policy was actually capable of destroying not only Jewish
religious life but all of Jewish communal life as well. Had
the Agudah in Czenstochowa succeeded in effectuating
Paragraph 20 of the Election Regulations, many voters in
the city would have had to be stricken from the lists.23

First of all. among the 30,000 or more Jews in the city,
as in any other Jewish community, there were people with
anti-religious and areligious opinions. and this was reason
enough to remove them from the lists. Secondly, the
Mizrachi members, or even ordinary pious Jews who did not
belong to the Agudah, were not religious enough for
Agudah. As a matter of actual fact, the Agudah itself had
no real criteria for “‘piety.” Behind the denunciations lay
the purely political objective of damaging one’s political
opponent and his influence in the Jewish community.

But basically, the reason that the Agudah did not put
through totally this provision (Par. 20) in daily practice was
due to a purely “materialistic”” reason. The Agudah leaders
knew that by striking voters from the election lists they
were also cutting down the etat, thereby undermining the
very foundations of the kehillah organization. This would
have further contributed to a loss of influence in the Jewish
community. Nevertheless, they did utilize Par. 20 wherever
possible to get rid of the leadership of the opposition
parties and in this manner weaken their fighting spirit.

To some degree the Agudah was successful in disorienting
the opposition parties in the kehillah. By various promises
of a political nature the Agudah was able to win over
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groups and individuals of indecisive political ideology. At
the same time, in attacking the leaders of other political
parties in the kehillah the Agudah aimed to create new jobs
for their own people by removing from their jobs reliable
officials with years of experience, for the sole reason that
they have been appointed by previous administrations.24

Public opinion as well blunted the edge of Par. 20 to
some degree. Apprehension arose lest the Jewish youth
(those not under Orthodox influence) be alienated by such
a Draconian law from Jewish communal life. The imposition
of medieval clerical methods on young people influenced by
modern ideas would have undermined Jewish national
consciousness.

THE ZIONIST PLATFORM

The Zionist groups in their election activity expressed
their opposition to the kind of budget that would result
from an Agudah victory. On the whole, the Zionist election
campaign heightened the struggle waged by them in the
kehillah arena.

The Zionists tried to encompass in the kehillah program
all the needs of the Jewish organizations which had worked
in the Jewish community, both the progressive-secular and
the religious. The costs of the Jewish gymmnazye, vocational
classes, libraries, the Halutz farm, all figured in the kehillah
budget drawn up by a Zionist kehillah administration--side by
side with the costs of the Talmud-Torah, the mikvah, the
Bet-Hamidrash, the synagogues and similar needs. Along with
expenditures for Zionist national funds (Keren Kayemet,
Keren Hayesod, etc.) there was also provision for
non-Zionist institutions.

—36—



THE YEARS 1930-31

THE SHECHITA PROBLEM IN PUBLIC DISCUSSION

The shechita problem was reflected in an article entitled
“Kehillah Problems™ by an anonymous author. The writer
of the article complained about the anarchy in the
administration of shechita. He insisted that the situation is
serious and has become a scandal. The abuses by the
shochtim, on the one hand, and the obstruction by the
Agudah parnassim in the Council and Executive Board on
the other, made it impossible to solve this problem.

Despite the negative attitude of the writer (a Zionist) to
the administration of the Council and to its Executive
Board he nevertheless believed that the leadership of the
kehillah did have the will to improve the situation and
wherever possible to eliminate its abuses. The kehillah
administration had confirmed the fact that the supervision
of shechita suffered from many shortcomings. Unfortunately,
it had not managed to improve the situation.

The writer came to the conclusion that the kehillah was
unwilling to undertake any substantial improvement because
it really wished to leave the problem for the incoming
administration. New elections to the kehillah were due to
take place and the retiring Council and Executive Board
members apparently did not feel responsible enough to solve
these complex matters.

It may have been, too, that the retiring Mizrachi Kehillah
Executive Board did not wish to exacerbate the conflict
with the religious elements which were preparing to take
over the kehillah administration after the elections. Certain
Mizrachi leaders wished to ensure positions for themselves in
the future. This was evidenced by the fact that among the
Mizrachi members themselves there were varying opinions
about the shechita situation. While the chairman of the
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administration regarded the situation as satisfactory, one of
its members, [. M. Zilberberg, (also a Mizrachi) was disturbed

by it.

Using the figures of the Kehillah Executive Board itself,
the author of the article showed that “the shechita function
could became a goldmine” if it were administered honestly
and if the shochtim would also deal honestly, that is, if
they would not slaughter without certificates. or if they
would stop taking additional payment for themselves. The
author calculated that shechita could bring in a quarter of a
million zlotys—-almost 60% of the income of the kehillah
budget. An efficient and honest management of the shechita
income would also lighten the burden of the kehillah
taxpayer.2S

Public opinion concerning the shechita problem found
other opportunities to express itself. At a mass meeting of
the Zionist-Democrats bloc in the kehillah elections, which
took place Saturday evening, May 9, 1931, a Zionist parnass
H. Weinstock spoke about the shechita scandal and about
the abuses in the administration of shechita. He pointed
out that the penalty of 5000 zlotys which the kehillah
administration had placed upon the shochtim for their
violations had never been paid. The Agudah faction had
tried by every means possible to cover the matter up,
including a special tax upon the community to make up the
deficit.

Like the author of the article, “Kehillah Problems,” H.
Weinstock came to the conclusion that with a sound and
reasonable system the skechita could bring in more than
200,000 zlotys a year. Under this plan every shoychet
would have an income of 300 zlotys a week and would not
have to rely on “extra money” from unauthorized
slaughtering or additions to the established rates. It goes
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without saying that a larger income from shechita would
have made it much easier to cover the expenses of the
budget.26

The speaker offered further evidence of how the religious
fraction in the kehillah had made it difficult to introduce a
rational plan into the shechita system. He recalled the
proposal of the Agudah to appoint two dayanim (candidates
of the religious groups) and the Rav’s opposition to the
proposal. In order to eliminate the Rav’s opposition the
religious groups had utilized a maneuver. They proposed
that the sum of 10,000 zlotys be appropriated for trusties
to supervise kashrut in the slaughterhouses and the butcher
shops.?7

They knew that the Rav would not dare oppose this,
since it was a matter of enforcing kashrut. and that his
opposition would only have played into the hands of the
religious circles for their political purposes. In addition, the
same circles counted on the help of the government in
every move that would build up the religious configuration
of the kehillah.

At the same time, H. Weinstock’s proposal to appropriate
10,000 zlotys for potatoes and coal for poor people was
defeated.?® At the mass meeting, the modified budget was
also discussed and apparently the subsidy for the
Talmud-Torah Haironi, which was located in the building of
the Hachnassat-Orchim was ignored.?

THE ETAT QUESTION

During the course of the election campaign the Zionists
called attention to the abuses committed by the kehillah
administration in setting up the etat.30 This problem came
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to the fore in an article by Ebn Yosef (a pseudonym). The
writer complained that although the commission which fixed
the tax should have acted ‘“‘according to its own conscience,
its own understanding and good will ” the matter had
become a question of “influence,” of personal acquaintance
with members of the commission.

Ebn Yosef further accuses the commission of disregarding
the actual economic situation of the taxpayer. Taxpayers
who had influence with members of the commission were
given a lower rate; those who had no influence paid more.
The result of such a ‘“system” was that those who were
least able to pay paid the most. He called upon the Jewish
population of Czenstochowa to take a careful look at the
activities of the kehillah, its “lack of order, its planlessness,
its mismanagement. and its haphazard functioning.”3! He
called upon the Zionist movement to go to the polls on the
platform of an equitable assessment of the etat.

OTHER FACTORS

The extent of the uproar in the Jewish community
against the attempt of the religious group to dominate the
kehillah administration could be seen from the following. A
prominent member of the Jewish community, Moshe
Rosenzweig, upon sending in his voluntary contribution of
150 zlotys for kimcha d’pascha (Passover Aid)--he had
already paid his assessed tax--explicitly instructed the
commission that no member of Agudah was to benefit from
his contribution. The Agudah, wishing to make light of this
slap in the face, accuses the contributor of being a
“Zionist.”

In his open letter M. Rosenzweig gave vent to his
resentment against the Agudah.32 He accused the Agudah,
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as a political party, of being unconcerned with the difficult
economic situation of the Jewish population, of having
minimized its plight to the government, and that it acted
this way to curry favor with the government organs by
“not demanding much and not asking for any special
privileges.” While the government, said Rosenzweig, was
imposing steep taxes on the Jews, while they kept Jews out
of various means of livelihood and politically oppressed
them, the Agudah did nothing “demanded nothing for these
persecuted masses.” The contributor ended his letter by
saying that this “crawling and submissive policy of Agudah
had resulted in the police commissioner becoming the
supervisor over the election commission and the voters.”’33

In the heat of the election campaign and in the course of
the accusations and denunciations which one party hurled
against the other, there were also several sober appeals to
the voters. Thus, for instance, on the initiative of parnass
Anshel Warshawsky (Mizrachi) a meeting was held in the
kehillah office with representatives of all the parties in the
election campaign to attempt the formation of a unity bloc.
This bloc was to have been composed of the Zionists.
Mizrachi, Independents, Agudah, Artisans, and Small
Merchants, its purpose being to create a united front against
the Socialist Bund and other workers parties.

Around this project a discussion developed in which
representatives of the assembled factions participated. H. A.
Librowitch, a Zionist, read a statement in which he declared
that because of Par. 20 the Zionist Organization would not
participate in such a bloc. He added, however, that the
Zionists were ready to go to the polls in a unified bloc
with all other parties except Agudah.

N. D. Berliner, also a Zionist spoke in the same vein. He
said that Par. 20 was quite as unjustified as striking
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non-Agudah members from the election commission. During
the course of the verbal exchange around this point, the
Agudah parnass 1. D. Edelist admitted that eliminating
certain members from the election commission had been
done in response to a memorandum from the central
Agudah leadership.

This statement provoked a sharp debate between the
Agudah and the Zionist-Mizrachi parnassim, and the
formation of a unity bloc was shelved. Mizrachi created its
own election committee, as did the non-party religious
Jews. The latter, however, split into two groups because a
member of the non-party Jews had conducted unity
negotiations with the Agudah. The result was that a section
of the non-party Jews went over to Agudah and the
remaining religious groups created their own bloc. The
delegate of the artisans explained that in principle the
artisans wanted to go to the polls as independents, but that
if a unity bloc were created they would join it.

H. Wexler, chairman of the Council. tried to weaken the
Zionist statement by offering the following theory. He
claimed that if a unity bloc did arise in Czenstochowa with
the Agudah it would be a sign that the local branch of the
Agudah was opposed to Par. 20, that it had been forced on
them by the central organs of Agudah.3*

With these unsuccessful attempts to create a unity bloc
and with the mutual recriminations of the opposing parties,
the election campaign closed.

Shortly before establishing the schedules of the voting,
the election commission issued the following.

NOTICE: The Election Commission of the Jewish Kehillah
in Czenstochowa announces that in accordance
with the ordinance of the starostwo of February
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20, 1931, No. 1402/11/1/31, the election of 18
members and the same number of deputies of
the Council will take place on May 20, from 8
a.m. to 8 p.m. in the following places.35

In the office of the Ass’n. of
Manufacturers & Merchants,
Kosciuszko Aleja 13

In the (building of) the
synagogue “Shaarey Zion”
Aleja 1

In the offices of the Jewish
Sport Ass’n. Ogrodowa 22

In the office of the Ass'n.
“Agudah Achim,” Strazacka
5

In the “Tomashover Shtibl”
Warszawska 17

In the (building of) the “Old
Synagogue,” Nadrzeczna 32

Note 1:

The inhabitants of the 2nd & 3rd Aleja,
Kosciuszko Aleja and the following
streets: Jasnogorska, Dombrowska,
Kollontaj, Kilinski, Stradomska,
Stanislaw, Wladislaw, Zelazna, Slaska,
Dobra, Washington, Kopernik, also the
suburb of Czenstochowka.

Aleja 1 and streets Wilson, Spadek,
New-Market, Prosta, Old-Market.

(The following) streets, Ogrodowa,
Narutowicza, Polna, Mala, Stawowa,
Mokra, Ceglana and suburb Rakow

(The following) streets, Strazacka,
Targowa, Pilsudski, Piotrowska,
Fabryczna, Przemyslowa.

(The following) streets, Warszawska,
Krotka, Koszarowa, Kawia, Cmentarna,
Kule, Senatorska, Tartakowa, Stodolna,
Mostowa, Aniolow, Huta-Stara,
Polska-Kamienica, Konopisk, Wrenczyce,
Rendziny, Renkoszowicz, Grabowa.36

(The following) streets, Nadrzeczna.
Garncarska, Kozia, Zawodzie.

Each voter will receive an envelope in which he is to

place his ballot containing only the number of the candidates
list. Ballots which contain any identification other than this

number will be invalidated.
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Note 2: The voter must bring with him a document
establishing his identity, and this document must be presented
upon request of the Election Commission, the Kehillah
Executive Board, or the government.”

Election Commission of the Jewish
Czenstochowa, May 10, 1931 Kehillah in Czenstochowa

Following is the election platform of the United
Zionist-Democratic Bloc.

“Jewish Voters! We are waging a fight to make the Jewish
kehillah a universally respected institution, so that it may
carry out its specific Jewish tasks in the religious, economic,
cultural and social fields. We want to infuse new life into the
emaciated limbs of our kehillah.

