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PART I

THE JEWISH STATUS 1IN ENGLAND
FROII RESETTLEIEBNT TO
EMANCIPATION




Chapter I
IEGAL POSITION OFF THE JEWS OF ENGLAMD FROM
THETR RE-SETTIENENT UNTIL 1830

For a periocd of more than three and a half
centuries, after their expulslon in 12920, Jews
were not permitted to live in England., Their
exclusion during this interval was not, indeed,
absolute, and individual Jews continued to
appear in the country intermittently. But the
re-establishment of an organized cormmnity of
publiely professing Jews was impossible until
the 17th century. At no time did Parliament
explicitly sanction their settlement in the
counfry, aolthough, when their numbers became
considerable, a tacit consent was granted by
legislative enactments which took copgnizance of
their presence,

It was not until the reign of Charles I
that Jews began to settle in England in estimable
numbers, They came as crypto-Jews, mostly
fugitive larrauos firom the oppression of the
Spanish amd Portuguese Inquisition, and established




themselves as nmerchants. Of necessity they
contimied to conceal their Judaism. They were
treated as foreigners, and as such they were
subject to the laws that governed aliens, and
hence, forbidden to practice their own religion.(l)
An attenpt was made in 1655 to secure the legal
admission of Jews into England, Oliver Cromwell
vho had, two years before, become Lord Protector
of England, anxiously desired Jewlsh settlement
within his realm, for he was shrewdly aware that
the comercial genius of the Jews would be
invaluable to the attainment of his ideal, an
all=-powerful England, In pursuance of his object,
Crormwell invited lienasseh ben Israel, a learned
rabbli of Amsterdam, to visit England in behalf of
the Jewish caise., MNMenasseh appeared in 1655,

and presented to the Whitehall Conference, convoked
by Cromwell, a petition asking, among other
concessions, for the security of Jewish 1life and
property, liberty of public worship, and freedom of
trade. Despite the Protector's avowed wishes, the
Conference proved hostile to the petition and was
consequently disso¥ ed. It is to be noted, however,
that at the Tirst session of that assenbly, the

tw judges present concurred in the opinion that
"there was no law vhiich forbade the Jews' return
into England.(2) Realizing the futility of



attempting legislative methods, Cromwell
concluded that his only hope lay in unofficial
action and connivance at a Jewish settlement,
He therefore gave a verbal assurance to the Jews
regsiding in London, numbering about two hundred
persons, of his personal protection and permission
to exercise their religion, provided it was done
privately and unobtmisively,(3) The Harranos,
thus encouraged by the Protector's favor, threw
of{ their dismuise in 1657 and publlcly avowed
their true faith, The same year witnessed the
lease of a plot of ground for a Jewish cemetery.
The Corporation of London, although resenting
the presence of Jews, feared Cromwell nmore, and
consequently, upon their application, admitted
Jews as brokers to the Royal Exchange. In 1697
their right of entry was made permment.(4) It
rust be recognized, however, that, despite the
good-will of Cromwell, the law of the land was in
no way eltered to the advantage of the Jews, At
the death of Cromvell, in 1658, the law continued
to prohibit any Jewish religilous service and to
impose severe penalties on all who did not attend
a Protestant place of worship,

With the restoration of Charles II, in 1660,
the re-establishment of the Jews in England was
assured. The king, deeply grateful for the



financial cssistance rendered hinm by the

Dutch Jews in his efforts to regain his throne,
extended to the Jews resident in his realm the
protectlion he had avowed., Paradoxically enough,
at a time when the English Farliament
established the supremacy of the Established
Church by a series of Acts(5) directed against
all llonconformists of every creed and denomination,
the Jews obtained a permsment settlement in the
country., They discarded the secreccy that had
surrounded their synagogune and religious worship,
and an organized cormmmnity was formed., In 1664,
and again in 1674, the rights of the Jews to
residence and public worship were formally
recognized by Charles II, although the latter
right was in direct defiance of the law,(6) This
recognition was confirmed by his successor,

Janes II, in 1683.(7) 1In the meantime, the
Jewish commmnity was rapidly increasing. Through
royal grants of letters of denization (1. e.
naturalization), a large number ol its members
acquired the rights of English citizenship, no
less than seventy during the reign of Charles II
and thirty-four during that of James II.(8)

The Jew's presence and his customs were
aclnowledged in the cowrts of law, where it was

decided that a Jew should be sworn cn the 014,



rather than on the New, Testament in all legal
proceedings, and consideration was glven to the
Jewlsh Sabbath.(9)

The Rewolution of 1682 did not affect the
position of the Jews. The Toleratlon Act,-
vihich was passed in the first year of the
reign of William III (1689) and vhich granted
freedom of religious worship to Pretestant
Dissenters, did not include the Jews, nor were
its benefits extended to them until the year 1846,
Until then, in lieu of leglslative sanction,
the Jewlsh rel igion found adequate protect.ion
from the penal laws in the Orders in Council of
1674 and 1685, issued by Charles II and James II
respectively. Beginning with the year 1689
Parllament gave frequent recognition to the
permanent settlement of the Jews, both in its
debates and in its Acts, (10)

Before we enumerate the disabilities under
vhhich the Jews of England labored down till 1830,
in which year agitatlon for their removal began,
two questions remain for consideration, the
right of Jews to hold real property snd their
right to acquire British nationality. The
capaclty of Jews to possess land or other real
property in England was in doubt for a long time,
As late as 1830 there were those who questioned
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their right in this respect. If 411 Jews,
whether born within the kinglom or not, were,
by law, aliens, then they were to be denied
the acquisition of real property, for until
the year 1870 no allien could own land in England,
The most prominent jurists, however, consistently
held, vhenever they were consulted on this
cuestion, that a Jew born in England, was a
bona fide subject of the king, and could
congequently hold and dispose of, by will, real
property. Desnite the doubt that existed in some
guarters, the native~born pritish Jews en joyed
undisturbed possegsions of the houses and lands
that they had purchased,(1l)

Turning to the second question, that of
the right to acquire British citizenship, two
methods of naturalization were practised in
England., It was a prerogative of the Crowa to
grant latters patent of denization, vhich
conferred -any, but not all, of the rights of
a natural-bom subject upon the alien, As we
have seen, many Jews were nade denigzens during
the reign of Charles II and Janes II, On the
other hand, naturalizetion by Act of Parliament
granted the full rights of o natural-born subject
to the alien., A statute of Parlisment, however,

passed in 1609, precluded Jewish foreigners



from en joying this privilege by requiring 211
applicants to talte the Sacrament, To correct
this Injustice the Jewish Naturalization Act
was carried through Parllament in 17563, by
vhich Jews could be naturalized by an Act of
Parliament without receiving the Sacrament.

But during the surmer recess such a storm of
violent passion was whipped up in the country
against this measure by unscrupulous appeals to
mejudice and hate that the Government, cognizant
of an impending general election, yielded to the
popular clamor and secured the repeal of the
Waturalization Act the following year,
Seventy-two years later a statute was passed,
abolishing the Sacrament as a qualification
for parliamentary naturalization.(12)

The civil disabilities vhich were imposed
upon the Jews, as will be seen, orose almost
entirely from certain tests and forms of oaths
mrescrived by various statutes enacted by
Parliament. As a consequence, the Jews were
excluded from both Houses of Parliaient, from
all corporate offices, and from all places of
trust, civil and military, under the Crown.

‘ The elective franchise could be denied them on
occasion, In cormmon with all nonconformists

they were denied admission to the universities.
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Because of the wnvarying custom of administering
the requisite oath upon the New Testament, the
Jews of Iondon were disabled from becoming
freemen of the city and thereby excluded from
any retail trade within the city boundaries,

So long as Roman Catholics were excluded
from Parliament, and all Christians, except
Churchmen, from public office, the Engllsh Jews
could not, with good grace, ask for a removal
of thelr disabilities. But when, in 1828 and
1829, the Protestant Dissenters and Roman
Catholics were, respectively, admitted to full
political rights, the moment for Jewish

emancipation appeared to be at hand.



Chapter II
THE ROAD TO ZIANCIFATION : 1830 - 1858

The civil disabilities of the Jews, (13)
as we have observed, were effected by certain
tests and oaths which had to be subscribed as
a condition to the admission of various rights.
In order to comprehend rightly the cevelopment
of the emancipatory struggle, which lasted
almost a generation, it is necessary to possess
a clear understanding of the nature of these
prescribed tests and oath forrmlae.

The Corporation and Test Acts(1l4) excluded
Jews from all civil offices, vhether corporate
or national, These two Acts were originally
directed against the Protestant Dissenters and
Papists respectively, yet the Jews could not
escape their provisions. Whereas neither the
oaths of allegiance and supremacy(1l5) nor the
declaration against Transubstantiation, which
they imposed, was objectionable, the obligation
to talke the Sacrament effectually disabled them
from holding of fice, This disability they
shared with all Dissenters from the Church of
England, After 1727 these Acts were rendered

J nugatory by the annual enactment of Indermmity Acts,

which enabled all persons elected or sppointed




to any office to postpone taking the necessary
oaths and tests until a specified day of the
following year., In 1828 the Corporation and
Test Acts were repealed, and the measure effecting
the repeal substituted for the Sacramental test
a "Declaration"(16) for the protection of the
Established Church, This Declaration, however,
contalned the words, "upon the true faith of
a Christien,” and therefore could not be taken
by any self-respecting Jew., Moreover, although
the snnpual Indemity Act was extended to include
the Declaration and consequently permitted Jews
to hold positions of trust under the Crown,
mmicipal offices were closed to them. TITn the
case of mmicipal offices the Declaration had
to be made "before or upon" admission to such
of fice; as for aprointments under the Crown,
it might be "after" admission, and only in the
latter situation did the Act of Indemmity apply.
Before a member could take his seat in
Parliament, he had to take three oaths: the
oath of allegiance, the oath of supremacy, and
the oath of ab;]uration.{l'?) The Tirst two oaths
contained nothing obnoxious to Jewish tenets,
but the oath of abjuration, concluding with the
words, "upon the true faith of o Christian,"
could not be talken by a Jew with decency ami
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propriety. The disability thus established

was, as in the case of the Corporation and

Test Acts, vholly accidental, for the sole
purprose of the oath of abjuration was to

abjure Stuart clains to the English throne,

and the phrase, "upon the true faith of a
Christian," was affixed to give greater sanction
and binding force to the oath.(18) To sumarize,
the exclusion of the English Jews from political
power was attributable to a seemingly harmless
phrase, "upon the true faith of a Christian,"
vhich, though unintentionally imposed, was
Geliberately maintained and fastened upon the
Jew the stigna of legel degradation,

On the fifth of April, 1830, lr, Robert Grant
introduced in the Ilouse of Commons a Bill to
remove the civil disabilities affecting "His
Najesty's Subjects »rofessing the Jewish Religion.”
It proposed that Jewish subjects be granted the
same rights and privileges as enjoyed by the
Roman Catholic subjects, who had achieved
political freedom the preceding year. The Bill
was rejected on the second reading.(19)
Following the passage of the Reform Act of 1832,
which reconstituted the House of Cormons, a
similar Bill was introduced three times in
Parliament, in 1853, 1834, and 1836, On each of



these occasicns it was carried in the Cormwons
by large najorities, only to be lost in the
House of Iords., But in the meanwlhile partiazl
triumphs were attained. In December of 1830
the freedom of the City of Loadon was won,

when the municipal council authorized the use
of the 01d Testament when administering tlie
necessary oath to members of the Jewish faith.
Thus were the Jews capacltated to participate
in the retail trade of the city. The year 1833
witnessed the first Jew admitted to the bar,
lirs Francls Goldsmid, (20) upon application, was
granted permission to omit the obnoxious, final
words from the oath of abjuration, which was the
sole barrier between the Jew and the legal
profession. This precedent was followed by all
the Inns of Court, and another vexing disabllity
was removed, Of great importance was the
enactment of the "Sheriffs' Declaration Bill"
of 1835, vhich enabled lir. David Sclomons, who
had been elected,in that year, Sheriff of the
county of London and Hiddlesex, to assurme his
office, by dispensing with the Declaration and
its ob jectionable words in all cases of persons
elected to the office of Sheriff, In the sam
year the Jews were secured in their right to

vote at parliamentary elections.
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A genuine sentiment favorable to the
emanclilpation of the Jews was steadily mounting
throughout the country., It expressed itself
generously in 1840, wvwhen news of the Damascus
ritudl murder affair reached London. The
sympathy of the English people was of fered the
Jews, and Sir lioses llontefiore, the leader of
the Anglo=-Jewish commmity, obtained the aid of
the govermment, The mressure of the English
rinistry, together with the judicious diplomacy
of llontefiore, succeeded in routing the foul
calurmy and in liberating the accused Jews.

