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Dr. Landau’s Succoth Sermon.
From “TWO ZIONISTS” (Johannesburg).

To the Editor of the  Zionist Record.”

Sir,—In these times of stress and trouble for the Zionist
movement, a heavy responsibility is thrown upon Jewish leaders,
lay and spiritual alike, in guiding public opinion. It is for
this reason that we were so sorry to hear some of the senti-
ments which were uttered on the present Zionist position by
Dr. Landau, in the course of a sermon which he delivered at
the Yeoville Synagogue, on the eve of the second day of Succoth.

The sermon lasted, in all, soma twenty minutes; of that
period at least fifteen were devoted to general reflections on
the inter-connection between the Jewish people, their Torah
and Erez Israel. Then, arising from this trend of thought,
Dr. Landau proceeded in the last five minutes to the following
effect (so far as-our memory serves us): That he had it on
good authority that Dr. Weizmann had recently given expression
in_Berlin to the view that a Jewish State could never be
achieved in Palestine; this declaration (the speaker proceeded)
amounted to the abandonment of the age-long hope of Israel,
the hope for which Herzl had died and the Chaluzim suffered;
and he (the speaker) felt that he would be failing in his
duty as spiritual leader of the community if he did not protest
against such a declaration: a man who held views such as those
of Weizmann had no right to remain at the head of the
movement; and Jewry throughout the world would not lie low,
but would rise and demand that men with such views relinquish
their position of leadership.

Now sir, we are far from suggesting that this is not a
subject fit for a sermon; rather do we welcome the efforts
of our spiritual leaders to guide opinion on vital problems of
the day. But is this the way to do it? Even on the assumption
that Dr. Landau was right both in his facts and inferences, is
this the way to treat a question of such first-rate importance?
Is it helpful or fair to squeeze into a five-minute talk, as an
appendage to something else, a few dogmatic views and dogmatic
conclusions on a highly controversial matter? How many of the
congregants knew what the precise points at issue were? How
many of them, whether they knew these or not, left the syna-
gogue satisfied that Dr. Landau’s conclusions might be accepted
even if they did not know his reasons for them?

. V{ews coming from a man in so eminent a position carry
in their mere utterance great weight. There is, therefore, a
corresponding duty on the speaker to scrutinise not only what
he says, Jbut how he says it. Granted that Dr. Laudau is
satisfied in his own mind on the validity of the conclusions he
has reached, we suggest with all humility that his approach
towards the problem was in no way helpful, but misleading.
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