The Jewish kehillah must become the heart of the Jewish
people in the diaspora. We are coming into the kehillah to
carry through: —

e the mobilization of all spiritual and material forces of
Jewry

e the reawakening of national consciousness

e the education of our children into proud Jews

Protection and assistance for all the needy and economical-
ly weak; help for wue rebuilding of Eretz Yisrael.

Jewish Voters!

Remember, most of our opponents come to you only for
your votes; at other times you never hear them or see them.
On the other hand, the Zionist organization serves your ideals
not only during elections, it struggles for its goals
self-sacrificingly, constantly and everywhere, in the smallest
town as well as throughout the world.
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Brothers! If you want our community to become a home
for you, where you will always find help and protection, then
vote Wednesday the 20th of May, for the sake of a happy
future for our people and for our community, enthusiastically

and in solidarity, for List No. 4.”

United Zionist-Democratic Bloc

The Piltzer Hasidim, on Election Day, issued an appeal

under the slogan: yesocher pi dovrey-sheyker . . . (the
mouth of them that speak lies shall be stopped).3” The
appeal said, among other things, *“. . . . The agitators of the

Agudah have recently begun a ruthless attack against us, not
stopping even at terroristic methods. They have reached their
lowest point of infamy with their latest leaflet. We appeal to
the local Jewish community, especially to the orthodox:

“Turn away from these troublemakers who put their own
vested interests before anything else in the world. Every Jew
for whom the honor of Torah is holy and precious must
protest against these demagogic election methods.”

The Piltzer Hassidim

OUTCOME OF THE ELECTIONS

Despite the energetic campaign of the Agudah, and even
though Paragraph 20 was of great help in Agudah’s efforts to
dominate the Kehilloth, the actual outcome of the elections
came as a surprise to the Jews of Czenstochowa. A majority
of the elected representatives parnassim came not from
Agudah but from the ranks of the national and
national-religious groups. To the Zionist groups the results of
the election brought hope that the kehillah administration
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would enter upon a new course, that it would become an
expression of the national, political and cultural strivings of
the Jewish masses and not remain merely a religious body.

But at the very fist meeting of the newly elected Kehillah
Council on Thursday, June 4, 1931, it became evident that
certain political groupings (Mizrachi) had for personal reasons
formed an alliance with the non-Zionist groups for the
purpose of excluding or at least weakening the Zionist
influence in kehillah affairs.38

The meeting was opened by Sh. Goldstein, chairman of the
Executive Board, a member of Mizrachi, with only one point
on the agenda: the election of a Chairman and a Vice
Chairman of the Council. The parnass Dr. A. Bram, Zionist,
spoke against this agenda, insisting that it was illegal because
paragraphs 64 and 75 of the government’s election regulations
for the Kehilloth specified that at the first meeting of a
newly-elected council a commission of five persons must be
formed who in turn were to elect a Chairman of the
Executive Board.

Only after that had been done might the Chairman of the
retiring Board then call upon the new Council to elect the
Chairman and Vice Chairman of the kehillah administration.
On the basis of these regulations Dr. Bram demanded that the
agenda be changed. The parnas F. Shpiro (Zionist) spoke in
the same vein, citing the example of a similar procedure in
the Kehillah of Warsaw.3

The Chairman, Sh. Goldstein, however, ruled this proposal
out of order, permitting no discussion and no vote, Dr. Bram
thereupon handed up a written protest against the action of
the Chairman and he and the other Zionist parnassim walked
out of the meeting.
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The way was now open for the backstage machinations and
personal ambitions of certain Mizrachi members. In order to
assure for themselves the presidency of the Kehillah Council
the Mizrachi reached an understanding with the non-Zionist
parnassim to vote for the Mizrachi candidate; in exchange for
this Mizrachi would support the candidate of Agudah and its
allies. Apparently this secret agreement between these two
groups -- which were of essentially opposing interests and
ideologies — was a mutual assistance pact for the purpose of
filling the leading posts in the Council and Executive Board.
In order for them to do this the Zionists had to be eliminated
from the kehillah administration. Proof of this intent was the
election — in the absence of the Zionist representatives -- of
H. Wexler as Chairman of the Council and Dr. Stefan Kohn,
an Assimilationist, as Vice Chairman.

This action of the Mizrachi against their ideological allies
aroused great resentment in the Zionist ranks. The Zionists
accused the Mizrachi of selling out for a mess of pottage in
order to further their own personal ambitions.

These events were reflected in public opinion and in the
press. In an article entitled “The Position of the Zionists at
the First Meeting of the Kehillah Council”#0 the previously
mentioned anonymous writer Ebn-Josef demanded that the
Council invalidate the first elections on the grounds of
illegality, and called for the election of a new Chairman. The
writer pointed out that the only weapon the Jews had for
assuring the autonomous character of the Kehillah, and at the
same time for protecting Jewish rights, was the law. If the law
was bypassed and individuals were permitted to make their
own interpretations it would bring no honor to the Kehillah,
especially in such an important Jewish center as
Czenstochowa.

The writer further accused the leaders of the kehillah
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administration of showing no understanding of the real needs
of the Czenstochowa Jewish community, and that this also
would bring dishonor to the kehillah. The manner of
administering the kehillah by the present leadership and the
pressure which the Agudah parnassim and dozores exerted
upon this leadership resulted in the intervention of the
government in the kehillah’s internal affairs, which were
completely outside the competence of the supervisory organs.
The non-Zionist leadership wished to obtain government
sanction for their actions and thus weaken or eliminate the
opposition.

How far this servility and subserviency of the
conservative-clerical circles went is shown by the fact that
they inquired of the supervisory authority whether or not the
protest statement of the Zionists at the meeting of the
Kehillah Council should be entered into the minutes of the
meeting. Apparently these circles did not wish to risk
offending the supervisory authority by recording protest votes
in the official reports of the kehillah meetings. Nor did they
wish to reveal openly the dissatisfaction of so many
Czenstochowa Jews with the outcome of the elections in the
Council.

The Zionists, by their action, wished to demonstrate ‘‘that
the kehillah is a public, legal body, based on the law’ and
that purely internal matters should not be arbitrated by the
government. It was clear that the refusal of Sh. Goldstein to
put the question to a vote was a tactical maneuver to keep
the Zionists out of the chairmanship of the Council and that
the agenda was a provocation to make the Zionist parnassim
leave the meeting and in their absence elect a candidate of the
other grouping.

The conflicts and maneuvers at this meeting were the first
of a number of subsequent backstage machinations and secret
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agreements among the various political groupings in the
kehillah arena. This became clear at a second meeting of the
Kehillah Council which took place on June 7, 1931.41

This meeting was opened by the parnas H. Wexler, who
thanked the representatives present for the honor given him in
electing him Chairman. He regretted the fact that the Zionists
had left the previous meeting, but he hoped that all the
groups would arrive at an understanding which would benefit
the entire Jewish community in Czenstochowa.

At the request of parness F. Shpiro the minutes of the
previous meeting were read.#2The Chairman let it be known
further that the task of the present session was to elect an
Executive Board. Dr. A. Bram proposed that each of the
larger groupings should delegate one person to the commission
which was to elect the Executive Board. This proposal was
accepted, which showed that as soon as the Mizrachi had
achieved their purpose of electing their own man to the
chairmanship* of the Kehillah Council they had no further
need to circumvent the rules of the election procedure.

The following were selected for the commission: F.
Shpiro, H. Wexler, D. Dzialowski, D. Philipowich, M. Lubart;
as alternatives, Dr. A. Bram, J. Sh. Koblentz, I. Granek, J.
Rosenberg and Beryl Gewertzman.** Dr. Kohn proposed that
the elections be proportional, in order not to penalize the
smaller parties. The same Dr. Kohn stated also that the
Democrats, Small Merchants and Artisans had formed a bloc
under the name of ‘“Arbet.” Dr. Bram noted that the
customary procedure in such cases was to introduce a written
declaration.

*Chairmanship refers here to the office of Chairman and Vice-Chairman of the
Kehillah’s Council or Executive Board
**Founder of the Yeshiva KETER TORAH; of the RADOMSKER SHTIBL, Aleja
21; Free Loan Society and active in many other charitable institutions.
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In response to this parness J.Rosenberg (Democrat) made
the following oral declaration: ‘“‘Henceforth the Democrats,
Artisans and Small Merchants in the arena of the ‘“‘gemina”
constitute a unified grouping under the designation of ‘Arbet’
and request the Chairman to take due notice of
this, . . %3

The meeting of the Council then adjourned and the
commission to elect an Executive Board held a brief meeting
at which F. Shpiro was elected chairman of the commission.

ELECTION TO THE KEHILLAH EXECUTIVE BOARD

Sunday, June 21, 1931, 4 p.m. the Kehillah Council
convened to elect 12 candidates to the Executive Board. The
meeting was opened by the Chairman of the Election
Commission, F. Shpiro, who proposed the names of
the candidates brought in by groupings on the following three
lists: List 1: Agudah and the Piltzer hassidim; List
2: Artisans, Democrats and Radomsker hassidim; List 3:
Zionists, Mizrachi and Small Merchants.

The candidates were: Zionists, A. E. Shenfeld and Dr.
Moshe Mering; Mizrachi, Shmuel Goldstein and Beyrish
Zieriker; Small Merchants, David Philipowich; Artisans,
Shmuel Katz and Daniel Dzialowich; Democrats, Jacob
Rosenberg and Wolf Zieriker; Radomsker hassidim, Beryl
Gewertzman; Agudah and Piltzer hassidim, Mendl Fogel and
Leyzer Rosenbaum. All the candidates were elected.*4

The outcome of these elections showed that no single party
had an absolute majority, but that a combination of groups
could create a majority which would administer the kehillah.
The result also indicated the relationship of forces in the
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Kehillah Executive Board. The fact that the Radomsker
hassidim were in one grouping with the Democrats and
Artisans, and that the two former opponents, Agudah and the
Piltzer hassidim, now were united, presaged the manner in
which a majority would be formed in the Executive Board.

As it later turned out in the elections to the chairmanship
of the Kehillah Council, the aforementioned groupings did
form such a combination of forces and elected their own
candidates to the position of Chairman of the Executive
Board.

The outcome of these elections was examined in an article
of the anonymous writer Ebn-Josef.45 First of all, he deemed
the outcome unfortunate. He complained that the formation
of certain groupings was the work of backstage forces who
were concerned with their own political interests and not the
welfare of the Jews of Czenstochowa. The program which the
Agudah and the Democrats and their followers had advocated
before the elections were intended more as election
propaganda than for actual implementation. Such plans did
not present the true face of the parties, nor did they express
the social, national and cultural interests of the Jewish
population. The writer concluded from this that these groups
had no real program of action for the future.

He particularly deplored the fact that the Bund
representatives had lowered themselves to the level of voting
for the Agudah candidate, M. Fogel, for the position of
parnass. This was a violation of the Bund’s election platform
which advocated changing the kehillah into a national-secular
institution. The Piltzer hassidim had acted similarly. Despite
their election day challenge of the Agudah they had voted
with the Agudah in electing the Kehillah Executive Board.
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ELECTIONS OF A CHAIRMAN AND VICE-CHAIRMAN
OF THE KEHILLAH EXECUTIVE BOARD

On July 2, 1931 a meeting of the newly-elected Kehillah
Executive Board was scheduled to elect a chairmanship. This
meeting, however, was postponed for lack of a quorum#® and
a second meeting was arranged for the 12th of July, 11 a.m.,
which was the 17th day of Tammuz. This meeting also failed
to materialize because several parnassim refused to participate,
giving as their reason that this was a fast day.4’

As later events made clear, however, the real reason for
postponing the meeting was that the lineup of forces in the
kehillah began to waver. The configurations of the political
groupings began to fall apart. The fact that the representative
of the Small Merchants had allied himself with the Zionists
and Mizrachi, and that the Artisans had allied themselves with
the Democrats, and that the Radomsker hassid, B.
Gewertzman, voted with the Democrats, began to cause
friction. The cause of the shifting alliance was the office of
Vice Chairman.

Mizrachi, anxious to hé)]d on to the office of Chairman of
the Kehillah Council, had assured itself of the vote of the
Small Merchants by promising them the office of Vice
Chairman of the Board. By this maneuver the representative
of the Small Merchants helped to elect H. Wexler,to the post
of Chairman of the Kehillah Council.

But the fact that the Agudah became a ‘“‘friend of the
government” and an important factor in the kehillah arena
now forced the Mizrachi to seek allies among the Agudah. It
later became known that the Mizrachi had sought these allies
without first consulting their own ideological associates, the
Zionists.
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The parnassim M. Fogel and L. Rosenbaum were willing to
support the candidacy of Sh. Goldstein, for Chairman of the
Kehillah’s Executive Board on condition that they would be
assured the post of Vice Chairman. This would have forced
the Mizrachi to release itself from its obligation to the Small
Merchants, and to this end negotiations took place. These
differences and disputes had to be ironed out before the
meeting took place to elect the Chairman and Vice Chairman
of the kehillah administration.48

The efforts of the Zionists to put together a majority
which would make possible the election of their candidate,
Sh. Goldstein, did not succeed. Elements who were interested
mainly in guaranteeing leading positions for themselves used
all sorts of methods to disrupt the plans of the Zionists. As
mentioned earlier, even the Mizrachi had allowed itself to be
misused by these elements only in order to hold on to the
office of Chairman of the Executive Board.49

In the interim, rumors spread that the Democrats were
interested in forming a bloc with the Agudah in order to get
their support for the chairman candidate of the Democrats.
For the Democrats the alliance with Agudah was also
advantageous because of the Agudah’s connections with the
government. In this way they would assure support of the
supervisory (the government) authority for their candidates.
But the Democrats had obligations to the Artisans, whom
they did not want to lose as part of their majority. The
initiative in cementing relationships with the Artisans,
persuading them at the same time to lower their demands,
was taken by the Democrats and their allies, and a series of
backstage dealings began which resulted in postponing the
election of a chairmanship for the Kehillah’s Executive Board.