This sane public opinion prevailed upon the

House of Lords, in 1845, to pass a Bill opening
all mmnicipal 0ffices to persons of the Jewish
religion., The Cormons, with decisive majorities,
gave its assent to the measure, Thus,

Mr. David Salomons, after two unsuccessful
attempts in 183F md 1844, was permitted to
enter upon his duties as an Alderman of the cilty
of London, to vhich office he was elected for the
third time in 1847, All doubt respecting the
right of Jews to possess land in the country was
finally removed, and legal recognition and
protection were at last conferred upon the
Jewish religion by the Religious Opinions Relief
Act of 184G.
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Vhat lir., Robert Grant had failed to
accomplish In 1830 with his general emancipation
Bill, was being realized piecemeal, By the
year 1847 all the civil disabilitles were removed,
except the execlusion from seats in Parliament,
The attack upon the closed doors of the legislature
was begun by the City of London, vhen it returned,
in 1847, as one of 1its representatives in
Parliament, Baron Lionecl de Rothschild. The
Baron, however, was denled his seat because he
refused to pronounce the wrds, "upon the true
faith of a Christian," which concluded the Oath
of Abjuration, Accordingly, Lord John Russel,
the Prime llinister and also Baron de Rothschild's
colleague for the City of London, introduced in
the Cormons a Jewish Disabilities Removal Bill,
vhiere it was carried, lilm its predecessors,
by large majorities. But the Eouse of ILords
rejected it, In 185 Rothschild, having resigned,
vias re-elected by the eity, and in the following
yeer lir, David Salomons was returned to represent
the Borough of Greenwich. Neither was allowed
to take his seat.

Beginning with 1853, each succecding year
marked an attept by Lord Russell to secure the
admission of Jews into the lejislature, His

efforts, havever, continued to be thwarted by



the intolerance of the Lords. This impasse

was finally broken in 1858, umder a threat

of the Cormons to take unilateral action in

the controversy. A compromise was adopted,
which anthorized either House to admit Jews

by a resmlution saarctioning the omission of the
words, "upon the true falth of a Christiam,"
from the new single Oath substituted for the
Oaths of Allegiance, Supremacy and Abjuration.

On llonday, July 26, 1858, Baron Lionel de Rothschild
tock his seat, having nreviously recited the
recuisite Oath, substituting the plrase, "So help
me, Jehovah," for the Christiam forrmla vhich for
eleven years had deprived him of his rights.(21)
Thus ended the lorg and laborious struggle for
Jewi sh emancipation, (22)
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Chapter III
CATIOLIC ELANCIPATION

It may aprear curious, prima facie, to
recount, in owr study, the Cathiolic struggle in
the United Kingdom for rel iglous and political
liberation. The conflict, however, that was
fought between the English and Irish Catholics,
on the one hand, and the British Government
and Established Church, on the other, throws
into bolder relief ard mazes more comprehensgible
nany of the aspects of the similar struggle for
Jewish amancipation that subsequently followed,
The same bigoted oprosition, the same
uncompronising reasistance to any threatened
invasion of confirmed privileges and exclusions,
vihich ere battered down by the Roman Catholics,
confronted the Jevish corrmnity. But vhereas
the Roman Catholics gained thelr objective
through a menacing organized force, the Jews
achieved their end with the assistance of a
gympathetic public opinion that augmented their
meesre nunbers,

As a resalt of the persecutory lsgislation
enacted from the reign of Elizabeth onward and
designed to maintain the supremecy of the
Established Church, the Roman Cathollics were
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subjected to many oppressive disebilities.

They were prohibited, under severe penalties,
from the exercise of their religion., They were
excluded from the psuilds, the legal and
teaching professions, and the acgulsition of
resl property. The Carporation Act (1661) made
them inel igible to hold ay corporate office

or be a member of any rmnicipal corporation(23),
whnile the Test Act (1673) closed to them all
offices and places of trust under the Crowm,
vihether civil or military. Thus no Roman
Catholic could share in either the local or the
national ;povermment., They, moreover, were
disqualified to exercise the francliise at
parliamentary elections and could sit in neither
House of Farliament.

In the year 1778, vhen concessions seemed
expedient under the threat of war with France,
the first important Bill for Catholic Relief
wag cerried through both Houses of the English
Parliament,.(24) This Act, lmown as
Sir George Savile's, exempted Roman Catholics
viho took the prescribed oath of allegiance,
expressing loyalty to King George III and
abjuring the Stuart claim to the throne and the
deposing power of the Pope, from many disabilities
and penelties. The penalty of perpetual




imprisonment on Popish nriests and schoolmasters
was repealed, mmd Papists were rendered capable

of inheriting and buying land. A similar Bill
was passed in Ireland(25), uxier instructions
from Tondon, vhich abolished, in addition, the
malicious law that had enabled any Cathollc

who conformed to the Established Church to

become possessed of the faridlly nroperiy.
Protestant bigotry, refusing to be reconciled

to this small instelment of religious toleration,
vented its hate in the lord George Gardon riots.
Truculent demands arose in England Tor the

repeal of the Relisf Act, Finally, in 1780,
thousands of rioters, organized by Lord George Gardon,
ran srmick in London, burning chapels, wrecking the
houses of Roman Cathnlics and their sympathizers,
and destroying prisons. After a week of
murestrained destruction, the mob was suppressed
by military force, (26)

The next step toward liveration occurred in
1791, vhen the Catholic Relief Act of that year
granted the Enpglish Catholics freedom to practice
thelr religion publicly without incurring legal
penalties, The professions of law and teaching
were likewise opened to them. Two years later
the Irish Cetholics succeeded in procuring
similar relief, As in 1778, so in 1793, expediency



dictated the mew concessions. With the French

armies advancing victoriously on the Continent
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and threatening the security of Englend, there
was no desire to jeopardize the domestic
peace of Ireland., The result was a Rellef Act
whiclh conceded wider liberties to the Irish
Catholies than their co-religicnists in England
had won. Besides freedom of religious worship
and admission to the professions, all offices
and places of trust, eivil and military, were
opened to them, subject to certain exceptions,
They also received the elective franchise. As
far as their civil condition was concerned, only
one rincipal grievance remoined to the Irish
Catholics, namely, their exclusion from Parliament.(27)
llueh was yet wanting, after 1793, before the
Rormn Catholices could look on themselves as
fully liberated. It is btrue that the Irish
Catholics had realized most of their demands,
Parliament alone being closed to them. But the
English Catholics had still a long way to goe.
They continued to be ineligible as members of
Corporations; they were still barred by law fron
every position in the state; they were excluded
from Parliament and even from the elective franchise.
] In the year 1800 the Catholic comrmnities looked

hope fully forward to an expected release from




their disabilities, for emancipation had been
promised them by the English Government in
return for their support of the Act of Union,
which abolished the Irish Parliament. The
support was freely offered and the Act successfully
carried, ILittle did the Catholics foresee that
a whole zgenerction rmst pass before that

pronise was to be fulfilled, and then only in
submission to a vast popular agitation,

orgamized by one of themselves, Daniel 0'Connell,
vhose indomitable courage and supreme genius as
a popular leader were to override the opvosition
of King and Parliauent.

Pitt, vho headed the English Govermment in
1800, souzht to fulfill his promise of civil
liberty to the Catholics, but failed before the
obdurate resistance of the King., VWhat followed
was a long and weary struggle. The Catholics
were not without friends in both Houses of

' Parliament, who intruduced petitions and Bills in
their favor and spoke for their cause in many
debates, But one msasure after mmother was
defeated, Neither professions of loyalty nor
the actual proof of loyalty amd allegiance on the
battlefield during the long war with France was
of any avail in supporting the Catholic claims

to justice, In consequence, Catholic efforts in




their owvm behalf waned, and the people sank

into a dismal dejection, At this juncture, in
1823, Daniel O0'Connell, a brillisnt Catholie
barrister, orgenized the Irish Catholic
Association to achieve political emancipation
for his co-religionists through concentrated
agitation, seeing that no hope of success could
sy loager be based on petitions and nesotiations
in London., This association, which grew to large
proportions, ambracing the Catholic millions of
Irelond(28), loudly asserted their claim to
possess 2 voice in the making ol the laws Ly vhich
they were governed., The alarmed Government,

in 1825, rushed through Parliantent a Bill which
declared the Association illegal, O!Connell
replied to this suppression with the formation
of the New Catholic Association, constituted
ostensibly as a charitable society, but in
reality pursuing the same determined activities
os 1ts predecessor,

Events now occurred vhich made the denial
of Catholic claims by Parliament and the Crown
impossible, In the parliamentary election of
1826 the New Catholic Association displayed an
astounding strength, vhen it smatched several
seats from entrenched anti-Catholic landlords and

returned avowed supporters of its demands in thelr
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stead. Two years later, following upon the
triwaph of the Protestant Dissenters vho were

accorded complete freedomn by the repeal of the

Corporation and Test Acts(29), the Catholic
question was once azaln introduced in
Parliament, A resolution emancipating all
persons professing the Catholic religion
pasgsed through the Cormons, but it was re jected

l by the ILords.

i The time had at last arrived to force the
issue. Due to a reshufiling of the British
Uinistry, the seat for the County of Clare fell
vacant., O0'Connell announced his candidature,
bold enough to challenge the Cabinet lember,
who wes his opponent, and with the full knowledge
that e would not be vermitted to take his seat
In the House of Cormwms, if successful. The Clare
election was destined to be the deathblow to
Protestant resistance of the Catholic clalms.
O'Connell won an overvhelning victory. Wildly
enthusiastic demonstrations greeted him after the
election, which were more alarmirg to the
Government than the fact of his having been elected
at the expense of a rember of the Cabinet. At no
time had any of 0'Connell's activities or those
of his Association been a challenge to muithority

or a defiance of the law, But the Government of




Wellington and Peel were afraid, afraid of the
stubborn courage and determination in the camnse
of just rights that had transforued the Catholic
masses. The situation had become truly
threatening, vith Catholic petience exhausted
ad rumors of imminent civil war in the air.
Alarmed at this state of affairs in Ireland,
Wellington and Peel, though pledged to resist
Catholic comcessions, capitulated to the inevitable,
On the fifth of larch, 1829, Sir Robert Peel
introduced into the House of Commons a Roman
Catholic Rellef Bill, which proposed an Oath of
Allegience not incompatible with Catholic doctrine,
and the admission of Roman Catholics to full
political rigits, with certain exceptions.(30)
This Bill proceeded triumphently through Farlisment,
anxl on April 15, 1829, received the royal assent,
Thus was consumriated a strug;le for emancipation
that had consumed the energies of an entire generation.(31)
Of especial interest for our purpose are the
arzumentcs and claims made by the opponesnts of
Catholic emancipation, particularly during the years
1828 and 1829, when the situation had become acute.
It will be observed, by later comparison, that these
objections bear a striking reserblance to thoss
subseguently maintained against the efforts to
remove the Jewish disabilities. Although the Catholics
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sought access t 211 @nointive and elective
offices as well as to both Houses of

Parliament, their opponents concentrated all
their verbal artillery on the proposed admission
to Parlianent, in vhich eventuality some of the
more fanatical beheld the doom of the Bill of
Rights end the re-establishment of the
jurisdiction of the See of Rome. Briefly
stated, these were the principal objections
ralsed against Catholic claims for emancipation:

l. England was essentially Protestant,
and its well=being re-~uired that
it be maintained so.

2. It would not be safe to admit to
political power s large a
population, vho professed a falth
and a doctrine hostile to the
Established Church and Constitution.

3¢ The effect of esmancipation wounld
be to undermine the British
Constitution, under vhich England
had enjoyed, and had been able to

to impart to Ireland, so many
blessings.