The Agudah and its allies utilized their position to demand
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for themselves the post of Vice Chairman. They threatened
that if they did not get this post the Chairman of Kehillah
Council would not be approved, no matter what group he
came from. Apparently, Agudah did not yet feel strong
enough to demand the office of Chairman for itself.50

Nothing, however, came of all these negotiations. On
Sunday, July 19, 1931, another meeting of the Council took
place and again the agenda consisted of one point - the
election of a chairmanship of the Executive Board.
Participating in this meeting was the special election
commission created for this purpose.’! At the very beginning
of the meeting the representative of the Zionists, Dr. Mering,
read the following statement in Hebrew and then in Yiddish:

“The Zionist fraction in the Kehillah of Czenstochowa
views today’s elections as a continuation of the formative
meeting of the Council during which a majority was put
together against the Zionists. Being unable, therefore, to
assume responsibility for the acts of the chairmanship, we
declare that neither can we take part in the elections to this
chairmanship. For this reason the responsibility for the acts of
the chairmanship will fall exclusively on this majority.
Nevertheless, we declare that having entered the Kehillah we
are committed to a positive and useful effort on behalf of the
Jewish population of Czenstochowa.” 52

After this statement was made elections took place for a
Chairman of the Executive Board, with the following result.
Sh. Goldstein (Mizrachi), 5 votes; Wolf Zieriker, (Democrats)
1 vote. The Agudah and its allies abstained from voting,53 a
fact which influenced Sh. Goldstein’s decision not to accept
the presidency. He believed that the refusal of Agudah to
support him was a sign that the supervisory authority would
not approve his election. 54

As a result, the majority voted to remove the election of a
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vice chairman from the agenda. D. Dzialowich proposed the
calling of a recess so that the members of the Executive
Board might confer about the situation. The chair ruled that
according to law this was impossible and that another meeting

could not be arranged in less than a week.

In the meantime the supervisory authority (the
government) was bringing pressure to bear for the election of
a chairmanship. A.E. Shenfeld then proposed that the next
meeting be called in less than a week, but the chair did not
put this proposal to a vote. Furthermore, he refused to call
another meeting, stating that the notices of the next meeting
would be sent out by the starostwo. Actually the supervisory
authority sent out to the parnassim the announcement of a
meeting for July 27, 1931. (Commissioner for Jewish Affairs
Ziemba, the representative of the starostwo, had been waiting
for the results of the election). 35

The events of the July 19th meeting brought a reaction
from Jewish opinion. It had been proven once again that the
wishes of the Jewish population to reform the kehillah
administration were completely ignored by the backstage
machinations of the Agudah, the Democrats and their allies.
The popular desire to have an effective kehillah administration
with an effective program of action was disregarded by these
elected officials.

The Zionist efforts to change the kehillah into a national
secular institution were paralyzed by the organizational
combinations and political intrigues. They accused the
Mizrachi representatives of having joined forces with the
Agudah to oppose them. The Mizrachi people had
disassociated themselves from the Zionists only with the idea
of winning a majority for their candidate to the office of
chairman.

The relationship of forces was as follows: Two Mizrachi,
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two Zionist, one Small Merchant, and one Radomsker hassid
comprised one group. The second group was made up of one
Agudah, one Piltzer hassid, two Artisans and two Democrats.

On October 19, 1931 the Kehillah Council met to discuss
the question of activizing the Kehillah administration.
Participating in this meeting were the parnassim of the
Zionists, Mizrachi, Small Merchants and Agudah.5¢ The
meeting was opened by the Chairman of the Council, H.
Wexler, who stated that the meeting had been called on the
initiative of the Zionist fraction. Dr. Bram, the Zionist
spokesman, deplored the inactivity of the Council in carrying
out its responsibilities to the community. He stated that the
functions which the Council should have performed for the
benefit of the Jewish population were halted as if on orders
from above and that this inactivity was especially damaging at
a time when the deadline for presenting the 1932 budget was
approaching.

Dr. A Bram demanded that the Chairman of the Council
explain the reasons for this inactivity, particularly in regard to
the election of a Kehillah Executive Board. He proposed that
a memorandum be presented to the supervisory power
elucidating the present situation in the kehillah, especially the
incapability of the old Executive Board to function. The
memorandum should also request a decision concerning the
election of a new Chairman. Dr. Bram proposed the
establishment of a committee to draw up this
memorandum,>7

Around this proposal a discussion developed in which the
parnassim A. Warshawsky, D. Dzialowich, .M. Krell and
Shmuel Zelinger participated. All favored the proposal and a
committee of the following people was created: Dr. A. Bram,
Isaiah Granek, H. Wexler, Shmuel Zelinger, J. Markowich, .M.
Epstein, [.M. Krell, Isaac Sterenzis and F. Shpiro.
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The inability of the kehillah administration to elect an
Executive Board was discussed in an article by Wolf
Sheinwexler. He complimented the Jews of Czenstochowa for
their selection of representatives, but he deplored the
alignment of forces which prevented the kehillah from doing
any productive work.58

The Agudah and its allies this time publicly opposed the
intervention of the government in internal kehillah affairs.
But they also withdrew their support of the candidacy of Sh.
Goldstein for Chairman and Mendl Fogel for Vice Chairman of
the Kehillah’s Executive Board.

Since the supervisory authority had not approved the
choice of Chairman of the Executive Board, another meeting
of the Kehillah Executive Board was called on November 16,
1931, to elect a Chairman and Vice Chairman.5® The meeting
was opened by Sh. Goldstein, acting Chairman, who read a
letter from the local government authority starostwo.
According to this letter the meeting should have been called
for Friday, November 14, 1 p.m., but certain persons had
requested the starostwo to postpone it to Sunday the 16th.60

Dr. M. Mering, proposed that Sh. Goldstein be elected
Chairman and Shmuel Katz Vice Chairman of the Kehillah’s
Executive Board. But Goldstein immediately requested that
his name be withdrawn. His reason for this request was that
very soon after he had been elected certain individuals had
begun intrigues against him. He cited specifically the names of
I.M. Krell and A. Fogelboym, who had stated definitely that
Sh. Goldstein would not be approved by the government.

Sh. Goldstein stated further that a certain circle of people
were using all means to prevent his election to the office of
Chairman, and that they were at the same time slandering this
body of Jewish representatives itself. In view of these
attitudes and activities he categorically refused to be a
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candidate. The parness Philipowich then proposed that the
meeting be postponed for one week. W. Zieriker (Democrat)
was opposed to further postponement, stating that a leaderless
kehillah administration was a threat to the very existence of
the kehillah. He pointed out that the mikvah was in danger of
being sold at auction because the kehillah could not pay the
debts on the building. Moreover, the interim period between
one administration and the next had further aggravated the
whole situation.

Since no other candidates were proposed, the Chairman put
Philipowich’s motion to a vote and it was adopted, 7 votes to
2. The next meeting was set for November 23.6!

The election of a chairmanship thus remained at a
standstill. The Agudah-Democratic group and their supporters
now demanded the election of a Chairman and Vice Chairman
on their own terms, that is, that the Chairman should be a
Democrat and the Vice Chairman an Agudah member.

The first victim of these party deals and personal ambitions
was the kehillah economy. No concrete actions whatever were
taken in this regard. Outside of a few formal matters the
administration did nothing. For all practical purposes the
Czenstochowa kehillah remained without responsible
leadership.

The postponed meeting of the Kehillah Council and
Executive Board took place on Sunday, November 23rd. On
the agenda again was the single point of electing a
Chairmanship of the Executive Board. Commissioner Ziemba
was present, representing the supervisory authority. The
meeting had been called for 8 p.m., but did not begin on
time. At 8:30 those present appealed to the government
representative to agree to the opening of the meeting. Ziemba
replied that they should telephone M. Fogel and ask him to
come to the meeting. This was done and Fogel arrived at
8:45.
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The meeting was opened by Sh. Goldstein who gave the
floor to the government representative. Ziemba stated that he
had not come to the meeting to influence the elections but to
request that the meeting produce results. The elections were
then held and Sh. Goldstein was again chosen, seven votes to
five for Wolf Zieriker. 62

“Ziemba then spoke again and among other things he said
that since the reelected Shmuel Goldstein had already
declined to serve in his elected position, and since the
Ministry had not confirmed him, he regarded the elections as
a kind of demonstration. As the representative of the
government he did not recognize the elections and requested
the Chairman to order new elections.” 63

After Ziemba had made this statement, Dr. M. Mering
proposed that the meeting be recessed so that they might
confer on the new situation. The chair thereupon called a
brief recess. As it later turned out, the Mizrachi, Zionist,
Artisans and Small Merchants representatives left the meeting.
Only Dr. Mering remained, who made the following
declaration:

“We have considered the words of Mr. Ziemba. We have
seriously taken the situation into account and have come to
the conclusion that before one turns over the property of a
large kehillah one must give serious thought to the hands it is
being turned over to. The majority demands Sh. Goldstein. It
is not my purpose to defend him. He will find better
defenders than me. But I must say that Sh. Goldstein
accepted the mandate under strong pressure from the Jewish
public. This is not a demonstration. We do not have anyone
or anything to demonstrate against. The election of Mr.
Goldstein is a necessity for us. We represent 90% of the
Jewish population and they demand Sh. Goldstein. He is a
man who has served his community for more than ten years
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and he is a tested community leader.

“The starostwo itself, in a letter to Sh. Goldstein,
emphasized his many and worthy services for the Jewish
community. But since Mr. Ziemba has declared these elections
invalid, and since we see no other suitable candidate, we
cannot participate in the further course of the elections.” 64

In response to this Ziemba stated that Dr. Mering was
misinterpreting his words. He had not declared the elections
invalid. He had only referred to the above letter of the
Ministry. Dr. Mering replied: ‘““Since we do not know the
reasons why Shmuel Goldstein was not approved, it is possible
that this was due to certain formalities.” Dr. Mering then left
the meeting.

Then came W. Zieriker’s statement that Sh. Goldstein’s
withdrawal should be interpreted as a resignation. Zieriker
specifically asked Sh. Goldstein if he declined to accept the
position, but he made it clear that in any case Sh. Goldstein
would not be confirmed. To this Sh. Goldstein replied that
Zieriker’s statement itself made it impossible for him to
accept the presidency.

New elections could not be held because of the absence of
a quorum and the meeting was postponed to November 30, 7
p.m.65 The meeting on November 30 also had to be
postponed for lack of a quorum and another date was set for
Sunday, December 6th. 66

In the meantime the deadline for the budget estimates for
1932 was approaching. Since the new Council and Executive
Board were not yet functioning the government ordered the
old administration to work out a budget. It was discussed at
the meeting of December 6. After the meeting was opened by
H. Wexler, the secretary F. Blumenkrantz read the order of
the starostwo regarding the preparation of budget figures for
the government.

—60—



THE YEARS 1930-31

Sh. Goldstein reported on the content of the budget,
explaining the income and expense figures. The Chairman
then stated that because of the short time remaining for
presenting the budget to the government, and because a new
Executive Board was not vyet functioning, the old
administration had not properly worked out the budget. He
proposed that the same figures be used as had been used in
1931.

A discussion developed around this proposal and several
representatives suggested that an appeal be made to the
government for an extension of time. As a result of this
exchange of opinion the proposal was adopted to duplicate
the budget of 1931, except for a 20% reduction in
expenditures. The reduction was to be worked out in detail
by the Executive Board (with the following representatives
coopted): H. Wexler, D. Dzialowich, H. Weinstock, I.M.
Zilberberg, M. Fogel and W. Piotrokowsky. At this time the
shechita fee was also discussed and the matter was referred to
the Executive Board. ¢7

In the press reports from December 4, 1931 to the end of
the year there is no evidence that a chairmanship of the
Kehillah Executive Board was ever elected.

ACTIVITIES OF THE KEHILLAH ADMINISTRATION®8

One of the projects in the kehillah budget was aid to the
unemployed. The general economic crisis in the country had
forced many Jewish enterprises to close and their workers and
office employees were left without work. On the matter of
aid the kehillah had to reach an understanding with the
general Polish committee for aid to the unemployed, in order
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to determine how much help the Jewish unemployed could
get from that source. The kehillah on its part had to
contribute a portion of the assistance to the Jewish
unemployed.

Another activity of the kehillah administration was a
formal one. The kehillah, despite its internal differences and
disputes, remained for the outside world the representative of
the Jewish community. As such its duty was to safeguard
Jewish interests and react to anti-Semitic manifestations and
physical attacks by Poles on Jews.

On November 19, 1931 a special meeting of the Kehillah
Council and Executive Board took place at which the
anti-Jewish incidents in the city and the steps the kehillah
should take were discussed. The following protest resolution
was adopted:

1. The Council and Executive Board declare that despite
the vigorous actions of the police, deplorable anti-Jewish
excesses have taken place, during which several passersby were
beaten and windows in Jewish homes and in the Jewish
gymnazye building were broken. The synagogue was
desecrated by the breaking of a score of windows.

2. The Council and Executive Board vigorously protest
these incidents, as well as similar unprovoked attacks on the
peaceful Jewish population in a number of Polish cities. The
Council and Executive Board emphasize that responsibility for
this lies not only with the gangs of young people that began
the shameful attacks on Jewish youth in the high schools, but
to an even greater degree with those elements in society
which make political capital out of agitation and incitement.

3. The Council and Executive Board appeal to the
government authorities to put an end to this incitement and
these anti-Jewish excesses which have continued for two
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weeks and which threaten the lives and property of Jewish
citizens.

4, The Council and Executive Board express their
sympathy to the victims and commend the peaceful and
dignified conduct of the Jewish population. 70
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CHAPTER 3

THE YEAR 1932

ELECTIONS TO THE KEHILLAH OFFICES

The unsuccessful attempts to elect a chairmanship led to a
critical situation in the kehillah’s administration. It could not
manage its everyday affairs effectively and it had no wish to
take on any new functions. The administrative organs of the
kehillah did not work properly and there was no initiative for
getting new plans under way. Nor did the retiring
administration have any desire to ease the burden of the
incoming one.

This situation grew even worse when in April 1932, eleven
months after the elections. it became known that the
supervisory authority had invalidated the election of the
chairmanship of the Kehillah Council.! This further obstructed
the normal functioning of the kehillah organs. On the other
hand, certain political factions like the Zionists, and to some
extent the Mizrachi, saw in this act of the supervisory
authority a ray of hope for their own activities, programs,
budgetary plans, etc. These groups hoped that other elements
would appear from within the opposition parties who would
cooperate with them for the general good.?
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The decision of the supervisory authority (government)
compelled the kehillah administration to call special meetings
of the Kehillah Council and Executive Board to hold new
elections for a chairmanship. These meetings were called for
Sunday, April 24, one at 4 p.m., the other at 6 p.m. The
general feeling was optismistic that this time the elections
would result advantageously for the Jewish community of
Czenstochowa.3

At the meeting of the Council the mood was indeed a
cheerful one. The elections resulted in surprises which
justified the hope that this time suitable officials would be
elected and that the kehillah organs would finally begin once
more to work as they should. (The parnassim Nathan Kohn
(Zionist) and Z. Markovitch (Democrat) were not present.)

The meeting at which a representative of the government
was present was opened by the acting chairman of the
Executive Board, Sh. Goldstein, who explained the purpose of
this meeting and proceeded to the election of a Chairman.
The results were: H. Wexler (Mizrachi), 7 votes; Nathan Kohn
(Zionist), 4 votes; S. Kohn, (Assimilationist), 3 votes, and two
blank ballots. After these elections Sh. Goldstein called a five
minute recess and then elections were held for Vice Chairman,
with the following results: N. Kohn, 7 votes; I. M. Krell, 3
votes. The Zionists and Democrats abstained from voting.4

Dr. Bram (Zionist) explained, after the conclusion of the
elections, that since he knew that N. Kohn would not accept
the post, and since the meeting had been called only for the
election of a Chairman, and not a Vice Chairman, he
therefore proposed that the election of a Vice Chairman be
postponed for another meeting. To this the chairman replied
that since the meeting was a legal one, and since Dr. Bram did
not have a written statement from N. Kohn about his
declination, he could therefore not accept Dr. Bram’s
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statement as a legal basis for his proposal.

Evidently, the Chairman’s rejection of this proposal was
motivated by his wish to maintain the results of the election,
i.e., the election of H. Wexler as Chairman of the Kehillah
Council. By this means he also tried to strengthen the
Mizrachi position in the kehillah administration. Dr. Bram
then explained that he assumed full responsibility for his
statement about N. Kohn’s unwillingness to accept the
position. He insisted that the election of a Vice Chairman be
postponed for another meeting, and that the matter could not
be left as it was. He maintained that the crises created by the
elections had made it impossible for the kehillah
administration to function properly and that this only
brought harm to the Jewish population of the city. The
Chairman, however, still refused to accept Dr. Bram’s proposal
and adjourned the meeting.5

After a recess of an hour the Executive Board proceeded to
its elections. Sh. Goldstein, who conducted the meeting,
explained that the only point on the agenda was the election
of a Chairman. The government representative, Ziemba, took
the floor and explained the reasons for the non-confirmation
of the previous elections; he asked further that at this meeting
a Chairman definitely be elected. Ziemba explained that the
parnassim should keep in mind that the results of the previous
election were invalidated only for formal reasons.

These elections had the following result: Sh. Goldstein, 8
votes; J. Rosenberg, 4 votes. (The Democrats and Agudah
voted for the latter.) After a short recess, elections for Vice
Chairman were held, with the following results: B. Zieriker
(Mizrachi), 7 votes; M. Fogel (Agudah), 4 votes; Wolf Zieriker,
(Democrat), 1 vote.

The government representative asked the Chairman to
inquire of the elected candidates whether they accepted the

.
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office. The Chairman replied that the law did not require such
a procedure. The government representative then requested
that the Chairman’s reply be noted in the minutes, and the

meeting was adjourned.

The results of the election created a stir in the city and
revealed unmistakably whom the Jews of Czenstochowa
trusted. It was a declaration that Czenstochowa Jewry wished
to entrust its interests to tried and experienced community
leaders. The Jewish population had the right to hope that the
government would take into account the results of the
elections and approve Sh. Goldstein, who had now been
elected for the second time, as Chairman of the Kehillah
Executive Board.

The only thing lacking now to complete a full kehillah
administration was the agreement of the elected candidate N.
Kohn to take over the office of Vice Chairman of the
Council, a post which Dr. Bram had said N. Kohn would not
accept.® To this end a meeting of the Kehillah Council was
called for Tuesday, June 7, 1932, 6 p.m.” In the absence of
Sh. Goldstein, the meeting was opened by N. Kohn, who
announced a one-point agenda - the election of a Vice
Chairman. N. Kohn expressed astonishment that no attention
was paid to Dr. Bram’s statement concerning his (Kohn’s)
unwillingness to serve as Vice Chairman.

This meeting, too, was attended by a government
representative, Niewiadomski, who advised the parnassim
present that they must give serious consideration whom
they were going to elect. Niewiadomski made it clear that the
government would not confirm “improper” people. Dr. Bram
asked Niewiadomski to provide a list of these “improper”
individuals for the guidance of the Council. The representative
replied that he could not supply these names and indicated
that the kehillah members should be able to deduce this for
themselves.
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This hint led F. Shpiro to propose a three minute recess to
allow the members to confer on this matter. After the recess,
the elections were held, with these results: A. Warshawski
(Mizrachi) was elected Vice Chairman with ten votes. There
were four blank ballots and two abstentions. (Dr. J.
Markowitch and H. Wexler were absent.) Predictably, the
majority voted for a candidate of the previous administration.
The negative votes were cast by the representatives of the
Piltzer hassidim and the Agudah; the Democrats abstained
from voting.8

It appeared that with the result of this election the
problem of a Kehillah Executive Board was solved and that
the Jews of Czenstochowa would finally have the leadership
they wanted. The supervisory authority (government),
however, took another view of this matter. Shortly thereafter,
the kehillah organs were notified by the starostwo that the
Ministry of Education had not confirmed the election of Sh.
Goldstein as Chairman of the Executive Board nor of Berish
Zieriker as Vice Chairman®.

This news, of course, aroused a great deal of resentment in
the city. The Jewish population had assumed that the
supervisory authority (government) would take into account
the wishes and opinions of the Jewish voters and eventually
confirm the abovementioned candidates. The resentment was
even sharper because it was obvious that behind the decision
of the Ministry lay the backstage maneuvers and intrigues of
certain individuals and political factions who were more
concerned about their personal ambitions than about the
interests of the community.

Since, however, without the approval of the Ministry the
kehillah could not even begin to function, new elections were
again scheduled for Thursday, June 30, 1932, 6 p.m. That
meeting was opened by Sh. Goldstein. The starostwo
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representative called attention to the fact that this was the
third time that elections of a chairmanship were being held,
and that if the individuals elected at the present meeting were
not confirmed by the Ministry, he would nominate a
Chairman himself.

Sh. Goldstein, in his reply, ably defended the position of
the kehillah parnassim. He emphasized that the representatives
of the Jewish population were entitled to their own choice of
candidates and did not have to accept a candidate foisted
upon them.10

Dr. Mering, (Zionist), requested a recess of ten minutes,
and after the recess he read the following statement: “The
Mizrachi-Zionist grouping takes the position that the only
adequate candidate for Chairman of the kehillah in
Czenstochowa is Sh. Goldstein. In voting for this candidate
the majority was acting in accordance with the wishes of the
largest section of the Jewish population, which supports this
candidate unconditionally. But since Sh. Goldstein was not
confirmed by the supervisory authority (government) and
since we see no other candidate who can be entrusted with
the proper management of the community funds, and who
can adequately represent the Jewish population of our city,
we find it impossible to take part in today’s elections.”!1

A similar statement was read by D. Dzialowitch in the
name of the Artisan’s faction, who indicated that his group
would cast blank ballots.12

The elections that were then held produced the following
results:

For Chairman, Jacob Rosenberg, 4 votes; one vote invalid;
the rest, blank ballots. For Vice Chairman, M. Fogel, 4 votes;
W. Zieriker, 1 vote; the rest, blank ballots.

This outcome again showed the extent of the opposition of
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the Jews of Czenstochowa to the candidates whom the
government was trying to foist upon them.

After the elections, Dr. Mering declared that the
Zionist-Mizrachi faction was in disagreement with the
outcome of the voting because the man elected as Chairman
was far removed from Jewish communal life and had no
experience in leading a kehillah administration. As evidence
Dr. Mering cited the number of votes cast for J. Rosenberg--
four out of the twelve Executive Board members entitled to
vote.

After this statement J. Rosenberg announced that he would
not accept the office and appealed to the Zionists to vote for
W. Zieriker as Chairman of the Executive Board, and that in
return the Democrats would vote for the candidate of the
Zionists for Vice Chairman. He stipulated, however, that the
Zionists should make no prior agreements with their allies, the
Artisans. (He added this stipulation because he knew there
was an agreement between he Artisans and the Zionists that
in the event a Zionist was elected Chairman, the Vice
Chairmanship would go to the Artisans.) A prior
understanding with the Artisans would have nullified J.
Rosenberg’s proposal and he hoped to prevent it. The
Zionists, however, rejected his proposal; they refused to break
this agreement with the Artisans to work together in the
kehillah administration.

The course of these last elections was the subject of an
article, “The FElection Comedy in the Kehillah,” by an
anonymous author. The writer criticized the government for
its approach to the election results. He pointed out that the
economic crisis then raging in the country, the anti-Jewish
excesses, and many other problems then burdening the general
population, and the Jews in particular, should have been the
main concern of the government, not the election of a
Chairman or Vice Chairman of the Jewish kehillah.
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The government’s interest in this matter was not motivated
by concern for the welfare of the Jewish community, he said;
quite the contrary. it could bring only harm, because the men
whom the supervisory authority preferred at the head of the
kehillah were not equipped to run that institution. The writer
lauded the parnassim who had acted with dignity as
representatives of the Jewish community, especially the
Zionist-Mizrachi bloc which openly opposed the elections. The
writer’s barbs were mainly directed at the representative of
the Small Merchants, who had broken his agreement with the
Zionists and engaged in intrigue against them.

This article made it clear that J. Rosenberg’s proposition to
the Zionists would have been carried out at the expense of his
allies, the Agudah, once again revealing an irresponsible
attitude toward agreements whenever political expediency
seemed more important.13

The result of the elections compelled the government to
call still another meeting for the purpose of electing a
Chairmanship of the Kehillah Executive Board. The interest in
this meeting, held July 10, 1932, is shown by the large
number of visitors who came to the session. A representative
of the government was again present. Sh. Goldstein opened
the meeting and announced a two-point agenda: the election
of a Chairman and of a Vice Chairman.

A. E. Shenfeld proposed the following resolution: 1)
Whereas the supervisory authority had not approved the
election of Sh. Goldstein, and 2) whereas there was no other
candidate capable of leading the Czenstochowa Jewish
community, and who therefore had the moral right to
represent it, and 3) whereas, with the present composition of
the Executive Board, no other candidate had the requisite
authority which the Chairman of a kehillah like Czenstochowa
should have, and 4) whereas. despite the 14 months which
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had passed since the elections, and despite the 12 meetings
which had been held, it had proved impossible to put together
a viable leadership, a situation which made it impossible for
the kehillah administration to go on with its normal work.

“Therefore, the Executive Board appeals to the supervisory
authority (government) to dissolve this present Executive
Board which does not possess the elementary attributes for
normal activity, and orders the Council to conduct new
elections.”14

The proposal was seconded by Dr. Mering. Speaking in
opposition to it were J. Rosenberg and M. Fogel, probably
because they were afraid that in a new election they would
not win. Their action was ample evidence as to what the Jews
of Czenstochowa could expect from such leadership. These
two felt even stronger in their opposition to the resolution
when the government representative did not permit A. E.
Shenfeld’s proposal to come to a vote, but demanded that the
meeting continue with the announced agenda.ls

Thus, in the election which followed, J. Rosenberg was
elected Chairman with 7 votes. The Zionist-Mizrachi faction
abstained from voting. Dr. Mering then made the following
statement; ““....J. Rosenberg is incompetent and lacks the
proper qualifications to be Chairman of the Kehillah
Executive Board. This became evident during the 14 months
since the first elections and the 12 meetings that were held to
elect a Chairman. The number of votes for J. Rosenberg were
always four. The present seven votes were not given to him
because of his personal qualities but rather as a result of the
ideological collapse of several parnassim who were unwilling
to extend the existing crisis any longer and who voted against
their own convictions. I therefore demand the invalidation of
the elections.”