W

e The admission of Roman Catholics
to Parliament would establish a =
sentirent of religious indifference
in Parliament, vhich would infect
the people and generate a contempt
for Christianity itself,

S5e¢ The Catholics held a divided
allegimce between King and Pope,
owinz the same loyalty to the
Pope as to the Protestant King.
They were therefore unfit to hold
civil office in Protestant England,

6e Political power was a matter, not
of right, but of expediency, to



be dispensed by the supreme
authority. Since the integrity
of a Protestant Church and a
Protestant country would be
Imperiled by yielding to Catholie
deniands, it was inexpedient to
grant emancipation to the Catholic
sub jects,

7« It was folly to compare the situation
of the Roman Catholics to that of
the Protestant Dissenters (vho were
asccorded compk te equality in 1828),
Although they dissented from the
Established Church, nevertheless
they were bound to it by their
dissent likewise from the Church of
Rome and by their protest against
the corruntion of the Catholic faith,

8. The emancipation of the Catholies
wuld inevitably be followed by
the ascendancy of the Catholie
religion at the expense of the
Protestant Church of Ireland.

9. The practices of the Catholic Church
were idolatrous.(32)

We have seen above that the Enslish
Govermment grated the Catholic demands, not
becanse they approved of them, but becaise to
have refused them would have broucht about
still wrse results, namely, an Irish rebellion.
History has refuted the arguments of the
opposition and has vindicated the decision of

the Govermaent,



PART 1II

THE ARGUMENTS AD CLAILIS
FOR AND AGAITIST
ENANCIPATION
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Chapter IV
INTRODUCTION

From the beginning of the emancipatory
movement in 1830 to its end both pulpit and
press vigorously joined the discussions and
debates on this cuestion in Parliament. The
Members of Parliament themselves, during this
entire period, rever hesitated to press their
points of view, pro or contra, hoth in and
out of Session, with the full force of their
ability. The art of the pamphleteer esnecianlly
flourisned. As In the years 1753-54, vhen the
Jewish laturdl ization Bill convulsed the
country, md again in 1828-29, vhen the portals
of political freedom were opened to the
Dissenters and Roman Catholics, a flood of
panphlets issued from both sides toc gain the
sapport of the people and the vote of Parliament,
Jew and non-Jdew, clergy and laity participated,
all senulinely convinced of the truth and
justice of their case,

The ouestion of the admission of Jews to
Parliament provolred the greatest controversy,
for this cquestion was rightly recognized by both
advocates and opronents as erucial. It was not

that the oprotection of the Jewish status



recuired Jewish mermbers in Parliament, The
Jews lmew full well that if successful they
could rever attain more than numerical
insignificance in the Commons., They realized,
however, that only entry into the lezislature
would establish them, beyond peradventure of
doubt, as full citizens of COreat Britain,

Their opponents, on the othher hand, saw in this
concession the end of that principle of
political exclusion vhich had been so precious
to them since the reformation of the English
Church, and the "fag-end"™ of which, after the
damage of 1828 and 1828, they sought to preserve,
They were, therefore, determined to defend,
with 2ll the energy ot their command, this
last bastion of political privilege,
parlianentary exclusion.(33)



Chapter V
ARGUMENTS AGATIST EIANCIPATION

The principal orpguments wrged against the
Jewvish claims were rel igious in character,
proceeding upon two grounds, namely, opposition

to Jewish teaching end in defense of Christianity.

These we shall present in detail. O0f ruech
lesser inportance were the political and

econonic cliarges made, vhich vill also receive
consideration,
A, RELIGIOUS-Opposition to Jewlsh Teaching

(1) The Jews were aliens, members of a
separate nation, the tenets of vhose
relizion did not permit them to accord
full allegiance to the King. The
term "alien", as here applied, was
used, not in any technical or legal
sense,(34) but to denote the

' peculiarly distinctive character of
the Jew, Beceause of their religious
institutions and doctrines the Jdews
rust ever remain strangers in all
lands of their sojourn until their
retum to Palestine. Political
identification and social amal gamation
vith their Christian neighbors is
forbidden them, Although dispersed
arong the nations of the world, a
strong commmnity of sympathy and
sentiment bound them 211 into a
distinct people, standing aloof fron
their neighbors, Consequently, the
Jews lacked a feeling of patriotism,
a sentiment to make the welfare of
the cowntry of their residence an
object of their concern, vhich
rendered them unfit for political
functions. "A conscientious Jew,"
wrote THE TIMES, "cannot feel a
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Briton's interest; he camot,

while he professes Judaisa,

identify himself with England;

he cannot love England as an
Englishman should, without abjuring
his falth and trampling underfoot

the holy laws and institutions
cormitted to his forefathers,"(35)
Several of the Jewish antagonists
averred that the interests of this
"mation" were even hostile to those
of the people miong vhom they resided.
An irweterate foe of religious
freedom, Sir Robert Inglis, in the
Cormons ,during thesession of 1830,
clained that the Jews had been
expelled from Bohemia in the preceding
century for assisting an invading amy,
and that the Jews of ILondon had
furnished Yapoleon with a loan to
enable him to continue his
hostilities,(36)

The Jews were constantly loolking
forward to their restoration in
Palestine., England, consequently,
could never becore their homeland,

but rmet remain rerely a place of their
2 journ; nor could the Jews becorme
Englishmen, for they were firmly
attached to the land of thelr
forefathers, and their mtiecipation
of return deprived them of real
interest in the prosperity of England
and its peonle, They were undoubtedly
entitled to the protection of thelr
persons and property and to the
undisturbed exercise of thelr religion,
but their llessianic hopes rendered
them unwrihy of the rights and
privileges of English citizena., The
Jew, exclaimed Lord Belgrave in 1830,
"looked with a1 incessant and
undivided regard to the history of
another land-~he was the patriot of
another soil, all his hopes and wishes
turned toward it; and his heroes
were the inhabitents of another
country, and it was upon thelr glories
he reflected with confidence--it was
to them his memory reverted with
delight, This divided interest
incapacitated the British Jew from



executing the dutiegs he would be called
upon to perform as one enjoyinzg the
full privileges of an

Englishman." (37) In support of this
argument, Sir Robert Inglis quoted

to the House of Cormons from a
published letter by a certain

Rabbi Crool, (38) teacher of Hebrew

in the University of Cambridge-=-
"Jews, wvhether they spend two days,

or two months, or twenty years in a
country, are equally strangers and

s0 journers, They must look to another
home and another country."(39)

(3) The removel of Jewish disabilities
would result in no practical advantage
to the Jews because of their religion.
Although the liberal countries, France,
The Netherlands, and The United States,
had placed thelr Jewish citizens on an
equal footing with the rest of the
population, pitifully few of them had
obtained political office.
Sir Robert Feel(40) argued in the
Cormons in 1830 that "We find them
(i.e,, the Jews) in the possession
of political privileges in France,
in fhe Netherlands, and in The United States
of America=-in the last, during a period
of forty yeors and in the two former,
during the last fifteen years, and only
two Jews have in that time been admitted
to political offices.(41) You may say,
that since so few have been admitted,
there is no danger in admitting English
Jews to political power. Iow the
inference I draw from it is, that if
the Jews expect to derive so little
adventage from the removal of disabilities,
the practical benefit to them rmst be very
small; and for such a trifle are we to
depart from vhiat has formed for centuries
one of the fundamental principles of
the Constitution (i. e., belief in
Christianity)?" (42)

B. RELIGIOUS=In Defense of Christianity

(1) Since England was a Christian country,
its Parliaient should be a Christian
legislature, Only persons professing
the Christian faith should be admitted



(2)

(3)

to civil office, It would be a tragic
anomaly to eneble Jews to male and
administer the laws of a Christian
state, fr the welfare of both Church
and nation recuired that the
legislature remain as it was,
exclusively Christian. The character
of the country, it was maintained,
was determined by the character of
the legislature, Consequently, it
wuld be impossible to preserve the
Christian character of the former by
admitting into the latter persons
hostile to Christianity. If the Jew
wished to lezislate, he could malke
himgel f it through conversion to the
Christian faith,(43)

The admission of Jews to equal rights
would destroy the Christian character
of the Constitution., TFrom the earliest
veriod Christianity was interwoven

with the Constitution. Ieretofore,
only persons accepting Christim tenets
could obtain politiesl of fice, How,
however, an attempt was being made to
depart from ‘hese first principles of
the Constitution, (44 Gladstone, vho
did not spealr in favor of the Jewish
claims until 1847, declared in 1841 that
"In our generszl rractice our laws were
modelled on the principle of Christimity,
and they (i.e., Parliament) had 2 sclerm
recopnition of those principles In a
practice of cormencing the daily
proceedinss in both Houses of Parlisment
by the solemm inwecation and worship of
the Almighty. Such being the case, they
were not at liberty, according to the
sense of the Constitutlon, to include
every relipgion as the true one, The
question then really before the House,
as it apmeared to him, was this——whether
they would consent to destroy the
distinctive Christianity of the
Constitution?"(45)

thouzh the Jews enjoyed religious
freedom and personal protectiom, their
civil emancipation was mnde impossible
by a great constitutional primciple of

lav=~that Ghristianit'g is part and parcel
of the law of the land, onsequently, 1t
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wag not e act of injustice or
Persecution To prevent a class of
nen denying the doctrines of
Christianity from expounding the
laws and aduninistering the courts
of Enslend for adherents of those
doctrines, (46)

The deletion of the words, "upon the
true faith of a Christion," from the
statute-book wuld create the impression
that the Leglslature was indifferent

to religion, This comsecuence was
fraught with grave danger., If the
public saw that the llembers of
Parliament were indifferent to
Christianity, making no distinction
between Christian end Jew, but granting
le gislative functions to both alike,

it would either destroy 2ll respect

for the louses of Parliament, or

injure the cmise of Christianity in

the minds of the people. Noreover,
saich conduct would depress and relax
the energies of those devout Christians
o were eniazed, in foreign clirmes

in the prozagation of the faith.(é'?j

The Jevish people, in Mulfillment of
of the scriptural prophecies, were
uniergoing 2 special punighuient and
dispersion, comiamned to suffering by
divine judsement, Therefore, their
admission to nolitical rights would be
wilful disohedience to the will of God,
The hostile pamphlets and newspapers
of the dgy vehamently exploited thils
argament, Typical was this outburst:
"eeseyet bo1ld rmst he be, vho,
presuning to e more benevolent or
rerciful than his llaker, would clothe
the 'rejected heir'(i.e.,, the Jewish
people ) with power, and nlace him among
the rulers of the land, while as yet
the sentence of his condemnation, that
he should fiad 'no resting-place far
the sole of his foot! remains uncancelled,
The fact may be overlooked, but it cannot
be controverted, that no pexie uvon the
earth stand in the awful light to all
others as do the Jews, 'Scattered and
peeled! mong all nations for their
rejection especially of Him on whonm




owr ovm hiszhest hopes are fixed;
separate from, and unconiected with

| any, they gleam in the darimess that
suwrrounds them, as the bush burning

" with God's wrath yet consumed. Once
the chosen 1lights of the world, they
are now the appointed warning of the
world, sifted Into every land to teach
that le sson by their woe and
degradation, vihhlch they had been
designed to teach by their happiness
and prosperity; serving as beacons
to point out... the rocl: on vwhich the
arlz of their strength was wreclzed, and
to attest that no sin i3 so fatally,
so deadly provocative of wrath as
"merey scorned.'"(48)

(6) Since the English Parliment lezislates
not only for the State but also for the
Established Church, the Jews
discuelified themselves by professing
reliious tenets hostile to
Christianity. How could they, as
llembers In Parliament, vote Iairly
and impartially on measures having
for the ir object the advancement of
Christienity, md more particularly
the Church Establishment?(49)

Such were the principal arjuments advanced
by the adversaries of Jewlsh emancipation,
There wes, however, a profusion of others of
le sser impor tance.

C. ZCJI0IIIC ATD SOCIAL

In some guarters the econonic and
social traits that characterized, or
wvere believed to charocterize, the
Jews were stignatized, The Jew, it
was held, never labored or produced,
He swarmed to trade and usury, followed
sordid pursuits, as peddling and old
clothes, and avoided 211 honorable

' employment, He was cboorbed in the
acquisition of wealth, and, lacking
the [iner sentiments, was devoid of

’ culture and refinement.