Dr. Mering’s proposal, however, was not adopted.
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B. Gewertzman was elected Vice Chairman with six votes,
not counting his own. M. Fogel received five votes, including
his own.16

Public opinion on these elections were expressed in a
stormy article by an anonymous author, “Will the Kehillah
Comedy ever come to an End?” The writer dwells particularly
on the fact that J. Rosenberg was elected by an artificial
majority, while the Vice Chairman could not even get that
kind of majority. This showed that the agreement between
the Democrats and Agudah was not dictated by mutual
interests beneficial to the community but by personal
ambitions.

In an open letter from the Piltzer Hasid, Hayim Dan
Lipshitz, to Leyzer Rosenbaum, Lipshitz accuses Rosenbaum
of breaking the adopted decisions of the Piltzer Hassidim.
According to these decisions L. Rosenbaum should not have
voted with the Agudah and the Democrats in order to elect J.
Rosenberg as Chairman. H. D. Lipshitz further accused L.
Rosenbaum of acting in his own interests, forgetting the
responsibilities placed upon him. He demanded that L.
Rosenbaum draw the proper conclusions from this “‘violation
of his word.”17

Also opposed to the elections was Zvi Mintz, in an article
called, “Shloshoh Sheochlu ..veyn Beyneyhem Divrey
Torah.” (three who ate - and not a word of Torah passed
between them.) In this article he hints at three men in the
kehillah who were responsible for J. Rosenberg’s election.

In an article, “Their Shame,” by I-L., the author argues
that J. Rosenberg’s activity in the kehillah would bring only
negative results. An article by L. Feigenbaum in the same vein
appeared under the title, “Finita la Comedia.”

As expected, the supervisory authority (government)
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approved these elections. The leading officials of the kehillah
thus became: Chairman of the Kehillah Council, H. Wexler,
(Mizrachi); Vice Chairman of the Kehillah Council, Anshel
Warshawski, (Mizrachi); Chairman of the Executive Board, J.
Rosenberg, (Democrat); Vice Chairman of the Executive
Board, B. Gewertzman, (Radomsker Hasid).!8

The newly elected administrative bodies called a meeting
for Friday, October 21, 2 p.m. to take over the kehillah funds
from the previous administration.!® This meeting was
attended by the government Commissioner for Jewish Affairs,
Ziemba. The meeting was opened by the Vice Chairman of
the outgoing Executive Board, N. Kohn, and the agenda
consisted of several points to “transfer control to the new
administration,” plus two formalities.

The secretary of the kehillah, Shmuel Wien, read the
treasurer’s report, which showed a cash balance of 64 zlotys
and 80 groshen, and approximately 200,000 zlotys in debts;
in addition, there were about 5000 zlotys in promissory notes
from the Rescue Committee.20

The Chairman of the Council, H. Wexler, introduced a
proposal to express thanks to the retiring Chairman, Sh.
Goldstein, for his 15 years of service on behalf of the
community. As a mark of recognition he proposed that Sh.
Goldstein’s portrait be hung in the kehillah building. Dr. S.
Kohn (Assimilationist) spoke against Wexler’s proposal and
moved that it be tabled for another meeting. But the proposal
was put to a vote and approved, 14 to 2, the negative votes
being those of S. Kohn and W. Zieriker. The newly elected
Chairman of the Executive Board, J. Rosenberg, abstained
from voting.

This painfully unpleasant incident again made it clear that
this whole matter was personal, not communal. After these
two formalities, J. Rosenberg took over the Chair.2! At this
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very first meeting conducted by the new administration it was
clear what direction was going to be taken. The antagonism of
the new administration to the old one was obvious from the
beginning. Proposals made by parnassim of the old
administration were rejected out of hand, without discussion.

The Chairman asked the representatives present to help him
in his work for the community. He noted that the meeting
was taking place on Hoshanah Rabah. a day when Jews
traditionally ask for help. He assured the representatives that
he would make every possible effort to be objective and
impartial in dealing with the problems facing the incoming
administration. He greeted the representative of the
government, Ziemba, and appealed to the members of the
press who were present to help him in his work.22 Because of
the late hour the meeting was adjourned until Monday, the
first day after the holiday.

THE NEW KEHILLAH ADMINISTRATION

At a meeting of the Kehillah Executive Board on November
9, 1932, the following decisions were reached: (1) To secure a

loan of 7000 zlotys in order to make the last payment to the
Czenstochowa Credit Society. (The opposition pointed out
that this decision was not legal because only the Council had
the legal right to decide on loans.) (2) To connect the Old
Synagogue with the city’s sewer system. (3) To take up A. E.
Shenfeld’s proposal at the next meeting to allocate 10,000
zlotys for aid to the poor. (4) To conduct the meetings in
Yiddish and Hebrew, as well as Polish.23

The last point was adopted after the Zionist-Mizrachi
faction demanded that the minutes of the meetings be kept in
Yiddish and Hebrew.24 The Democrat-Agudah majority tried
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to defeat the proposal on grounds of economy. However.
since it became evident during the discussion that the expense
involved would carry no weight in defeating the motion, the
Democrat-Agudah faction changed its argument to the
difficulty of keeping a bilingual set of minutes. In actual
practice, this did not prove to be an obstacle to conducting
the meetings in both languages.

A lively discussion took place around the question of “who
is entitled to sign in the name of the kehillah,” as well as who
would determine the kehillah expenditures. The Zionist
faction demanded that every document must have two
signatures, as required by law. Mizrachi amended this motion
to four signatures, two of which must be Mizrachi or Artisan.
In addition, the opposition demanded that expenditures be
made only by decision of the Kehillah Council and the
Executive Board, and not merely by the Chairman of the
Executive Board. This motion was tabled by a vote of six to
five.

THE BUDGET FOR 1933

At the meeting of the Kehillah Council on Thursday,
November 10, the Chairman, H. Wexler, informed the
parnassim that the supervisory authority (government) had
asked the kehillah administration to present the budget for
the year 1933. H. Wexler explained, however, that he could
do nothing in that regard because the Executive Board had
not even begun to discuss the question of the budget. In the
government’s request it was also stated that if the budget
were not completed in time, every member of the Council
would be fined 100 zlotys.?
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Parnass Z. Shtiller, in the same vein, said that the Kehillah
Council could not be held responsible for the fact that the
budget had not yet been discussed, because the Council had
not yet received the budget proposals from the Executive
Board. Z. Shtiller appealed to the parnassim to report on how
far the work on the budget had progressed.

Dr. Mering replied that he and A. E. Shenfeld had asked
the Chairman of the Executive Board to begin work on the
budget but that, unfortunately, nothing had as yet been done.
Both men said they did not know the reasons for the
Chairman’s lack of action on this; the whole matter, they
said, was incomprehensible to them.

A discussion developed around this point. The parnassim Z.
Shtiller, F. Shpiro and Dr. Bram sharply criticized the
Executive Board for its neglect of the budget. M. Fogel,
(Agudah) attempted to defend the Executive Board but his
reasons were unconvincing and he was not successful in
absolving the Board of its responsibility.26

Several parnassim criticized the Executive Board for its
practices, making the accusation that behind the Board stood
“a super-body which governed as it pleased.” These parnassim
fixed the responsibility for preparing the budget squarely on
the Executive Board. Z. Shtiller proposed that the Council
request the Executive Board to present the budget in the
shortest possible time. (It is interesting that this motion was
supported by the Agudah representative, I. M. Krell.)??

Z. Shtiller’s proposal was adopted. “The Council requests
that the Executive Board present the budget at the earliest
possible moment.”’28
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MEETING OF THE EXECUTIVE BOARD
CONCERNING THE BUDGET

At a meeting of the Kehillah Executive Board, the newly
elected Chairman, J. Rosenberg, who took office on October
24, 1932, expressed the hope that there would be complete
cooperation between all the factions in the kehillah on behalf
of the Jews of Czenstochowa. He noted the difficulties
encountered in setting up the budget for 1933, especially the
government’s stipulation that it must be ready no later than
December 1, 1932.29

Two commissions were elected, one to work out the budget
figures, the other to establish the etat, the kehillah tax. (The
first commission contained representatives of all the groupings
in the Executive Board.) The efat commission met and
proposed a minimum tax of 5 zlotys and a maximum of 750.
At the next meeting of the Executive Board this commission
already reported that it had worked out the tax for that part
of the Jewish population with family names from A To J.

After they made their report A. E. Shenfeld spoke against
increasing the tax levied against certain taxpayers. Since,
however, an appeal was possible against an assessment, the
proposed list was approved with the announcement that the
appeal period would be seven days.30

A number of other commissions were set up to supervise
the transfer of the kehillah funds.

THE DISCUSSION AROUND THE BUDGET FOR 1933

(This report was introduced by the majority of the budget
commission.)
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ETAT: The estimated income was reduced by 75,000
zlotys. Estimated income: 60,000 zlotys.

CEMETERY: Estimated income from cemetery (from lots
and gravestones) was increased from 15,000 zlotys in 1932 to
35,000 in 1933.

OLD SYNAGOGUE: This estimated income was increased
from 15,000 zlotys to 20,000. A. E. Shenfeld proposed that
an understanding be reached with the gabaiim of the Old
Synagogue. but his proposal was defeated.

BUREAU OF VITAL STATISTICS: Estimated income,
15,000 zlotys. A discussion arose around this. Sh. Goldstein
proposed that all the records of the Jewish population should
be concentrated in the kehillah offices, in order to avoid the
problem that had resulted heretofore. (This was a reference to
the procedures in the city offices.) This proposal was also
defeated.

MIKVAH: Estimated income, 40,000 zlotys, as compared
to 30,000 for 1932. This figure was increased against the
votes of the Zionist-Mizrachi faction.

SHECHITA: Estimated income raised from 150,000 to
200,000 zlotys. Dr. Mering opposed this, stating that the
figure should be decreased by 25%. He based this on the
decrease in the etat, a tax paid mainly by the wealthier
sections of the population, whereas all sections of the
population benefited from the shechita. Social justice
required, he said, that the payments for shechita therefore be
reduced.’!

At a further meeting of the budget commission the
Zionist-Mizrachi faction again demanded the reduction of fees
from shechita by 25%. In order. however, that the kehillah
would not suffer a loss, the faction proposed that the
shochtim be put on salary rather than treated as partners in a
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45 to 50 percent share of the shechita income. This proposal,
too, was defeated by the Agudah-Democrat majority.

Sh. Goldstein then proposed that 60% of the salary of the
shochtim be put into the budget as permanent compensation,
and that 40% be held in escrow until the actual income from
shechita was received. This proposal was defeated.

As an addendum to “Wages of Shochtim’ it was decided to
insert the estimated sums, as had been done heretofore, but
with the following condition: 15% of the wages paid to the
shochtim would be withheld, but this amount would be
reinstated if the shechita income reached 200,000 zlotys
during the year.

NEW SYNAGOGUE: (Di Daytshe Shul). This item had
always appeared in the budget under the heading of expense
for synagogues. The Chairman now proposed that the
expenditures for this synagogue should hereafter be placed
under the heading of “Subsidies.” Opposed to this proposal
were Sh. Goldstein, Dr. Mering and A.E. Shenfeld, on the
grounds that the New Synagogue was of a sufficiently
representative character in the community and therefore
merited full support, not merely a subsidy.

The question raised by the Chairman, whether this
synagogue was formally the property of the kehillah, could
have no bearing at all in changing the nature of the
expenditure, and consequently in allocating budgetary funds.
The three parnassim further argued that the New Synagogue
was the spiritual property of all the Jews of Czenstochowa
and must be treated equally with the other synagogues in the
city.

M. Fogel opposed this view. He held that no subsidy at all
should be given to this synagogue because it discriminated in
granting permission to perform the marriage ceremony. M.
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Fogel complained also that the manager of the New
Synagogue had refused to admit a representative of the
kehillah to one of its meetins.

A reserve of 3400 zlotys was also inserted in the budget for
the community Rav, although the opposition complained that
the economic situation of the kehillah did not permit this.
The Zionist-Mizrachi faction maintained that if his salary were
indeed to be increased, other officials should also be included
in a similar increase.

MEETING OF THE KEHILLAH COUNCIL

At a meeting of the Kehillah Council Dr. A. Bram protested
against making the efat list public before the Council had
approved it. The Chairman of the Executive Board defended
himself against this protest on the grounds that there was no
relevant legal procedure. F. Shpiro replied that there was. The
Chairman apologized and explained that he had not known
about this, and that he had done it in order to hasten the
preparation of the budget so as to avoid the penalty
announced by the government.32

Dr. Bram refused, however, to accept J. Rosenberg’s
explanation and insisted that the Chairman of the Kehillah
Board must be familiar with the laws and regulations. During
this discussion a verbal exchange took place between Sh.
Goldstein and M. Fogel. The former said that publication of
the etat list without the prior approval of the Council had
nothing to do with expediting the preparation of the budget,
and that the conduct of the present administration was a
result of the disorder in the present kehillah; that the previous
administration had based itself on law and had coordinated
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the work between the Council and the Executive Board.

Sh. Goldstein was supported by H. Wexler, who stated that
he had written several letters to the Executive Board about
the budget but had received no reply. Further, he said, the
request of the Executive Board to approve the budget in three
days was an impossible one, that a project which had taken
the Board six months to complete could hardly be approved
by the Council in three days.

Dr. Bram therefore proposed an adjournment of the
meeting until Tuesday, so that the Council members might
have time to familiarize themselves with the budget figures.
The Chairman of the Executive Board stated that he had sent
copies of the budget to the various factions, amd suggested
that the debate be postponed until Wednesday. He also
suggested that the Chairman of the Council ask the
supervisory authority for an extension of time to draw up the
budget.

At a further meeting of the Council Dr. Bram asked H.
Wexler what kind of reply he had received from the authority
to this question, and it appeared that the new date was
January 2, 1933.

At this meeting, also, J. Rosenberg expressed himself
concerning the difficult conditions under which he had to
administer the kehillah. A contributing factor to the constant
lack of funds were the anti-Jewish excesses in Czenstochowa.
Merchants and artisans were losing income and could not
meet their financial responsibilities to the community. He
listed the following assets of the kehillah: the mikvah, the
Trade School, the Old Synagogue, the Halutz Farm and the
cemetery.

Liabilities were: 87,000 zlotys, which included 15,000
zlotys in salaries to officials; 27,000 for taxes; 10,000 for
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social payments; 11,500 for boiler in mikvah; 6500 in notes;
2500 for water and sewage; 3000, miscellaneous.33

J. Rosenberg was of the opinion that the etat estimate was
too low. In cities smaller than Czenstochowa the individual
assessment was more than 750 zlotys. He believed also that
the kehillah debt had been increased by the previous
administration when it had paid out 20,000 zlotys in relief.
Sh. Goldstein replied that when he took over the kehillah
administration in 1925 he had also inherited debts, which he
repaid. He maintained that it was better to have a financial
deficit than a moral one; that the kehillah dare not get out of
its financial entanglements at the expense of the needs of the
poor.

He pointed out that he had always tried to pay the kehillah
officials, whereas the Kehilloth of Sosnowiec and Bendzin had
not completely paid all the salaries. He criticized the budget,
especially the estimated income from gravestones and the
Burial Society (Chevrah Kdushah). He introduced a votum
separatum and declared that the entire budget was unreal. He
spoke against support for the Bet Yaakov school so long as
nothing had been allocated for the Orphanage and the Old
Age Home. He said that the exaggerated estimate of income
had been used in order to justify the large expenditures. but
that he could not see where this income was going to come
from.

Dr. Mering stated that the estimated figures were too high.
At the same time as they raised the pensions of the officials
without any reason, they allocated ridiculously small sums for
the Keren Kayemeth and Keren Hayesod. F. Shpiro spoke in
the same vein. Dr. J. Markovitch (Democrat), replied that the
critics of the budget were aiming not so much at the budget
as at the Chairman of the Executive Board, J. Rosenberg.

In replying to Dr. Markowitch, Dr. Bram said that the
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Democrat-Agudah faction had deceived the population, and he
demanded that the representatives should study the budget
very seriously before handing it in to the government. He
regarded the present kehillah as a “‘golem.” I. M. Krell also
called the budget unrealistic. He said, however, that the
opposition, by its criticism, was trying to delay the approval
of the budget.

Z. Shtiller spoke against employing a dayan at 2000 zlotys
a year, because the rabbinate was not properly fulfilling its
duties in regard to the religious needs of the Jewish
population. His view was that because the kehillah is a
religious organ it should be all the more free of political
intrigues which besmirch the name of the kehillah. He
criticized Dr. Markowitch’s defense of J. Rosenberg. J.
Rosenberg, the leader of the Democratic faction, had stated
previously that he was opposed to an alliance with Agudah in
the kehillah, but had then gone ahead and formed such an
alliance with them.

Dr. S. Kohn (Assimilationist) said that the present kehillah
was like a child prodigy. To this Dr. Mering replied that it
was well known that child prodigies turn out to be idiots in
their old age. He was particularly critical of the estimate of
35,000 zlotys from gravestones. Since the fee on gravestones
was 10%, this figure would mean that 350,000 zlotys’ worth
of gravestones would have to be erected, which was an
unrealistic figure.

Opposing the budget estimates were also Sh. Katz
(Artisans) and 1. M. Zilberberg (Mizrachi).

At this meeting a statement was read from the local Rav in
which he requested that he not be drawn into the political
maneuverings in the kehillah.

A resolution was also adopted at this meeting protesting
the anti-Jewish excesses which were taking place in the city.
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FURTHER DEBATE ON THE BUDGET IN THE KEHILLAH

In the continuing discussion on the subject the
Zionist-Mizrachi representatives again spoke in opposition to
the proposed budget. Sh. Goldstein insisted that by using
income estimates which would never be realized the
Agudah-Democrat bloc was acting dishonestly toward the
Jewish population of Czenstochowa. He said that the present
administration was like a foreign growth on the body of the
Czenstochowa Jewish community and that it could not create
anything substantial. This became crystal clear, he said, in the
proposed budget which had been prepared by an artificial
majority.

Recalling his opposition to the subsidies which had been
granted to non-existing institutions only because they were
under the supervision of the Agudah, he pointed out that
there were in the city a number of community organizations
which were indeed struggling for existence but which were
not given subsidies. He charged that the Agudah institutions
existed only through the support of the Agudah members,
because no one else wished to support them. He cited other
institutions in the city which received less help from the
kehillah and yet managed to function.

These conditions, Sh. Goldstein continued, were a result of
the alliance formed by Agudah with the Democrats -- two
factions, both anti-Zionist, one strongly religious in name, the
other, assimilationist. He appealed especially to the
representatives of the assimilationists and the Democrats, Dr.
S. Kohn and Dr. Markowitch, not to allow the kehillah, which
should be an educational organ, to become a demoralizing
one. He expressed deep mistrust of the proposed budget.34

Dr. Bram, in the same vein, said that the sum of 80,000
zlotys for subsidies in the budget was evidently put in only to
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mislead the Jewish population, because the Aguda-Democrat
majority knew full well that such a sum would never be paid
out. He pointed out that during his term as a Councilman in
the Czenstochowa City Council he had fought for subsidies
for chedarim because if a certain segment of the Jewish
population needed and requested them it was the duty of a
Jewish councilman to fight for them.

But that was not the situation in the kehillah, which should
be an autonomous body. Dr. Bram believed that the activity
of the kehillah must encompass all Jewish institutions -
cultural, secular, scientific - and not only the religious. A
figure of 100 zlotys each for Keren Kayemeth and Keren
Hayesod could have been inserted only by men completely
out of touch with reality.35

At this meeting the shechitah question was discussed very
sharply by I. M. Zilberberg.36

The final debate on the budget took place on December
31.37 Among the speakers was F. Shpiro, who emphasized
the unreality of the budget figures.3® As an example he cited
the item of the cemetery. Like some of the other
representatives he believed that it was unreal to estimate an
income of 35,000 zlotys. He also criticized the employing of
a dayan, in his view, this function belonged to the Council,
not the Executive Board.

The Chairman of the Executive Board, he said, does not
consider the votes of the other representatives; he does
everything on his own, without taking into account the views
of the opposition. He was especially critical of Dr. Markovitch
for suggesting that “the screw would have to be applied” to
the population in order to collect the taxes to meet the
budget.

In this connection, F. Shpiro proposed the following: (1)
That the Executive Board be requested, in accordance with
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the regulations, and especially with point &8 of the
supplementary document of the Ministry of Education,
#4773/31, to make all disbursements on the basis of recorded
Executive Board decisions. (2) That the Executive Board be
requested to follow Article 22 of the regulations concerning
the organization of the Kehilloth, i.e., to conduct all the
business of the Kehillah collectively and not at personal
disposition of the Chairman of the Executive Board.3¥ These
proposals were tabled.

Dr. Mering deplored the fact that the management of the
Loan Society funds had been taken out of the experienced
hands of Sh. Goldstein.#0 “..Who knows whether the time
will not come when the question will arise: Is it only those
who manage such public funds who are guilty of the crime, or
is it not also the responsibility of those who permit their
money to be used in a way that leads inevitably to decline
and calamity for the local Jewish community?....”’4!

Dr. Bram maintained that the budget figures must be
changed in order to avoid illusions. He criticized the
representatives of the Artisans because they voted for raising
the fee on shechita. “How is it,” he asked, ‘“‘that you have
placed an additional burden on the artisans and
handicraftsmen themselves? You know full well that 10
‘groshen is not a trifling sum for a workingman.” Dr. Bram
stated that the budget must be objectively examined, because
the vital needs of the Jewish population of Czenstochowa
were at stake.4?

To all these charges of the opposition Chairman J.
Rosenberg replied that the deficit of the kehillah went back
to 1928, (the previous administration), because despite the
deficit they had continued to pay out subsidies. With this the
meeting adjourned, and the debate around the budget was
continued to Sunday, January 1, 1933.

-



NOTES CHAPTER 3

NG T N T S o e Y S o S G Sy N U
—= O O 00 N O U»n A W N = O

. It is assumed that the government did not approve the elections for

Chairman of the Council because it would have preferred a man
from the Agudah rather than from Mizrachi, because the former was
more conciliatory and inclined to the government’s program on the
kehillah.

UW. no. 16, April 15, 1932
UW. no. 17, April 20, 1932
UW. no. 18, April 29, 1932
ibid.,

. See above, Dr. Bram’s statement.
. UW. no. 23, June 3, 1932.

. UW. no. 24, June 9, 1932.

. UW. no. 26, June 24, 1932.

. Ibid.

. UW. no. 27, July 1, 1932.

. Ibid.

. Ibid.

. UW. no. 29, July 15, 1932.

. Ibid.

. Ibid.

. UW. no. 30, July 22, 1932.

. UW. no. 32, August 5, 1932.

. UW. no. 43, October 21, 1932.
. Ibid.

. UW. no. 44, October 28, 1932.
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22,

23,
24,

25.
26.
27

28.

29.
30.

The representatives of the Zionist press were barred from the
meetings of the Kehillah Executive Board and they therefore
strongly opposed its Chairman. His appeal to the press at this time
was mainly directed to the Zionist press.

UW. no. 46, October 28, 1932.

Dr. M. Mering made a motion to conduct the meetings also in
Hebrew, but the Chairman refused to put the motion to a vote.
Only after A.E. Shenfeld introduced a compromise motion to
conduct the meetings in Yiddish and Hebrew was the motion about
Hebrew adopted.

UW. no. 47, November 18, 1932.
Ibid.

Dr. S. Kohn (Assimilationist) was against the term “request” and
suggested the milder ‘“‘ask”. But Dr. Bram was opposed to this
because the kehillah, he said, is not a school for etiquette but a
governing body with a Council, Executive Board and regulations.
The Council supervises the Executive Board and has the right to
request from the latter that it do its work (duty). The law regulates
the right of the Chairman of the Executive Board and says that in
the kehillah administration the responsibility falls on all its members
and not on individuals.

UW. no. 47, November 18, 1932.
UW. no. 48, November 25, 1932.

In connection with the etat, the kehillah administration issued the
following appeal: “Announcement: The Executive Board of the
Jewish Kehillah in Czenstochowa announces that in accordance with
Article 13 of the regulations for the Jewish Kehilloth (Law No. 52
of May 5, 1928), the lists for etat and budget for the year 1933 are
open for public examination in the kehillah office, New Market 14,
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31
32.

from the 4th until the 11th of this month during office hours.”

During the above mentioned time the taxpayer has the right to

submit to the Kehillah’s Executive Board his written appeal. Claims

submitted after the above mentioned time will not be taken into
consideration.

Executive Board of the

Jewish Kehillah in

(Dated Dec. 2, 1932) Czenstochowa

UW. no. 50 and no. 51, December 9 and 16, 1932.

UW. no. 52, December 23, 1932. See also, above, the order of the
starostwo.

32A.This sum is contrary to a previous statement that the debts amount

33
34.

35.

36.

to 200,000 zlotys, unless the difference had been paid up. However,
there is no evidence for this.

UW. no. 51, December 16, 1932.

For more about the kehillah’s administration see A.E. Shenfeld’s
article, “The Dance around the Golden Calf,” UW. no. 53, Dec. 30,
1932, and A. Lazniaz, articles LO ZU HADEREKH “(this is not
the way”) UW. no. 1, January 6, 1933.

On that occasion the rights of a chairman were discussed. According
to Article 9, par. 500 of the government’s regulations, the functions
of a chairman are to conduct the meetings. Decisions must be made
by the Executive Board. Documents must be signed by the
Chairman and two Board members. Sh. Katz called attention to the
fact that the present Executive Board refused to permit the two
signatures.

Upon IM. Zilberberg’s objection to the shechita, M. Fogel,
(Agudah) said that even in the shochtim would not make payments
for the shechita it would still be kosher, provided the rabbinate
would not take the chalafim away from them. To this Sh. Goldstein
replied that according to the Shulchan Aruch a shoychet must be an
honest man. On the starostwo’s request to designate salaries for the
shochtim, M. Fogel suggested that the starostwa withdraw his
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37.

38.

39.

40.

request. M. Fogel also said that according to his knowledge the
Jewish population did not desire a lowering of the shechita fees.
This, of course, was not true.

This meeting was attended by Raphael Federman and a group of
Bundists, who came to listen to the debate on the budget. Members
of other groups were well represented among the public.

F. Shpiro based himself on J. Rosenberg’s words that the budget
was put together by a miracle. He also cited Sh. Katz, who
originally maintained that the budget figures were realistic and
legitimate, but later said that they were not.

During the debate the ideological differences between the various
parties became more and more evident. The Zionists accused the
Agudah of lacking ideas and stressed that religion was not the
Agudah’s monopoly.