It is a circustance to be noted that
only in rare instances(50) did we f£ird these
charges made directly by Jevish antagonists,
Our attention was directed to them largely in
conseguence of replies questioning their
justice or their accuracy.(51)

D. POLITICAL

Although he failed 1n 1829 against
the Roman Catlolics, Sir Robert Inglis
continued to press his argument, now
vith the Jews as his object, that no
man possesses a1 abstraect right to
political power, Every subject could
Justifiably claim protection for his
person, properbty, and religion, but
the pverning amthority alone was
er1titled to confer political power on
those whom it chose to select. Such
selection was Dhased on expediency, and
those excluded could not justly raise
the cry of persecution, As for the
Jevis, expediency demanded that Tuvll
political privileges be withheld from
that people, vho professed a religion
of error,.(52)

E. LOIIOR

It was maintained by some that the
great body of trmuly religlous Jews vere
oprosed Lo dll political ties with
thelr necightors. Sir Robert Inglis
availed himself ol every opportunit¥

to quote from Rabbi Jacob Crool, (53

an unlmown, self-appointed monitor of
his peonle, in supnort of his contention
that enacipetion could not be accepted
b the Jews without compromising their
religious principles. His oprosition
and that of his colleagues, thereiore,
could be vindicated as m invaluable
service to the Jews themselves,(54)
Other ovponents implied that the
inconsiderable number of Jews in the
lzgﬁdom (approximately 30,000) %

h icappeg then in their struggle.(55)




The Archbishop of Canterbury did not
hesitate to remark:"... in vhat way
the Jews had shown my disposition to
regist the contituence of this nrlleged
grievance (ns did the Catholics before
1829) he krew not, They had not, that
he was awore, evinced any disposition
to disturb the peace of the commtry,
There was no danger vhich their
lordships could avert by such
concession, nor did he see anything
that could be gaired by it."(56)

Wild and exaggerated statements were
lesion, It was predicted that "mosalc
rold" would comwert the Parlisment into
a Jewisgh Sanhedrin.(£57) It was
calculated that, followins their
admission into the Legislature,
twenty-flve Jews would secure seats
in the Cormons.(58) Their entry to
Porlisment wouwld doom the observance
of Sunday.(50) Jewish members would
doubtlessly abuse md revile
Christienity in the House.(60) The
cormplete emancination of the Jews rmst
simify the denial of Christ.(61)

The principle of the Jew Bill
undernined the very rocl upon wiaich
the Church Establishment was built,
end rmst sooner or later throw that
Establishient down.(62) THE IORNING
HERALD of lloverber 8, 1847, insisted
that "Baron Rotlhischild is prepared
and anxious to uproot the institutions
based on the Christian faith,"(63)
llost distorted wias the utterance:
"This, Sir, is vhat your Act

(of emancinpation) will produce: Pass
it, =nd the Parliament is disgracedl
Pass it, and England is fallenl Pass
it, and Christimity is venquishedl"(64)

As durirng all previous attempts to
maintain the principle of political
exclusion, so now appeols were nade

to the imnorance and bigotry of the
people, The Jew was constantly
represented as the descendant of those
vihio had crucified Jesus Christ and had
irmvoked his blood upon thenselves and
their children,(65) His degradation
was attributed to his stubborn refussal




to recognize the divine character of

Jesus.(66) The charge was imputed

to him that lie scorned and despised

Him vho was acclaimed by all others

as God, calling Him an inposter,.(67)

The Archbishop of Canterbury did not

seruple to assert that "The profession

of a Jew!s faith included in it a

decl aration that the Saviour was a

) wicked imposter and one who justly
suffered death--one vho cast disgrace
upon the Name and brought exlile and
gservitude and pe rsecution upon their
nation."(68) And JOHN BULL cormented
editoridl 1y in 1849, "Belief in
Christ stands in the way of

: Baron Lionel de Rothschild,..the

l Saviour mst give way that the Baron

nay enter the British House of

Cormons. " (69)




Chapter VI
ARGUMENTS FOR ZHAVCIPATION

"Born in England of English parents, I
acknoviledge no other land as my country; no
other nation as my nation, I avow the fullest
and most devoted alk® giance to her most
groaclous llajesty Queen Victoria; and I claim
to be nlaced on a just equality véith her other
dutiful and aflfectionate subjects; and in
this T express the feelings and sentiments of
2ll persms professing the Jewish religion, who
have had the pod fortwme to be born Britons."(70)
These words, written by a distinguished Jewish
physician in 1847, exmress concisely the
determined conviction in which were grounded
the emancipatory clains of the Anglo-Jewish
corrmnity. Jewish spolresmen, as Barnard Van Oven,
Francis . Goldsmid, and David Salomons,
published forceful pamphlets, wnich eloquently
sustained the justice of their people's struggle.
Tor were Christian advocates wanting, wvho, in
and out of Parliament, devotedly supported the
Jewish cause, (71)

A, REFUTATIOIS

Mfuch time and space were spent by the

champions of Jewish liberation in refuting the




objections of the opposition, objections vihich
were deseribed by !'acauley as having "been
ermployed to vindicate a system full of absurdity

and injustice,"(72)

(1) The Jews, care the warning, formed
a separate and distinet nation, the
English members of vihrich were rore
attached to their co-religionists the
world over than to their fellow-
countrymen. To this serious charge
many vigorous replics were made. ‘The
nationhood of the Jewish peonle, it
was asserted, had ceased long ago, with
the destruction of their state in the
year 70 by the Romans and their
subsequent dispersion aneng the nations
of the world. Though bound together
into one spiritual comwmnity by a
single faith, nevertheless, in
political feeling, duly, and attachment,
the Jews lmew only an unguestioning
loyalty to the land of their residence.
Though they po’nted to a corron
ancestry and a coimion history, yet
their »political allegiance belonged
to their respective sovereign, Faithful
to the injunction of Jercuiah, "Build
ve houses and dwell therein and plent
gerdens and eat the fruit thereoNeseese
Seelt ye¢ the pence of the city vhere
ye dwell, and pray for it, for in
the peace thercof he shall have
peace."(29:5,7), the Jew, vhenever
vermitted, always identified himself
wlth his netive land, entering into
its varied activities, striving to
advance its best interests, md
etemally ready to sacriiice everything,
even his life, in its defense, In a
word, he constatly sought to becone
a good and useful citizen., No, there
was no Jewlsh nation] But the English
Jew did belong to a nntion -~ that
nation vhich cormanded the allegiance
of the inhabitants of the British

Fumerous instoces were cited as
incontestable evidence of Jewish
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allegiance and loyalty to their
native lands, Vhen, in 1745, Charles
Edvard, Pretender to the British
Crown, was successfully advancing
toward Londcn, and the couniry was
threatened with bankruptey, the

Jews freely placed their wealth

at the disposal of the governnient,
the only sacrifice permitted, for

the ranlzs of the army were closed

to them.(74) In the Vars of
Liberation, from 1215 to 115,
hundreds of Jewish youths joyously
enrolled in the armies of Austria
and Prussia, eager to prove their
patriotism vith thelr lives, against
Napoleon, the benefactor of their
people but the enemy of their
fatherland. During the seige of
Antwerp by the «rench, in 1832, many
Jews were in tue defending Dutch
army, vho, by the teslimony of their
cormanding officer, General Chasse,
were unexcelled in their zeal and
devotion, (75) The liberal countries,
France, Holland, and the United States,
were adverted to as exannles
attesting the commmtency of Jews

to fulfill the duties of full citizens
wherever adnitted to full rights.(76)
Frequent nention was made of the tribute
paid the Jews in the TFrench Chamber
of Deputies, in 13830, by i, Illerilhou,
llinister of Public Ianstruction:

"But since the Consbtituent Assembly
placed the Israelites on a footing
with other citizens, they have
partdien of our glory and misfortunes,
their blood has flowed in the sane
fields of battle as ours,-- their
children have bsen brought up in

the same schools with those of their
Christion brethren,-- they have
imbibed the saie principles, adopted
the same habits, md have becone most
deserving citizens,"(77)

It was true as their foes clainmed,
that the Jews looked forward to their
restoration in Palestine, DBut this
hope ond expectation 4id not render
them incapable of beconing Enjlishmen,
Their past history was a

praisewrthy recital of love and



devotion to the various lands in
which they hod dwelt. Or exanine
the contenporary life of the
English Jews = they bought and
furnished homes; they entered

into the business competition of
the comunity as eagerly as thelir
fellovi-countrymen; they were cuite
sensitive to the fluetuations of
the stock exchange; they filled,
vith pride, those public of.'i'ices
open to them; they regarded
themselves, not as strangers or

2 journers in the land, but as
natives and loyal gub] ects of the
Crown. The resettlenent of the
Jewish people 1n Palestine, by
divine means at some indefinite
time in the Mitwre, vhile anticipated
by him, did not withdraw the Jew
from the demands of daily life nor
nake hin wanting in potriotism, =md
wuld not render hinm less capable
to e riorm ably the functions with
vhich political emnlity would
imvest him, It was not to be
forptten that the Christian too
believed, lilee the Jew, in a future
llessianic age, when national interests
amd differonces wuld vanish, and
the preseat world-order cease. Yet,
in practice, this theological view
had not the slightest influsence upon
his attachment tc his country. So
vith the Jew., The truth of the
matter was that the predictions of
religion, whether of Judaism or
Christianity, exercised no sway over
the behavior of humen beings by
reason of the indeterminate nature
of the time of their fulfillment,

With great eloquence lir, Robert CGrant
suppor ted the Jewish position in the
Cormaons, in 1833, He alluded to the
service of the Jews in the highest
civil offices of the lands of their
residence from earliest times on,
wvith especial emphasis on their
eminence in licorish, aad later in
Christian, Spain, In cmclusicm, he

uote o1 _two  documents attesti
g (e io T P g e L
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sovereign., The Great Sanhedrin,
convened by Hapoleon in 1807,
renorted to the emperor, "The

Grand Smhedrin declares that every
Israelite, born anl educated in
Framce, and in the kingdom of Italy,
and admitted to the rights of a
citizen by the laws of these states,
is bound by his reclizion to consider
then as his couniry, to serve then,
to defend them, to obey the laws,
and to conform, in all his
transactions, to the rejulations

of the civil code." In answer t

the question, "whether allegiance

i1s due to the sovereisn and laws

of the country in vhich they reside?"
a "Catechisa of the Elemenis of the
Jewish Faith" for the instruction

of Jewish youth declared, "Certainlyg
as long as the Messigh, our Redeerer,
is not come, the kin; under vhose
protection we live rust be csteemed
as a king of Israecl; and the country
in vhich we live and are maintained,
and uncer the shadow of tvlwose
Pvernnment we enjoy security and
corfort, rmst be considered in the
same light as the land of our
forefathers,"(78)

With respect to the contention that a
Christian country should have an
exclusive Christian legislature,
Francis I, Gnldsmid pointed to the
sophistry hidden in this argument

of using the term "Christia" in two
entirely different senses, meaning
in the Tirst case "composed chiefly",
ard in the second "composed vholly,"
of Christians, If one or the other
of the two interpretations of the
term were accepted, the arpument
collapsed. Assuming the word
"Christian™ to mean "compossd chiefly"
of Christiang, the election of a2 mere
handful »f Jewish members to
Parlisnent would not destroy the
essentially Christian character of
that body. If, on the other hand,
by "Christim" was neant "composed
vholly" of Christians, then England
was not a Christism country, and could
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not ciaim guch title until she had
expel led from her confines, not

only every nrofessing Jew, but, in
addition, every Englishman who
refused to avow the Christian faith,.(79)
Christ ian advecates mazintained that
the "existing Christian character"
of Parliamert would not be impoired
by tie admission of Jews. They
pointed to mrecederts in various
parts of the Enpire, as well as in
the liberal lands. "You are acting
with the girossest inconsistency,"
the Ilarquis of “ansdovme infarmed the
House of Lords in 1848, which had
been, vith persistency, thwartirg
all attempts to relieve the Jews of
their restrictions, "In many parts
of Ier lajesty's doninions Jews are
at this moment sitting as members of
the Legislature by the aunthority of
the law, In Jamaica, or in Canada,
a Jew may be a2 representative in the
Legislature; and by this day's post
I received a newspaper from Ceylon,
vhich states that a Jew is a2 member
of the Legislature of that island.
Yot the bishops are safe in those
colonies; and the religion of each
conny is not affected by the fact
that a Jew may be a menmber of the
Legislature, Yet here it is thought
by some that to admit the Jews would
be to contaminate the character of
the Christian assembly into vhich they
entered, All vho have a fair clain
to political rights should be allowed
to possess themj; and Christianity
does not preclude then,"(80)

The odmission of Jews to complete
equality , it was objected, wuld
destroy the Christian character of
the Constituti on. This character

of the Coastitution, argued

Iord Joim Ruscel and others, iIf it
ever had any reality at all, could
have existed only since 1828 and 1829,
for previous to those years many
Christian sects were excluded from
the blessl ngs of that Constitution,(8l)
Similarly, others denounced this
objection as a sophism dictated by

C m—— e
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pre judlce, Dr. Lushington, a learned
and distinguished menber of the House
of Cormwons, illustrated its tenuous
nature: "...in tiies of Fopery, was
Christimity the principle of the
Constitution? Nol The religion of
the state was the religion of the
pope for the time being, and up to
the reign of Willian III, the
principle of the Constitution and
the relizion of the State were
direct intoleration, without the
slizhtest regard to the religious
opinions of others."(82)

In amswer to tie vrrotestation that
Christiamity was part and percel of
the law of the land, it was pointed
out that the Christiamity tlus
rrotected was solely the Christianity
of the Church of Eniland by law
establisieds As for the other sects=-
the Digsenters axd the Roman Catholics-
vhile their Christianity wes not thus
recosnized by the law, cvery state
and rmnicipel of fice had been opened
to them, and none could sgy that
this latter justice had operated to
the hurt of the Established Church,
Similarly the removal of Jewlish
Gisabilities would not be o
declaoration of war agcinst the
Christianity of the Church of Englend
nor rermpve it from the protection of
the law,(83)

The fear that Jewish civil equality
wuld destroy, ar at least injure,
Christianity wos proved groundless.
It was emphasized that, catrary to
the cowersional activities of other
religions, the Jew was enjoined by
his religion from interfering with
that of others. He sought no
proselytes to mygment his nurbers,(84)
Vias Christianity so frail and feeble,
some csled, that the admission of a
few Jews to Parliament would overthrow
it? Had France, Holland, and the
United States becore less Christian
since their Jewish subjects had been
raised to an equal footing with the
rest of the population?(85)

T S———
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On the contraryl Ifelther Christianity
nor the Church of England had anything
to mprehend fron the Jews. Ons
vriter reveaied that the Jews had
rever "refused to pay their share
towerds the support of the Church,

as sore of their Christian neizhbors
have cdone, and caxtinue t0 GOesesesse
The practice of the Jews in
contributing to educational Christian
establishments, as well as to the
Church, does not prove such
extraordinary hatred to Christianity
and its professors; nor does the
presentation of a piece of land by
Sir I. L, Golds:id, for the purpose
of building a church, give us occasion
to thinkt thet, iIf in Parliament, he
wuld be aninated wvith a desire to
pull dowvn the establishment,"(86)

The fact that Parliaient legislated
for the Established Church as well

as for the nation offered mn obstacle
to Jevish entry into that body,

vihich thelr oppone:nts were quick to
seize upon. The Archbishop of Dublin,
(Richard Vhately, D. D.) however, in

a memorable address in the House of
Lords, in 1835, presented a most

cogent argument to overcome this
difficulty. "Whoever," he said,

"is admitted to a seat in the
Iegislature, is admitted to a share

in the government, not only of the
State, but also of the Church; and
that, not only in respect of its
temporalities, but also of pruwrely

Beele siastical affairs, If, therefore,
the ocuestion be adied, '"What right

car a Jew have, under any circumstances,
to leglislate for a Christim Church?!

I Imow of no maswer that can be glven to
that question, except by adcing another:
Yhat right has a Roman Catholic to
legislate for a Protestant Clwrch: or

a Presbyterien far an Episcopal

Church: VWhat right, in short, has

my man to legislate, in Eccleslastical
matters, for any church of which he

is not a mewber? This snomaly appears
to me to exist in 211 these cases
alilke. The Jews, 1t 1s true, aore




much Turther removed from us thm
my sect of Christians; but it
does not follow that they are nore
likelto malte innovations in our
religious institutions. They never
attezpt to mle proselytes, nor to
introduce into Christianity any
adnixturs of Judaism; nor is it
liltely they would etteupt, in any
way to interfere with the doctrines
or institutions of any description
of Christians. Christians, on the
contrery, of different persuasions,
have often interfered in the most
violent manner vith each other's
falth md wrship, The Fresbyterians
did, we know, at one time, when they
galned the ascendancy in this country,
e ject from every parish in England
the Episcopalian clergy, and were

In turn cjected by them; and I
need not renind your Lordships of
the many and violent struggles
between Roman Catholics and
Protestants in this end in nmeny
other countries, In fact, the
nearer approach to each oth:zr in
point of faith between diiferent
denominations of Christians than
between Christians and Jews, instead
of diminishing, Increases the risk
of their endeavouring to alter or to
overthrow each other's religion,
Although, therelore, I camnot, In
the abstract, scmove of Jews being
adrmitted to le;islate for a Christian
Church, or of the Ecclesiastical
concerns of my church beiang, In

any degree, unler the control of
sich as are not rembers of it, I
cannot on that ground casent to
withhold civil rights from the Jews,
vhen Roman Catholics and Dissenters
have been admitted into Perliament;
since, in the case of the Jews, the
monaly is not greater, aad the
danger is even less, The nearer any
class of men approach to ourselves
in their faith, the more likely they
are to Interfere with ours....lie knmow
that the Romen Catholics have

per secuted the Protestants, and the
Pro testants, in their turn, the
Roma Catholics-- in short, we lmow
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that the various sects of Christiens
have dore more, in molesting each
other's faith and worship, than any
Jews or Pagans have done against
Christimity."(87) Ifr., Gladstone,
Lord John Rus=ell, and other
distinmished llembers of Parliament
concurred in this view.(82)

The absurdity of objecting to Jewish
equality on the basis of the
seriptural Rrophecies condemming the
Jews to be Mymderers on the face of
the carth" was revealed., A Jew, it
was explained, could hold the office
of rmgistrate, sheriff, or aldernen,
but not a seat in Parliament. Yow,
by vhat rule of reason or revelation
did ren arrosate anthority to himself
0 to interpret divire prophecy as

to draw 2 line between mm alderman
amd the right to sit in Parliasment?
A1l Christians were admonished to
leave the fulfillment of prophecy to
its divine Author and concern themselves
with the Christian precepts of love,
mercy, and chority.(89)

The attaclz upon the social and moral
condition of the English Jews was
vigor‘?uslg wet by many Jewish and
non=Jewish spoltesrien, In a letter
THE TIIZES Bernard Van Oven ably o
defended his pecopic. "The Jew,"

he wrote, "is accused of love of
money, but it is forptten that all
other memns of distinction are denied
him; that he umust rise by wealth,

or not rise at ally and if, as he
well Imows, to ensure wealth be to
ensure ranlz, respect, and attention
in society, does the blame rest with
hinm vho endeavors to reauire wealth
for the sale of the distinction it
will. purchase, or with the sceciety
viiich so readily bows down at ihe
shrine of mairion? It is not
pretencded the Jew is a niser, that
he desires to acquire wealth merely
for the loathsome gratification of
hoardins it.eess.The Jewish merchant
is generally profuse iIn his
expenditure: he has laboured to

gain riches on account of the respect
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vhich they will procure for him,
and he is proud of expending

tiem with the sarze views But it
is said that the Jews nursue
degrading employnent--that they
are hawiters, pedlars, old
clothesmnen, etc., that there are
not emongst them men of cultivated
abilities, aithors, artists, or
patrons and protectors of the arts.
All this is not literally trus;
there are amonpgst the Jews, even

of the mresent day, very neny of
highly cult ivated talents, ai1d some
vho have sreatly distinguished
theniselves; ad il there be not
more ol then, the reason nay be
found in their exclusion from all
the seminaries & learning, and
their conseruent devotion to the
rursuits of coxrerce; and as i
the degrading pursuits which they
are accused of following, their
accusers forget to inform us that
they are driven into such pursuits
by the laws or resulations of
various rmnicipalities, vhich, in
large tovms at least, allow thex
no others.s.... His (the Jew's)
charity is universal, unbounded aad
unceasing: hinsecl? the child of
misfortune and the object of
oporession, his ear is never turned
away , his land is never closed,
vhen the piercing cry of sorrow or
of wantassails him, vhencesoever it
may arise, "(90) The Christian
partisans of Jewish liberation, with
a umaninous voice, attributed the
social and moral fanlis that marked
the Jews to the discriminatory
legislation which prevented their
full participation in the life of
the country,.

One more important argument ol the
oppvosition rcquires atiention, i.e.,
the oft-rciterated charge that the
Jews choracterized Jesus Christ as

an impostor and Christianity a fable,

Typical of the Christimn dissent to
this allegation was the following
statement of a lember of Parlisment,

»



Iirs C. Pearson: "He was acquainted
vith Jews for thirty-five years.se..
and declares that he never in his
life heard fall from the lips of one
of the Jewish pzople a single word
or sentence, not only not resemdling
in the slightest degree the
expression imputed to them--that
of calling the Saviour a crucified
impostor--ut not even a single
expression which the most delicate
md Tastidious Christian could be
offended at."(91) In his reply

to the attack of Dr. Croly,

ire A. L. Green cxoressed the
Jevish position on this subject--
"I defy you to quote an acknowledsged
classical standard Rabbinical
authority, in sapvort of your charge
that we have any ennity against
Christians, or revile Christ, --

vihhy the vhole sysitem of morals in
the llew Testament, is but m eclwo

of the 01d, and in disparaging its
moral doctrine we should be but
finding Tanlt with our ovm."(92)

B. AFFIRIATIONS
Let us now turn to the positive arguments
and claims urged in behalf of the Jews.

(1) The legislation of 1828 and 1829,
adnitting Dis enters and Romm
Catholics to dll rigats of citizenship,
hod established the principle tThat_
religious differences imst not be
made a bar to civil libertiecs. A
man's relipgion was a matter solely
between his conscience and his Cod.
Hence, his religious opinious,
however they might dissent fron
those of the Established Church or
even Christianity, were not to
constitute grounds for civll
disoualification, provided those
opinions did not militate aszalnst
the security of the state or the
alleziance due its sovereign.

Lord John Russell tims defended

this principle: "Roman Catliwlics
and nitarigns were allowedlt:o git



in Parliament, though the one
considered the Church of England
an apostacy, and the other a
corruptiam. Those then vho would
exclude Jews arued on a false
agssumption, that none ought to

be admitted to political power

but those viio were of the religion
of the state. Religion no longer
came into the ruestion, vhen any
man wished to be aduitted to the
privileges of the Constitution,

It had been decided, over md over
again, by majorities of that House,
that no ome was objectionnble on
the ground of his religion, but
only on the ground of wenting
loyalty to the kin aad fidelity

to the state. The Jews had
acquired property, bore their
shore of the burdens, and contributed
to the exigencies of the nation;
they paid the taxes and obeyed the
laws, md the House ouzht to be
zlad to admit them as good and
falthful subjects."((93)

S8ir Robert Peel, who had left the
exclusionist ranics by 1848,
concurred ith Russell, "I you
(i,e., the opponents) can show,™
he declared in that year in the
Commons, "that the maintenance of
certain religious opinions by the
Jews is o decisive proof of thelr
civil unworthiness, you may have

a right to exclude then from power;
but the oaus of gshowing this is
imposed unon you., The presurption
is in their favour. The presumpticn
is, that a Jew, as a subject of the
British Crowm, is entitled to all
the qualilications and privileges of
a British subject."(94) Iet us
listen to llacaulay, as he derided
the recourse to religious tests
for political commetency: "The
points of difference between
Christianity and Judaism have very
mich to do with a mam's fiiness t©o
be 2 bishop or a rabbi. bBut they
have no more to do with his fitness
to be a mazistrate, a legislator,
or a minister of finance, than with
his fitness to be a cobbler, Iobody



has ever thought of compelling
cobblers o male my declaration
on the triwefaith of a Christian,
Any ren would rather have his shoes
mended by 2 heretical coubbler ihan
by & person who had subscribed all
the thirty=-nine articles, but had
never handled a avwl. kien act
thms, not because they are
imifferent to2 religion, but
becarse they do not see vhat
religion has to do with the mending
of their shoes. Yet religion has
as much to do with the mending of
dioes as vith the budget and the
army estinates. We have surely
had several signel proofs within
the last twenty years that a very
pod Christian may be o very bad
Chancel lor of the Exchequer,"(95)

(2) Justice and right demanded the
commlete emmeipation of ithe Jevis,.
Since they were subject to and bere
their due share of all the burdens
and duties of the state, they had
a just eclain to dll its honors.
with vehemence Sir Robert Peel
berated his colleszues in the
opposition: "In point of courage,
of moral worth, of intsllectual
powver, of mental attainments,
they (the Jews) yield precedence
to nons, They have Deen Taithful
subjects of the crowa: 1in the times
of severe trial, at home and abroad,
their loyalty has never wavered.