The budget of the Jewish Relief Committee for the victims of the
crisis from No. 1, 1931 to May 1, 1932 was as follows:

RECEIPTS:

Monthly payments 7786.09 zlotys
Concert and Ball 319.29
Bank interest 2.26
Donations 1067.70
Collection Day 1870.40
Misc. 6.00
Total 11,051.74
DISBURSEMENTS:
Products 4424 .54 zlotys
Children’s food 770.00
Cash support to 220
persons 4021.00
Expenses 1181.85
Transfers 100.00
Cash balance 381.00
Cash in bank 173.35
Total 11,051.74

(UW. no. 19, May 6, 1932)
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41. (UW. no. 53, December 30, 1932
The#report from May 1 to June 29, 1932 was:

RECEIPTS:
Balance 554.35
Interest, bank 8.85
Donations 13.45
Repaid 50.00
Donations (?) 1149.57
Total 1776.22
DISBURSEMENTS:
Food 115.00
Expenses 453.80
Cash support 1207.42
Total 1776.22

(UW. no. 27, July 1, 1932)

42. Dr. M. Mering made a motion that the kehillah should designate
10,000 zlotys for loans to craftsmen and small merchants. Dr.
Mering called it a relief action because of the deteriorating
economic situation among the Jews.

G
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CHAPTER 4

The Year 1933

ACTIVITIES OF THE KEHILLAH

The first item on the agenda at this meeting was the matter
of F. Shpiro’s resolutions. Then J. Rosenberg and M. Fogel
spoke against the resolutions because, in their opinion, the
kehillah apparatus was functioning properly and no
restrictions should be placed upon it. Z. Shtiller opposed this
view. He maintained that since there were abuses in the
kehillah administration, the resolutions should be adopted.
A.E. Shenfeld, H. Wexler and M. Mering, spoke in favor of F.
Shpiro’s proposal. The motion, however, was not put to a
vote.

At this meeting, on motion of F. Shpiro, a special
committee was elected to consider the reduction of etat debts
for the years 1925-1931 by 50 percent.

A proposal to reduce the estimated budget figure for
shechita from 200,000 to 180,000 zlotys was defeated.! The
estimated figures of 35,000 zlotys for the cemetery and
40,000 zlotys for the mikvah were also left unchanged.?2

Thereupon, debate over the budget was closed, and the
kehillah issued the following announcement.3
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““The Executive Board of the Jewish Kehillah of
Czenstochowa announces that in accordance with Article 13
of the regulations concerning the organization of Jewish
Kehilloth (no. 52, May 5, 1928) the etat lists and the budget
for 1933 are available for examination in the kehillah office,
during office hours, from the 6th to the 13th of this month.

“During the above period, taxpayers have the right to file
written appeals to the Kehillah Executive Board. Appeals filed
after that date will not be considered. Executive Board.
Jewish Kehillah of Czenstochowa, January 5, 1933.

ACTIVITIES OF THE KEHILLA

Following is the report of the Chairman of the Executive
Board, J. Rosenberg, for the period October 21, 1932 to
February 28, 1933.4

Receipts
Zlotys Groshn

Etat 15,239 30
Shechita 54,256 87
Cemetery 323

Mikveh 8,272 30
Office 273 90
Bet Hamidrash 35

Loan from Manufacturers and

Merchants Society 3,000

Loan from Treasury of Relief Comm 3,008

Loan from Berish Zeriker 750

Loan from Wolf Zeriker 600

Loan from J. Rosenberg 1,661

Taxes on Pensions 2,401 70
From Jewish Cooperative Bank 1,254 1'%
From contributions 50

—100—



THE YEAR 1933

In connection with the above report a number of questions
were raised. For instance, the opposition Zionist-Mizrachi
minority asked the Chairman why so many of the taxpayers
had received rejections of their appeals not from the ETAT
Commission but from the Executive Board. The opposition
charged that the appeals were being considered solely by the
Executive Board majority, that is, that the minority was not
being invited to the meetings.>

On the shechita item a discussion developed around the
rejection of the request by the butchers that they not be
required to pay the fee of 7 Zlotys in cases where the cow
becomes treyfeh. The meeting to take up this matter, which
was held in the home of the Rav, and was attended by J.
Rosenberg and B. Gewertzman, did not result in any action
whatever.6

On the item of the mikvah the minority opposed the
majority proposal to raise the fee for Fourth Class, which was
used mostly by the poorest section of the population. The
opposition demanded that this fee be reduced. The minority
also opposed the majority proposal to abolish tipping. Their
opposition was based on the fact that this would reduce the
income of the attendants from 25 zlotys a week to 8 or 10,
which would be nowhere near a living wage. The minority
also objected to the fact that whereas the salaries of old
officials were being reduced, the current Executive Board was
hiring new officials.”

A stormy debate took place around the item of the 3000
zlotys taken from the Relief Committee. The opposition
demanded to know on what basis and by what right the
Executive Board had taken this sum of money from the
Relief Committee. The Chairman replied that it was not true
that this sum was borrowed by the new Board. On the
contrary, he said, this sum, part of a larger debt. was
inherited from the previous administration, and that he had
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paid part of the whole - of a debt of 6132 zlotys at the time
he took over the administration, the kehilla now owed the
Relief Committee 5794 zlotys.

The opposition demanded that the Council concern itself
with this matter and call a special meeting where the
Executive Board would give a full accounting. The opposition
pointed out that the 3000 zlotys was taken from the Relief
Committee between Dec. 27, 1932 and Feb. 20. 1933, long
after the present administration had assumed office.®

According to a further report on the activities of the
Kehillah Executive Board from Jan. 1 to June 15, 1933, which
was presented to the Kehillah Council, it became evident that
all the items in the budget showed a deficit. Cash on hand at
the closing date was 4 zlotys, 51 groshn; the debts were
approximately 100,000 zlotys.

The opposition charged that the kehillah was being
managed by a few influential men who acted on their own
authority, and that no meetings of the Executive Board had
been held for four months. Thus a few individuals had issued
notes for 18,000 zlotys without any legal basis and without
any decision by the Executive Board or the Council. The
deficit of the kimcha campaign (Passover Aid) in the sum of
7000 zlotys was also unjustified, because it had been
previously decided to disburse only as much as the income
permitted.?

The opposition charged further that the Kehillah Executive
Board was supporting non-existing organizations only because
they had previously been under the direction of Agudah, that
the subsidies were not being allocated proportionally to the
number of applicants, and that the pensioners were getting
their payments in promissory notes. Further, that while the
Machzikey-Hadat and the Bet Yaakov school for girls were
being provided for by the kehillah officials, the request of the
Jewish Hospital for a subsidy was being disregarded. The
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opposition therefore demanded the establishment of a control
commission to investigate the Kehillah Executive Board.1?

RESOLUTION PROTESTING THE PERSECUTION OF
JEWS IN GERMANY

“The Council and Executive Board of the Jewish Kehillah
of Czenstochowa, shaken by the news coming from
Germany about the barbarous persecutions of our brothers,
protest most sharply against these infamous acts which are an
insult to the conscience of humanity.

“The Council and Executive Board, together with the entire
Jewish people, appeal to the civilized world which has not yet
lost the feeling of justice and humanity to oppose such
barbarous, medieval acts in the heart of Europe.”

At a joint meeting of the Council and the Executive Board
on March 20, 1933, a protest resolution was adopted ‘“‘against
the design of the Hitler government on the Western borders of
the country and we declare emphatically that together with
the entire Polish people, the Jewish population will stand
guard over the unity and inviolability of the Polish Republic.”

These resolutions were sent to the Polish government and
the League of Nations at Geneva.!l

Further Activities of the Kehillah Administration

At a number of subsequent meetings the Council and
Executive Board discussed the transfer agreement concerning
the exporting of the property of the German Jews, which was
arranged between the World Zionist Organization and the
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German government. The Agudah representatives opposed the
agreement.12

The kehillah also spoke out sharply against the anti-Semitic
manifestations and requested the government to apply the
strongest means against the anti-Semitic appearances.!3

The kehillah agreed to the request of the voyevodzki
(vaivode) committee to allocate 8 zlotys a month for a
government instructor in air raid defense.l4

The kehillah appealed to the Jewish population to respond
to the national loan which the goverment had announced in
order to ease the economic crises in the country.13

Discussion on the Budget for 1934

In preparation for the 1934 budget the Executive Board
began a discussion around the etat. The Board proposed a
plan to raise the minimum tax from 5 to 10 zlotys and to
leave the maximum at 750. .M. Krell, however, proposed that
the maximum be raised to 1200, and that at the same time an
additional tax be levied during the current year to pay the
subsidies which had been promised and not paid. A number of
prominent members took part in this discussion. I[.M.
Zilberberg was of the opinion that this matter should not be
taken up until the budget was actually on the agenda because
it might develop that they would need more than the
estimated taxes. Sh. Goldstein was opposed to increasing the
minimum tax because this would hit the poor population
hardest. He insisted that the financial crisis of the kehillah
was a result of the unrealistic budget, because they had paid
out compensation to people who were close to the kehillah
officials, but had not paid the promised subsidies.

In connection with this, M. Mering was astounded to learn
that compensation had been paid, because he could not recall
that they had ever discussed this at any meetings he had
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attended. He concluded, therefore, that a few influential
individuals were acting on their own authority.

The ensuing discussion arrived at no agreement regarding
the etat.1® A committee was selected for this purpose
consisting of 6 members of the Executive Board and 6 of the
Council .17

The deplorable economic condition of the various
communal institutions sharpened the struggle around the
unpaid subsidies. As was evident from the report of several
institutions, their situation was catastrophic and close to total
collapse. It was only thanks to the devotion of the leaders of
these organizations that the patients in the Jewish Hospital
and the children and old people in the Orphans-and Old Age
Homes and the Children’s Home were able to get any help at
all.

The subsidies which the kehillah owed to the Jewish
Hospital amounted to 49,000 zlotys. One ward was already
shut down for lack of funds, and a second one was in danger
of being shut down. The hospital could not support itself
because 40% of the patients paid nothing and 10% paid only
2 zlotys a day.

The Children’s Home, where there were at one time
hundreds of children, was closed down. Even if it were to be
reopened, instead of 260 children only 100 could be
admitted, and those only for 3 months. Here, too, the
kehillah had not paid a subsidy.

The Orphans-and Old Age Homes, which supported 42
orphans and 100 old people, was in danger of being closed
because the kehillah had not paid the subsidy and no
alternative means were available. Nor had the kehillah paid its
subsidy to 7oz. At the same time, the Czenstochowa city
government had cut its aid from 7000 to 1000 zlotys;
payments to the sick from 4800 to 2400 zlotys; and the
central 7oz had cut its aid from 750 zlotys a month to 200.
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The kehillah was paying for the mikvah and other religious
needs. 18

The situation in the kehillah worsened to such a degree
that the starosta felt impelled, after checking the kehillah
finances, to warn the officials that he would dissolve the
Kehillah Executive Board and appoint a commissar in its
place. The starosta demanded of the kehillah that it introduce
categories of shechita taxes, and graves and gravestone
taxes.1?

At the end of 1933 it was evident that the kehillah had
gone deeper into debt and was making further loans to pay its
most urgent debts. Thus the mikvah was in danger of being
sold at auction if the monthly payments to the credit
organization were not met. The chairman, J. Rosenberg,
proposed that the kehillah should borrow 45.000 zlotys on
notes against the efat income. Meanwhile a decision was made
to borrow 8000 zlotys to pay the debt on the mikvah.

The work on the budget, however, was not begun.20

Further Activities of the Kehillah

The limitations which the British Mandate placed upon
immigration to Eretz Yisrael was reflected in the work of the
kehillah. At a special meeting to deal with this question, the
Chairman of the Council, H. Wexler, read a letter from the
Executive Board in which the latter proposed a joint protest
meeting. The proposal was adopted.

Sh. Goldstein proposed that the sum designated in the
budget for Aliyah be doubled, as a concrete expression of
support. The Rav, Nochem Ash, expressed his solidarity with
the kehillah protest. A Committee was set up to draft a
resolution.

The question of where to send the resolution was discussed.
M. Mering (Zionist) proposed that the resolution be sent to
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the Jewish Agency in Jerusalem and to the Zionist Executive
Committee in London. M. Fogel was opposed to sending it to
London. In reply, M. Mering and F. Shpiro pointed out that
London was the proper place to send the resolution because
the Executive Committee was in charge of Alivah.

Parnass D. Dzialowitch volunteered to appeal to the
Kehillah in Warsaw to initiate a call for a conference of
Kehilloth for the purpose of issuing a general protest. Sh.
Katz (Artisans) amended the proposal to first ask the Warsaw
Kehillah whether it could accept such a responsibility. F.
Shpiro (Zionist) supported Sh. Katz’s proposal because at that
time there was a chaotic situation in the Warsaw Kehillah
which would have made it impossible for them to undertake
such a task. Sh. Katz’s proposal was finally adopted.?!
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The compromise (on the shechita matter) by the majority was the
obligation it assumed that if the shechita income should be less than
200,000 zlotys they would then deduct 15% of their income from
the shochtim. The opposition, however, insisted that this was a
fiction and repeated their original proposal to pay out only 60% of
the earnings initially and the other 40% only after the final income
was determined. (UW. Jan 6, 1933, No. 1)

. In discussing the item of the cemetery parnass Z. Shtiller proposed

that honored burial plots should be given to people according to
their merits, in order that this might serve as an example for others.
People without would have to pay for a plot. M. Fogel was of the
opinion that in order to cover the budget of the cemetery “a large
contribution should be obtained when a rich man dies.”