On vhiat sround, then, do you justify
their exclusion from any privilege
of a Protestamt subject? Are they
not o far entitled to our confidence,
that they moy be qualified Tor a
trust, vhich they cainot exerclse
except throupgh the good will of
Christian constituencies (i.e., a
seat in Porliment)?"(96) Such
lilewise was the conviction of

‘i, Gladstone after 18247--"I am
deliberately convinced that the civil
and volitical claims of the Jews to
the discharge of civil and political
duties ouzht not, in justice, to be
barred, ad cannot beneficially be
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barred, because of the dirference
between their relipim and ours."(97)

The tenets of Christimity re-uired
that ecual treatment be ancorded the
Jows. The admission of the Jewish
people to full eaquality vAth the
rest of the povulation vould not be
"an insult ond affront 4o
Christiaity." On the contrary, it
vuld betoken a vindication of that
religion vhose founder taught that
each should "do unto others as you
would they should do unto you,"

The Imposition of disabhilities

upon a group, the religious views
of wvhou did not coufor: to those

of the majority was remusnant to
the genuine spirit of Christianity,
viaich tmight tolerance, charity and
universsl benevolencz, Such
disabilities represented inexcusable
persecution and Christian duty
dermnded their reroval,(98)

The Oath of Abjuration, vhich was
obligatory upon every lierber of
Porliament, and vhose closing
phrase, "uPon the true foith of a
Christian," served to bar the Jow
from that body, was not originally
fraied to exclude hin, (99) That
oath, passed in the year 1701, wvas
directed azoinst the odherents of
the Pretender, James III, ed his
descendmtes, ond the words, "u

the true feith of = Christian,”
had been offixed to give greater
binding force to the substance of
the oath, Therefore, the Jewish
excision e ffected by those words
was vholly fortuitous. Had the
franers of the oath consciously
sought ©to digable the Jews
politically. they would have
resorted to more direct means
clearly implving thelr intent.(100)
In view of these observations and
the fact that the substamce of the
oath contained nothing objectionable
to the religious creed of the Jew,
the form alone being unacceptable,
it would be both reasonable and just

£ 1N

0 o revise the form of the oath




(5)

for.peraons professinyg the Jewish
religion, as to melze it most bindin
upon their consecience, The =
anomalous situation existed thaot
no law or statute directly closed
the parliamentary doors to Jews.
o Jew returned by a constituency,
who shamelessly took the Oath of
Abjuration, including the words,
"ipon the trus faith of a
Christian," could be excluded
from tle House of Cormons, (101)
But no Jew was found ready to
compromise his faith for the
realization of his anmbition,
Consequently, "he (the Jew) must
pay o penclty for his consistency;
and that strict adherence to
principle, which in other men is
admired 2s a virtue, 1s ia hin
visited as though it were a
crime,"(102)

VWhile the words, "upon the true
faith of a Christian," imposed
burdensore disabilities upon the
Jew, becamise he was devoid of
hyvocerisy, they offered no
protection azainst those who had
no foith whatsoever., "In the
llouse, " declered 3, Roebuck to
his colleames, "they excluded
the man of sensitive honor, Suppose
a man was no Jew, no Christim, no
religionist, they could not exclude
him, Such 2 man laughed at thelr
cobweb oaihs,"(103) With pointed
candor a Christian clergynan
described the situation: "We

sey to the Unitoarian, to Romanist,
to Jumper, to Irvingite, to
Swedenborgian, the door of
Parliament is open. Even the
Hicksi te and the Socialist, who
avovedly thinlis no more of the
'lew Testament than the Jew does,
and vho has no counterbal ancing
bellef in the 01d, is admitted.
There 1s no difficulty here; the
Friend tates no oathh; to the
infidel the law merely says, only
be a hypocrite--just 1ie a little;
sgy, "On the true faith of a
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Christian," vhen you avow in
professiea and in life, in your
fexily and on the hustings that
Jou are an atheist, and it will do;
no further guestion will be nsked.
That theologicel Hosh's Ark, the
House of Cormions, is open to all,
clean and unclem, the loftiest
ad 'ereeping things.' But stay
one mornent, let us examine the
cendidate to see vnetler he be

a son of Abroham, for these, these
only may not mresume to help in
mking laws (even thoush their

ovn llves end fortunes be interested)
for a corrmmnity of CGentiles,'(104)

The condition and conduct of the
Jews, vhen contrasted with that

of the Catholics in the years
meceding their emancipation should
invite public and prorliamentary
favor in their behalf, There was,
in the present instance, no priestly
hiererchy swaying the mimis of its
adherenta, o divided alleziance
affrighted the couatry. Mo
agitators were iInflauing mobs,

ad no asnoclations threatening
the security of the kinzdoms ¥o
attempt was being made to enforce
demends by means of numerical
strength, After iiany years of
silence the Jews were seelring
ecuality with their fellow
country-men, but with deceney and
propriety. (105)

It was to ve observed thaot in the
libverdl countries--France, Holland,
Belgiwn, and the United States=--
vhere co:plete freedom prevailed,
without distinction of ereed, the
Jews performed their dutisas with
distiaction to themselves and
advantage to the state. The
privileges canferred upon them
invariably redounded to ihe profit
of their country.(106) Some writers
even envisioned a flight of Jewish
capital and wealth from England to
more hospitable shores, utnless the
legal degradation imposed upon the
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Jews was removed. One asled
"Ought we to close our eyes to
the Impolicy of impoverishing
the State to verpetuate the
bigotry of the daric ages?"(106)

(8) The opinion was expressed by ns
devout personsa thﬁ the admgssm
of the Jews to the full privileges
of the Constitution mizht lead to
their conversion to Christianity.
Kindness and charity, it was urged,
not persecution and exclusion,
tended W dissipate religious
error.(107)

I have deliberately abstained from any
reference to i, Benjanin Disraeli (107) until
this point beccuse of the distinetiveness of
his appeal In behalf of Jewlsh rights., In
riarked contrast Lo his colleamues in
Parliament, vho justified their adwcacy of
the Jewish cause on grounds of relizious
liberty or truth, political justice or
expediency, Disraeli defended his conduct on
the grounu of Jewish nmerit and Jewish religious
achiasvement,

"The Jews," he told the Corrions in
1847, "are, humanly spealzing, the

an thors of your religion. They

are wnquestionably those to whom
you are lixiebted for no
Incongiderable portion of your
lmovn relizion, and for the whole

of your divine lnowledgC.csecssves
What possible object ean the Jew
have to o»npose the Christim Church?
Is it not the first business of the
Christian Church to malke the
population whose minds she attempts
to form, and whose morals she sseks
b guide, acquainted with the history




of the Jews? Has not the Church

of Christ...made the history o

the Jews the most calebrated
history in the world? On every
sacred dgy you read to the peovle
the exploits of Jevish heroes,

the proofs of Jewish devotion,

the brilliant annals of past

Jewish magnificence., The

Christian Church has covered every
kingdon vith sacred buildings,

ad over every altar,..we find the
tables of the Jewish law, Every
Sundgy, if you wish to express
feelings of praise and thanksziving
to the llost High, or if you wish to
find expressions of solace in grief,
you find oth in the wrds of the
Jewish poets. It is in the
Christisn Church, vhich you persist
in believing it must be the desire
of the Jew to opnose, that you

mst, if he be not persecuted,
behold that divine corporation vhich
teaches to nll the nations of the
civilized wrld the sublime
morality, the beautiful =md devotional
postry of the Jew, and the true faith
he professes."(108a)

To the rembers of the opposition he
said, "If ore could suppose that the
aranents vialch we have heard--the
argiments actually put forth---are

the only argunents that influence the
decision of this question, it woull
beirpossible to concelve what is the
reason of the Jews not being admitted
to 2 full prtlecipation in the rights
and duties of a Christism Legisloture,
In exact proportion to your faith
ought to e your wish to do this
sreat act of national justice, If
you had not forgotten what you owe

to this people=-if you were grateful
for that literature vhich for
thousands of years nas brought so
rmech lnstruction md so rmch
conselation to the sons of men, you
as Christiasns woull be only too ready
to seize the first opportunity of
meeting the claims of those who profess
this religion. But you are influenced




by the dark supersticions of the
daritest gges that ever existed in
this comntry, It is this feeling
that has been kept out of this
debate; indeed, that has been

Ikept secret in yourselves--
enlishtened as you ore--and this
unimowingly influencing you as it
is influencing others abroad."(108b)
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Chapter VII
SULIIARY

After reflection upon the arguments and
clains of both sides as surveyed in the
foregoing pages, several interesting and
significant things are to be noted. 1In the
first place, all the armiments were based on
the assumption that ths Jews were politically
disqualified upon religious grounds, i.e.,
because of their religious tensts. The
adversaeries of Jewish liberation saw the Jew
as the bearecr of a religlion inimical to the
state and to the Christismity of the land,

The Archbishor of Canterbury, during the

debate in the Lords on a Bill to adnit Jews

to corvorate oifices, Insisted that "his
objection was only to their (i.e., the Jews')
rel izion, a religion which was decidedly Lkostile
to the faith of Christ....'"'(109) As in the
Middle Ages, bantism would have washed away

all the existing inequalities.(110) Supnrorters
of Jewish claims, on the other hand, dismiased
these charges as groundless and successfully
established the winciple that religious
differsnces must not conctitute a srowmd for

political dismualificatimn, This religious
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emphasis vhich characterized the entire
strugsle is in marked contract to the racial
anti-semitian of the mresent-day, nurtured
md propagated oy Tazi Germany. A pseudo-
scientific theory of race hac renlaced the
reliiious motif of the past. The Jewish people
is stignatized as n dejenerate race, hose
inferiority is inlerent in its blood mmd
vihose sarvival 1s a coastart tireat to the
permmence of civilization. Yo self=resnecting
Ehglishmen of the nineteenth centwry, as nome
today, woiuld have entertained for a split
noxent such patently false notions as these.
Seconcély, it is 2 notable tribute to the
BEry;lish Jews thet, excepting a few isolated
ingtances, (111 ) their adversaries in mmd
outsice both Louses of Paorliamient vied with
one another Iin expressing an admiration for
the Jewish moral choracter. The industry,
norality, aid loyclty of the Jews were odnitted
even by the most stremuous opronents.
Sir Robert Peel, while raising his voice
ageinst r, CGrent's BilIl in 1630, affirmed,
"There is nothing in the conduct o the Jews
themselves which ought to create the sliéhtest
prejudice against them, The upper classes of

that people are eninent for cherity and
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sympathy with the suffering of their fellow=-men,
and the lower classes are not marled by any
vices beyond vhat are common amongst persons
in that rank of 1ife, I cannot but feel the
necessity ol opvosition as most painful...."(112)
Sir Robert Inglis was a relentless antegonist,
yet he believed "that there was no portion of
the cormrmunity that furnished a smaller relative
proportion of criminals, or that was better
conducted than the Jews werese.."(113) Even
the Archbishop of Canterbury "said nothing
against the character of the Jews as a nation=-
his objection was only to their religion...."(114)
Thirdly, the party of exclusion appecled
solely to human passion @md feeling rather
than to human reason. It did not seruple %o
impute to the Jews opinions which they had either
re jected or never avowed, especially the charge
of alleged hostility to Christianity. Its
gloomy prognostications echoed the superstitions
of bygone centuries, untouched by the liberal
and democratic movements of the cotemporary cge.
The sincerity, however, of these adversaries
cannot, on the whole, be iImpeached. They were
certain of the truth of their position and

never hesitated to rislkc the ridicule of their

fd 1lows that they might give utterance to their




convictions., Another comparison with the
current wave of mti-semitiasn supgests itself.
The struggle in England founi demagogues

and fanatical pamphletesrs and virulent
editors striving, as we have seen, to inflame
popular passion anxl nrejudice with wild emd
unwarranted statements, But no respectable
lsymen, clargyman, or statesmen resorted to
suich tactles. In both Houses of FPerliament,
vihere the controversy was largely fought and
won, the debates were marked by serious
mreparation and a conselous effort to express
the truth. Errors 1ln fact were recoinized
and rectified; horesty of opinion led to
chmges from onz side of the ocuestion to the
other; vilificati on and calumy were
conspicuously absent., Today, in a poisoned
atmosphere, the Jews are stubject to the foulest
calurmies conceived by the mind of man. In
Germany falsehood has been enthroned as a
virtue, aud truth exiled, together with her
champio:nise Unrestrained by reason, conscience,
or decency, the llazl povernment victinizes aid
oppresses tire Jewish people, denowicing then
as responsible for all the ills of the world,
Out of Gemian pathology and Wazl falsification

has rigen a hideous caricature of the Jew, in
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the likeness of wnich Jewish history is being
re-written by CGermen "pesearch”,

Fourth, it is to be observed that many
of the objections to Jewish equality had been
reised against the Catholics in 1029 and e
years previous, vhen they had strugsled for
freedom. llere change from the word "Frotestant"
to the word "Christien" sufficed. The implication
thus looms thet the Catholics were religiocusly
idolatrous and politically dmgerous when their
degradation was tle object sought, but they becmme
"fellow-Christians" when the Jew was to be excluded,

Lastly, in studylng the personal ities who
played varying roles in thls historic struggle,
one is struck by the fact that many Christian
Nembers of Farliament wrked in behalf of Jewish
enmanciyation with superlative persistency and
devotlon. lioreover, the controversy never
degenerated, in Parliament, into a party question,
The claims of the Jews, throughout the thirty
years of the strupggle, were supported by the

nost distinguished stateamna of the country,

a. Included mmorng these statesmen were Lord
ilelbowrne mnd Lord Lymdhurst, Lord Holland
and 1, liccanlay, Iord John Russell ond
Sir Robert Peel, Lord Bexley and
Sir Thomas Baring, lx. Gladstone and lir, Disraeli,
Iord Stanley and Lord George Beantinck. Hansard's
Parl, Debates, Serie¢s 5, for years 1830-1858,




of every party complexion, who sugpended
all politicel differences in the cormon

effort to parform m act of justlce.




Chapter VIII
AFTER = ACIPATION

Thus did David Salomons plead in 1835:
"Remove, therefore, all Disabilities, and
freely open to British-born Jews those chamnels
in vhich other men, by asslduity, telent, md
good conduct, advance to honourable
distinetion in 1life; then will They, who,
even in their now depressed condition, entertain
vrofound respect and veneration for their
native Country, its laws and institutions, be
doubly riveted and bound by the stronger ties
creatsd by a spirit of cratitude."(115) England
revoved the disabilities--and the Jews responded
vith a fulfillment of Salozions! avowal.

For fifteen years Baron Lionel de Rothschild
sat in Parliament, Yet during that peried of
time neither rosaic nor Bothschild gold
perverted the legislature. The Christian
character of the two Houses of Farliament
remained uninjured and the Church Establishment
wnimaired, In fect, the nation's business was
tronsacted as efficiently as before, vith this
difference--that the talents, energies, and
devotion of a voluable class of people had

become bound to the country with chains of




gratitude that only freedom can weld. 4in 1266,
eight years alter their aduission into
Parliament, Sir ceorge CGrey, Secrstary of
State for the Hore Department, paid honor to
the Jewilsh lLiembers sittiiy; in the House of
Corr-ons in the following words: "...it would
be absurd to ag: if any denger had arisen to
the Crowvm, the Church, or the Constitutliocn,
from Jews sitting in that House, They had telzen
part with credit to themselves, in the
discuscions in the Ilouse, and had performed their
duty vith integrity and ability."(118)

In 1885, Sir Ilathanisl de Rothschild, a
son of Daron Lionsl, was created the first
Jevd sh peer aad, as Lord Rothschnild, duly toolk
his seat in the House of iords.(117) Others
followed him, e.i., “aron Henry de Worais,
viho beecme Lord Perbrignt, 1bv. Sydney Stern as
Tord Wandswrth, Sir Ilenry Sanuel as
Iord Swaythling, and Sir Rufus Isaacs as
Iord Reading. Sir George Jessel has left an
j1lustrious record as Gladstone's Solicitor-
General for two years, followed by a ten-year
service in the important judicial of fice of
laster of thes Rolls, Sir Julim Goldsmid was
a Deputy Speaker ol the House of Cormions. Jews

have been mpointed to cabinet vos ts md the




privy Council., The War portfoliz of the present
llinistry is entrusted to a Jew, Leslie Hore-Belisha,
who has successfully stren:zthened the army to
meet the demands of the current crisis in world
affairs,

The present century records the nanes of
tiwo Jsws vho nccupy & distinguished niche In
Ensland's political 1life. Lord Reading
(Rufus Daniel Isaacs, 16860=-1955) represeated in
his 1ife and cheavacter the vindication of Jdewlsh
emancipation, In 1913 he Dbecame the Lord Chief
Justice, end in the performance o this office
o1 the respect and affection & the country for
his humanity. At the close of the VWorld tar,
during wi:ich he rondered imwalusble assistmce
to the governrent, he was armointed vieceroy of
India, For several months In 1951, he served in
ihe cabinet as secretary of state for foreign
affairs. Sir Herbert Samuel (1372= ) is an
astute statésmen, having sat in many cabinets.
Tn 1920 he was apnointed as the Pirst British
Migh Cormissiotler Palestine, and retained this
office until 1925. During the yaers 1927-1922
he was chairman of the Liberal Party. BHe particlpatad
in the Hational Government in 1951, as hore secretary,
but resigned in 1952. Sime then he has been a

member of the Opposi tion. (118)
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Jot only have Jews participated with credit
in the political life of England, but they
have also distinuished thenszlves in other
activities: in the libevral professions, in the
mwiversi ty 1ife, in science, art, ond
literature, and as patrons of the arts,
Contributlons to English literature have been
made by such Tewis': m:thors as Isaac Disrasli
ad hils statesunan-son Benjanin, Lewis Goldsmith,
David Ricardo, the CGormertz brothers, amd
Israel Zengvill, Jevigh —hilasthropy has
reco gnized all ceouses, irrespect ve of race or
creed, Hos'litals ani orphnanages linve been
establ ished amxd supported, aré educational
ingtitutions endoweds The name of Sir lioses -iontefiore
becasze synonyrous with liberal mmificence, amd
his exonple Jound expression in the jenerous
benefactions of the Rothschilds, Xarry Barnato,
Lord Yandsworth, Sir Robert liond, md Bernhzrd Bacon,
st least is the immortant role the Jews have
played in British colonial axpansion, several of
their nmrber hoving held hish office in the
coloniss and dominions. During the World Viar
the late Sir John lionash was commandzar-in-chief
of the Austral ian forces, whille Sir Isacc Isaacs
served as Governor-Goneral of Australia

from 1931 to 1936.(119)




The loyalty of the Jewish corrmnicy in
times of crisis has been irreproachadle, It
responded, on each occasion, with all its wealth
in momey, intelligencs, and youth. In the
South African War, at the turn of this century,
about two thousand British Jews gszrved. During
the VWorld .ar it is ocstimated that Tfilty
thousand Jews fougnt in the British Armies, five
of vinom were awvarded the Victoria Cross. Yo
less valuable services were perfor:ed behind
the line ol battle by Jewish scientists and
public servantsa.(1l2))

We close with an apiraisal of the fruits
0f Jewish emmcipation by the influential TINES
of Iondon, in 1897: "To the Anzlo-Jewish
cortmnity the century (1797-1897) has been Irapht
with blessings., They have received the full
rights of citizenship, They sit in both Houses
ol Parliament. They have risen to high office
in the state., In return they have enriched the

public and private life of Englandesese..."(131)
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WOTES TO CHAPTERS I - VIII

The recusancy laws of Elizabeth banned
all reli:ious professions ceontrary to
the Church of England, See Hzmrigues,
"The Jews and the Znglish Law," pp. 65-01.

Hyanson, "A History of the Jews in
En;land," pe 201,

Op. cit,, pp. 206-207 H, S, 2. Henriques
disagrees, limiting Cronwell's protection
to his connivance at the settlement of
six Jewish farilies in his renlm, See
Henrioues, "The Jews and the English
Lav," ppe. 115-118,

A detpiled account is found in L, Tolf's
"Zesays in Jewish History," pp. 117-136.

These Acts were (1) the Corporation Act
(1661), by winich all wno held office in
any city or towm were obliged, in asddition
to subseribing to certain oaths and
declarations, to recelve tle Sacrament

of Commmnion according to the rites of

the Church of BEngland; (2) the Act of
Uniformity (1662), vhich reguired the
exclusive use oI the Bool: of Co:mon Frayer
in all pleces of public worship; (3) the
Conventicle Act (1664, re-enacted 1670),
which declored illepnl =11 reetings of
{ive or more persons for ony religlous
purpose not according to the liturgy of
the Established Church; (4) the Five ile
Act (16.5); (5) the Test Act (1673), by
which @11 persons holding eny offlice or
place of trust under the Crowm, vhether
civil or military, were reguired to take
the Sacrament according to the rites of
the Church of Zasland and sign a declaration
against Transubstantiation. The Corporation

sl Test Acts were rigidly enforced ﬁainst
the Jews, as well as asainst Roman Ca holics

aml Dissenters.
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The kias claimed the power of granting
dispensation from penal laws fo be a
prerosative inherent in the crowm, md
this particuler excrcise of che power
wes never disputed in Parliaients

Following his brother's precedent of
1674, Jmes issued an Order in Couweil
preven ting a serious molestation of
the Jews,

Henricues, "The Jews and the English
Law,™ op. 142-158.

Ope cit., p. 152,

'

6p. cit,, pp. 164-171.
Ope cit., poe 191-194,
Op. cit., »D. 229-246,

The Jews numbered, in 1530, approxinstely
30,000 in the United Kingzdom, with about
20,000 residing in London.

See note 5.

See Appendix I and II
See Avpendix IV

See Aprendix TIT

Read Iord Jonn Russell's brief account of
the history of this phrase. Housard's
parl, debates, Saries 3, Vol. 95, DDe 1254-1249,

Thomas Be Maceuley, leter ©o dlstinguish
hisself as s sbatesgian, historian, and author,
delivered his mailden speeclh in support of

this Bill. His advocacy of the Jewish

elaims was eloouent and a decislve factor

in the final triumpn,

i, Goldsnid was an able pamphleteer in the
cause of his people's freedor. He was later
created a baronet by Queen Victoria.

For [reater details on +he external facts
of the enmmcivatory struggle, consult
Henrinmves, "The Jews and the English Law,"
Pp. 198-305.
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By Reform Acts passed in 18F4, 1856, and
1871, the Tmiversities of Oxford and
Oambridge were thrown open to Jews, The
latter Act also admitted them to the
teaching profession.

The word "corparation" as used in Zngland

designated the gpvernment of a t»m or
city, or its poverning council,

The Toleration Act of loBQ, vhick zave to
Protestant Dissenters the legal rigat to
worship publicly, did not extend to the
Roman Catholic =,

Before the Act of Union (1802) lezislation
iIn Ireland was passed by the Irisk
Parliorent, subj2ct to the approval ol the
En;;lish Covernmant,

John liorris, "Catholic ZInslond in ilodern
T.’mes," Dpe 20-333 Denis Gurymn, "The
Strupgle for m.holic Emanc ipation,

Chapn, IIil.

Cp. cit,, Chaps. IV-VII: John Il~rris,
"Catholic %ajlond in lodern Timss," pp. 34-44,

The Cathollic vpopulation of Ireland
nurbered, at this ti:ne more than 6,000,000
p=ople.

See note 5.

The offices of regent, lord caencellor of
the United alngdom, vicero" of Ireland,

and royal cormissioner of Scotla:xd relmined
closed to Roman Catholics until 1271, See
Haonsard's Parl, Debates, Series 2, Vol. 20,
PP. '727-780, pp. 942-952.

Denis Cwyan, "The Struggle for Cztholic
Emancipation,” Claps. VIII-XXI. J’onn lierris,
"Catholic ﬂ‘nulmd in llodern Times," vp. 44-53,

Hznsard's Parl, Debates, Series 2, Vol., 20,
ppe 727-802, 817-202, 1115-1203, 1593-1444,
1489-1633; ibid; 1vid; Vol, 21, 1l=-131,
145-394, 519-604,

See Traisactions of the J-wish Historical
Soc iety of Eagland, Vel, IV, pp. 116-176,
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"We do not mean aliens in the ordiaary
sense of the word, because every law
student even !mows that lsgally n- Jew
born in Enzland is an alien..,."