. loc. cit.

UW., no. 12, Mar 24, 1933
Ibid
Ibid
Ibid

. UW,, no. 10, March 10, 1933

. The announcement about kimcha was published in UW., no. 13, Mar.

31, 1933 and reads as follows:
Jews of Czenstochowa

Only a few days remain until our holiday of Freedom, and we
have not yet searched our consciences regarding the desperate
situation of our brothers who do not have the least possibility of
providing their families with the necessities of Passover.

If in all times every Jew has felt the duty to help the needy and
to be concerned that this holiday, which is the symbol of our
hopes, shall not be transformed into a day of sorrow, then today,
when Need has penetrated into hundreds of Jewish homes and
families who only a few years ago were themselves generous givers,
and who now hold out their hands for help - then most certainly
we feel the needs of these unfortunate people.
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10.
L1
12.
13,
14.
19

Brother Jews! The eyes of hundreds of desperate Jewish families
are turned toward you; we dare not sit down at our holiday tables
while our brothers are in need. We dare not recite “let all who are
hungry come and eat” while our dear ones are starving. It’s true
that everyone today is in a difficult situation, but this still does not
absolve us of our sacred responsibility to others. In just such
moments we must show that the feeling of compassion - one of the
finest traits of the Jewish people - despite everything, has not grown
dull, and that we shall respond to the sufferings of our brothers.

Help us, therefore, achieve a successful collection of funds and
greet the collectors with a cheerful and friendly countenance.

Executive Board Jewish Kehillah of Czenstochowa, March 30, 1933.
UW., no. 27, July 7, 1933
UW., March 24, 1933, no. 20, May 19, 1933, no. 21, May 26, 1933
UW., no. 36, September 8, 1933
UW., no. 34, August 25, 1933
UW., no. 27, July 7, 1933
Jewish Citizens !

The council and Executive Board of the Jewish community of
Czenstachowa appeal to you most strongly to help the national loan
campaign and to take part in its subscription. In this decisive
moment, in the hard struggle against the economic crisis to balance
our budget and to protect the citizens against the catastrophic result
of an economic collapse - the government appeals to all its citizens
for help and cooperation in overcoming the crisis.

Properly evaluating the significance of the national loan of the
government and wishing to serve the State in all matters of general
concern, we call upon you, Jewish citizens, to fulfill your
responsibility unconditionally. Jewish Citizens ! Let each artisan or
merchant, each manufacturer or employee, give evidence through
the national loan that he understands his civic duty in this situation
which is so important in the life of the State.

Everyone to the bank offices to register for the loan! Let
everyone according to his means fulfill his duty in awareness of the
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16.

17.
18.

19,
20.
2l

needs of the government, especially since the national loan offers a
very fine investment for savings.

Council and Executive Board of the Jewish Kehillah of
Czenstochowa.

The kehilla itself subscribed for 1000 Zloty.

UW., no. 28, July 14, 1933, no. 33, August 18, 1933, no. 37,
September 15, 1933.

UW., no. 40, October 4, 1933

UW., no. 38, September 20, 1933, no. 39, September 29, 1933, no.
42, October 20, 1933

Ibid
Ibid
UW., no. 49, December 8, 1933
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CHAPTER 5

The Year 1934

Further discussion around the budget for 1934

The activities of the year began with polemics and
discussions around the budget. The difficult financial situation
of the kehillah resulted in a modification of many of the
income and expense figures. For the worsened economic
situation in the country, which was felt very keenly by the
Jewish population, reduced the income that would have
normally have been realized thru the efat. The shechita also
showed a smaller income. All this meant that the kehillah
could not disentangle itself from its debts. This situation
resulted in strong words between the various factions in the
kehillah.

At the very beginning of the year the shochtim demanded
the 15% which had been withheld on condition that the total
income of the shechita would bring in 200,000 zlotys. The

kehillah administration could not accede to such a demand,
especially at the beginning of the year, when they could not
tell what the total income would be. The kehilla

administration found itself in a difficult situation also because
the shochtim (most of them followers of Agudah) supported
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the kehillah and helped the Agudah gain leadership. The
matter was even more complicated by the demand of the
starosta that a permanent salary be fixed for the shochtim
instead of a percentage of the income.!

And the situation was still further complicated by the fact
that the shochtim appropriated the shechita fees for
themselves and did not turn it over to the kehilla treasury.
The shochtim defended their actions on the grounds that
since they did not receive regular wages from the kehillah
they were forced to keep the fees for themselves.

The Zionist-Mizrachi opposition charged that the
administration, despite the unfavorable financial situation, had
appointed a new official, whose position, while at first
temporary, had now been made permanent. The opposition
protested also against the 10% increase given to the shochtim,
which resulted in a deficit of 100,000 zlotys.2

The Agudah-Democrat majority wanted to balance the
budget by increasing the estimated etat 100%, that is, from
70,000 zlotys to 140,000 zlotys. At the same time the ruling
group rejected a proposal of the opposition to reduce
expenses. The proposal of the Agudah-Democrat majority,
however, was not even agreed upon among themselves.

In order to make up the deficit in the budget the leadership
inserted a debt of 100,000 zlotys, for the efat which had not
been paid in 1925. Here it is worth noting that the
supervisory agency did not recognize the validity of any old
debts in balancing a budget. As proof of the unrealistic nature
of the budget, the opposition showed that in 1933 the etat
had brought in a total of 50,000 zlotys, although the
estimated figure had been much higher.

Along the same line, the opposition spoke out against the
sums which were inserted for the local Bet Hamidrash. Of the
500 zlotys estimated in 1933, only 171 zlotys were paid out,
whereas for the current year the estimate was 1500 zlotys.

—112—-



THE YEAR 1934

The opposition also complained that subsidies had been paid
to private persons without agreement by the Executive
Board.3

Meetings of Kehillah Council on The Budget

In the discussion of the budget in the Kehillah Council D.
Dzialowitch (Democrat) proposed that the debate be tabled
for four weeks, and that in the meantime a committee be
elected o study the budget and then submit fuller proposals
to the Council. Since a majority spoke against his proposal, D.
Dzialowitch withdrew it.

The Chairman, J. Rosenberg, in reporting the budget,
divided it into four sections: FEtat, Shechita, Mikvah,
Cemetery.

As was shown, the mikvah and the cemetery were
self-sustaining. The main problems were in connection with the
etat and the shechita.

ETAT. Dr. S. Kohn’s opinion was that in assessing the tax
each individual must be considered separately to determine
how much his tax would be increased. At the same time S.
Kohn maintained that the kehillah expenses must be reduced.
M. Fogel maintained that anyone paying 50 zlotys must be
increased 100%. Dr. Bram spoke for reducing the expenses
and was also against increasing the tax, because the burden of
the tax was already heavy enough on the Jewish population.
Most of the taxpayers were middle class people who could
not pay any more than they were already paying. Dr. Bram
believed that the small number of individuals whose tax could
be increased would not substantially affect the total.

Sh. Goldstein and I. M. Zilberberg spoke in the same vein.
Sh. Goldstein said that the previous administration had
created a loan fund with a capital of 70.000 zlotys, whereas
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in the present administration the shechita income had fallen
by 135,000 zlotys. The opposition also charged that up to
that time no report had been given of the moneys collected
by the “Passover Aid” action.?

One source of income was the tax on flour for matzoth.
There had been times before when the kehillah had taken
over the baking of matzot and the kehillah had become the
only official seller of matzot. This happened again in 1934,

The procedure was as follows. The buyer of the matzot
paid money to the kehillah and received a number of
coupons. For these coupons he received matzot at the various
distribution points. In connection with this, the kehillah
issued the following announcement:

“It is hereby announced that the sale of matzot this year is
in the hands of the kehillah administration. The price for one
kilogram is 1 (one) zloty. They are packed in one, three and
five kilogram packages.

“In its own interests the local Jewish population is
requested to buy coupons for matzot on Tuesday the 20th
day of this month, in the kehillah office, from 8 to 2 and 4
to 8 o’clock, or at the Merchants and Manufacturers Bank at
2nd Aleja No. 22.

“The matzot may be obtained in the building of the
Merchants and Manufacturers Bank or in the store of 6 B.
Yoselevitch Street.

Executive Board, Kehillah of Czenstochowa, 3/19/345 .

FURTHER MEETINGS OF THE KEHILLAH COUNCIL ON
THE BUDGET

A meeting of the Council was called after the starosta had
demanded that the budget be submitted for examination and
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approval by April 15, 1934. This demand of the government
again called forth recriminations between the opposition and
the ruling majority.

After examining the budget the Council eliminated 50,000
zlotys from the expenses. During the discussion it became
evident that the Agudah had appealed to the supervisory
authority to pare various subsidies by 50% and to allocate the
moneys thus saved for other subsidies for institutions and
private individuals close to the leading circles. This act of the
Agudah evolved a storm of protest from the opposition.6

Other Activities

In order to avoid desecrating the holiday the kehillah sold
certificates in advance for slaughtering of fowl. Normally Jews
slaughtered their fowl on the second day of a holiday. To
obviate the actual paying of cash to the shoychet the kehillah
issued certificates which the shoychet accepted. In connection
with this procedure the kehillah issued the following
announcement:

“The administration of the Jewish Kehillah announces that
Friday evening, the first night of Shevuot, fowl will be
slaughtered in the slaughter house near the city Bet
Hadmidrash. The Jewish population is therefore advised to
obtain shechita certificates, because without them no fowl
will be slaughtered. (Articles will not be taken in place of
cash or certificates).

“In order to avoid unpleasantness in case of a question of
kashruth, it is in the interest of the Jewish population to get
from the shoychet, at the time of the slaughtering, a coupon
showing kosher slaughtering.

“Fowl for the holiday will also- be slaughtered at Aleja
Wolnoshtci 15.”7

The Executive Board of the Jewish Kehillah in Czenstochowa.
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Further Meetings on the Etat.

During the summer months of 1934 new rumors began to
circulate that the kehillah administration was about to raise
the tax by 150%. These rumors, which caused great uneasiness
among the population, turned out to be true. At a meeting of
the Executive Board in August 1934 it was voted to increase
the etat by 150%, which was to bring in an additional income
of 40,000 zlotys. But a meeting of the Kehillah Council
several days later opposed the increase.8

The conflict between the Council and the Executive Board
over this matter continued through the latter months of the
year. As late as October, 1934 the Council held meetings on
this question and each time rejected the proposal of the
Executive Board. Not only did the Council refuse to increase
the etat but it refused to accept the increase in estimated etat
income from 75,000 to 125,000 zlotys in the budget figures
for 1935.9

In a letter to the Council, the Executive Board again
requested that the etat estimate be increased by 200 to 300
percent, depending on the category of taxpayer. The
opposition again pointed out, as in previous years, that the
budget was not realistic, since it was built on estimated
income which would never materialize. Instead the opposition
demanded that certain expense items be stricken from the
budget completely.10

Meeting on the Budget for 1935

The Kehillah Council held a special meeting to consider the
budget for 1935. (As part of the problem it discussed an
urgent appeal from the Artisans Society to allocate 400 zlotys
for immediate aid to handicraftsmen who wished to buy out
patents (commercial licenses.)!!

Sh. Zelinger opposed the increase in the etat figure, because
out of the estimated 75,000 zlotys for 1934 only 32,000 was
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collected, and now they proposed to add another 122,000
zlotys. Dr. Mering also spoke against the increase. on the
grounds that the burden would fall upon the poor. He
proposed instead that a revision be made of the income from
shechita, in which there had appeared an embezzlement of
30,000 zlotys. Dr. Mering observed that this latter sum would
mean additional income. He also mentioned the subsidies for
the new employees which were granted without agreement by
the Executive Board.

M. Fogel, trying to win over the opposition for the etat
increase, pointed out that the increase could have a beneficial
effect on the government’s attitude toward aid for Jewish
schools. He maintained that if the government saw the Jewish
community striving to support its own schools it might add a
subsidy. This reasoning, however. hardly convinced the
opposition.12

Sh. Goldstein declared that since the projected Pinkas
Czenstochow had not yet gotten under way, and since the
kehillah had assumed responsibility for the person engaged for
this work, the position created for that individual in the
mikvah was completely unnecessary.

At the last meeting of the year to discuss the budget for
1935, the Council voted not to increase the etat.!3
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GLOSSARY

Agudah - Religious Orthodox Party

Bet-Din - Jewish Court

Bet-Hamidrash - House of Study

Bund - Jewish Socialist Party

Chedarim - Private Jewish Schools

Dayan-im - Assistant Rabbi (s)

Dobrotshinnoshtsh - A Charitable Organization

Dozor Boznitshi - Synagogue Supervision

Etat - Kehillah Taxes

Gmina - Colloquial name for Kehillah

Kehillah - Jewish Community Organization (Pl. Kehilloth)
Kelce (Keltzeh) - Capital of a Voyevodship (district, state)
Keren Hayesod - Foundation Fund

Keren Kayemeth - Jewish National Fund

Mikvah - Ritual Bath

Mizrachi - Religious Zionist Party

Parnas, Dozor - Member of the Kehillah’s Council or Board
Rav - Rabbi of a community

Shamash - Sexton

Shechita - Ritual Slaughter

Starosta - Head of a County

Starostwo - Office of the Starosta

Talmud Torah - Communal Jewish School for poor social classes

Vaad Arba Aratzot - Council of the Four Lands: Great Poland, Little Poland,
Red Russia and Volhynia

Voyevoda - Head of a District; similar to the office of a Governor of a state
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