THE TIIES, llay 3, 1830,

THE TDES, May 3, 1830,

Hansard's Parl, Debatss, Series 2, Vol. 22,
Dp. 1503-1508, This is an instance,

frequent aiong uncoupronising adversariss,

of eiting unsubstantiated rwaors or
statements as historic fact. Regarding

the expulsion of the Bohemian Jews in

1714 by Heria Theresa, documentary proof

of the real reasons lor the decree of
banishment explodes the reason proclaimed

by the Bmpress, that the Jews were pguilty

of alding the Frussian invasion of that

year. Sece Josef Berpli's "Die Ansveisung

der Juden aus Prag im Jahre 17:4," in

"Die Juden inm Praz," Prague, 1927, Similerly,
with respect to the complaint that English
Jews had lent financial support to Tapolson,
a conuenporary ps:n%nlﬂeteer, simming himself
¥. He Go, wrote: "The staterent (of Ingzlis)
itself appears to be wiolly erronious, An
intimate acquaintance with the [inancial
operacions of the perisd, extending fron

the corwncement of the war to the year 1810,
enablas e positively to assert, that no
transaction then occurred vihrich can justily
the assertion wade; and I have every reason
to DLelieve tint the same thin  may be sgaid
with respect to the five Iollowing years,'--
"Moo letters, in answer to the Objections
urged asainst v, Grant's Bill for the Reliefl
of the Jews, etc,"™ 1830, The loyalty of the
House of Rothschild to the anti-llapoleonic
cause 1s unouestionable,--Corti, "The Rise

of the House of Rothschild," Chaps. II and III.
A similaor unfounded charge is made by

Join T, Robinson, "Remarks, etc.," 1848, p. 34,
For view of Jew as alien and member of a
separate nation, see also Hansard's, Series 2,
Vol. 23, pp. 1287-1536, Vol. 24‘,_ 784=-8143
ibid; Series 3, Vol. 17, pr. 205-244, Vol. 35,
po. 865-874, Vol. 57, pp. 84=103, Vol., 95,

DDe 1234-15331, Vol, 104, pne 1396-1449,

Hansard's, Series 2, Vol. 24, pp. 786=788,
See nage '?4,N9\‘-e 53
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Hansard's, Series 3, Vol. 13, pp. 47-51.
Other releronces on above ar;ument are
ibid., ibid., Vol. 95, ppn. 1234-1331;

"An Imaginary Speech in Porliament Asainst
the Jewish Disabilities," by D. R.,

1847, p. 14,

Feel later became a supporter of Jewish
emancination.

A statement of error, apnarently due to

m ignorance of the facts, Ces Fo Van Oven's
"An Appeal to the British ¥ation on Behalf
of the Jews," Avpendix II, III; also
Godls:iid's MRemariks on The Civil Disabilitles
of British Jews, " Appendix VII, IX.

Sir Robert In;lis, althoush Peel's supoorter,
was nearer the truth when he remarked, in 18353,
that "He corrected a mistalie he had mnde on
a former occasion, to the effect that although
Jews wviere legally admissible to civil office
in France md the United States, yet the law
had never been carrlied into effect, and no
Jews nad ever sat in the French Chnmbers or
in the American Congress. A4As for Ameriea,
Jews vere mevbers of sore of the local
lz:islative assemblies, but it did not aprear
thot they sver sat in Congress. With respect
to France, he had bozn informed that five
Jews had sat in the Chasber of Deruties".--
Hansard's, Series 2, Vol., 23, 1303-1508;
ibid., Series 3, Vol. 18, »p. 47=51,

Hansard's, Series 2, Vol. 24, pp. 8B02-807.

Ibid., Series 3, Vol. 24, npe 724-730.

"A Few Words on the Froposed Adnission of

Jews into Parlipment.™ 1848, op. 3, 6. See
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pp. 1596-1449; JOHN BULL, Dec, 11, 1847;

'A Ietter to the Right Hon., Lord John hussell,
ete.," Rev. T, R. Birks, 1848, pp. 19=25;

A Plea for the llaintenance of Our Hational
Christiemity," Rev. R. B, Kennard, 1857, pn. 14-21,
Hansard's, Series 2, Vol. 24, pp. 704-814;

ibid., Series 3, Vol, 20, pp. 221=255, Vol, 95,
pp. 1254-1331,
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Vol. 19, »v. 1075-1082, Vol. 20,

DP. 221-255, V0l.98, nn. 1530-1400,

?ansardﬁa, Series 2, Vol, 23, pn. 1287-1336;
ibid., Series 3, Vol. 20, po. 221 =255,
Vol. 95, pp. 1254=1551, Vol. 104, rp. 1396=-1440,
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Feb. 12, 18493 "An Answer to the Speech

of the Rt., Hon, Sir Robert Peel, etc.," by
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Do. 6-8.

Hansord's,Series 3, Vol. 98, pp. 1330-14093
"An Answer to the Speech of the Rt. Homn.
Sir Robert Peel," pv. 0-15; "Some Remaris
unon +the !'Series of Anomal ies! in the
Ieading Article of TIE TILES newspaper,
ete.," by An Observer., Hansard's,Series 2,
Vol. 24, pp. 784-814,

Hamisard's, Series 5, Vol. 16, pe. 973;
ibid., ivid., Series 3, Vol. 24, pp. 720-731.

Van Oven's Ietter in TIE TINES, Feb. 3, 1830;
"Tudaea Libera, cte.," Rev. T« Pyae, pp. 12-13;
TEmancipation of the Jews," 1833; "A Letter
to Henry Varburton, Bsn., :le Pe, eotc.,"

Be llontog, 183533 "Bmancination of the Jews,"
A Christian, p. 4.

Ibid., ibid., Vole 23, ppe 1287-1336; ibid.,
Series 5, Vole. 17, ppe. 205-244, Vol, 95,
Ppe 1234-1331, Vol. 88, npe 1330-1409.

Previous reference to R. Crool on :2le 31,
One may cuestion not only the mmthority of
this person but even his candor. An
anonymous vriter of the period reported that
"on inquiry into the individual thus advanced
(by Sir R. Inglis) as anthority for steying
the emancination of the English Jews, it 1is
found that Rabbi Jacob is ilr. Joseph Crool,
a Polish Jew, who arrived in England some
years 250 in a state of great destitution
and azpears in the Cambridge Cnolendar as




holding the office of =ebrew teacher,
understood % be at a adlary of forty
pounds a year, The University of
ggnbridge, or o part, petition ocsainst
e enziicipation of a sect of the Sritigh
Goi'.n:runit;’, and put forwerd their Folish
usher os a mide for Parliasent,"--
Emancipation of the Jews," 18353,

?3

Hansard's, Series 3, Vol. 18, opp. 47-51,
Voles Ssr pPpe 8665-871; JOHI DULL, liay 27,
18483 "he Jewish admission into
Parlimment, ete.," by A. Christian, 1849,
Pp. 6-7,

5Gs Ibid., Series 3, Vol. 24, ppe 724-730.

57. Hmagaserd's, Series 2, Vol. 23, np. 1288-13536;
loid., Series 3, Vol, ©6, pp. 220-283; -
THE T1IES, liay 3, 1830; "Jewish Disabilities,”
John Robertson, 1847, op. 2-12.

14,

o]

58, Imsard's, Series 2, Vol. 23, p. 1

Us )

5@, Ibid., Series 3, Vol, 96, pp. 220-283.
€0, Ibid,, ibid., Vol, 104, pp, 13596-1449,

6le "A Word with tke Eerl of Winchilsen," by
"One of the People,” 1848, pe. 3; "A Letter
to the R, lon, Lord John Russell on the
Jevwish lleasure," Alfred Brandon, 18353,
np. 2-11, JOHI BULL, ay 27, 18i8.

62, Mioynooth md ke Jew Bill, etc.,” Dudley
li« Perceval, 1845, v, 1l2.

63, llentioaed in "The Enmancipatlon of the Jews
indispensable, etecs," Col. Goorge Gavler,
184?, De Oe

64, "An Imoginary Speech in Parliament, etc.,”
by D- R., 18":7, r‘. 150

65, Hanserd's, Series 2, Vol. 24, pp. 764-814.

6o Ibid., Series I, Vol. 106, pp. 872=-022;
"Jewish Adrission into Parliament, etc.,”
by A Christian, 1840, pp. 7-8; "Remarks,
etc.," Rev, J. T. Robinson, 1848, rp., 28-52;
" Few Viords on the Proposed Admission of
Jews into Perlianent," by A Graduate of the
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University of Canbridge, 1848, pp. 4=5;
"A Letter to the Forighioners of Grecat
Yarmouth," Rev, H, Ilaclm:nzie, 1847,
pp. 4-5; JOHYN BUL, Feb, 12, 1849,

Hansard's, Series 2, Vol. 24, tn. 784-01%;
ibid., Series 3, Vol. 16, pp. 10-17%,
Vol. 24, po. 720-731, Vol. 95, pp, 1234-1531;
JOHT BULL, August 4, 18333 "Remarls on the
Proposed Rill for Admitting Jews into
Porlianent, etc.," by Euphron, 1848, p. 133
"The Claims of the Jews, etc.,"

RBV. G. CrO].y, 1848, Te 6.

Hensord's, Series 3, Vol. 20, —p. 222-226.
JOHII BULL, Peb. 12, 1849,

"ought Baron De Rothschild to 8it in
Porlianent?" Barnerd Van Oven, 1847, Dp. 7-E.

Deserving of specisl mentlon are Lord Holland,
Sir Robert Grant, Lord lacaulsy, and

Tord John ftussell, See Hansard's parl.
Debates for tne perlod; olso, "Essay and
Sneech on Jewish Disabilities,"

Iord .lacauley, edited by Abrohaus and Levy,
and Transactions of the Jewish Historical
Society of Englond, Vol. IV, ppe 11G-176.

Minemley on Jewish Disabilities,” =dited
b Abrshams and Levy, p. 19.

"Ought Baron De Rothschild to Sit In
Pariiaent?" by Bernnrd Van Oven, 1847,

ap. 7-133 Milacauley on Jewish Digabilities,”
edited by Abrohmms snd Tevy, DD. £5=583
Hansard's, Series 2, Vol. 23, DD, 1514-1523.

"An Arneal to the British Nation on Behalf
of the Jews," by Barnard Van Oven, 1830,
Dhe 37=39

Hansord's, Series 3, Vol. 17, DPe 206=-2443
ibide, Series 2, Vol. 24, DP. 784-814.

Tbid., Series &, Vol, 17, pp. 205-244;
ibid,, ibid., Vol. 23, pp. 1158-1176.

Appendix, No. 1. From F. H. Goldsnid's "The
Arguments Advenced agalnst the Enfranchisement
of the Jews, ctc.," 1833, Alluded to by

ilre Grant in 1835--Hanserd's, Series 3,

Vol. 17, poe 210, Other references on above
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reply are Hanserd's, Series 2, Vol., 23,

pp. 1287-13363; ibid., Series 3, Vol. 19,

vDe 1075-1082, Vol. 35, pp. £65-874,

Vol, 95, pr. 1234-1351, Vol. 98, pp. 606-670;
"Judaea Libera, etc,," Rev. T, Pyne, 1850,

De 14; "A Shart Statement, ete.,”

David Salomons, Esa., 1835, p. 20; "The
Argaments advanced against the Enfranchiserent
of the Jews, etc.," Francis i, Goldswid,

1831, rp. 13-17; %A Pew Vords on the

Jewish Disabilities, etc,," Henry Faudel,
1848, p. 21; "Reply to the Arguments
Advanced aogainst the Removnl, etc,,

F. H, Coldarid, 1848, pp, 19=-37; "Emancipation
of the Jews," A Christian, pp. 4-5.

Hansard's, Series 3, Vol., 17, pp. 207-221,
Aklso, ibid., Series 2, pp. 784-814; "The
Arzuments Advanced, ete.,”" F. H. Goldsmid,
1831, pp. 6-123 "An Appeal to the British
Hatlon, e‘cc.‘“ Barnard Van Oven, 1830,

pp. 11-20; "Ought Baron De Rothschild to
8it in Parliament?" B, Van Oven, 1848, opp. 11-12;
Miacauley on Jewish Disebilities," pp. 36-38.

"The Ar. uments Advanced, etc.," 1833, DD« 35=5.
Also, "Ought Boron De Rothschild, ete.,”

B, Van Oven, 1847, pp. 20-28; "Reply to the
Argaments Advanced, etec.,” F, H. Goldsmid,
1818, uwpe 55-50.

Hansard's, Series 3, Vol. 98, pp. 1530-1340.
Also, ibid,, ibid., Vole 16, ppe 10-17,

Vol, 142, pp. 1772-1807, "lacmle>y on

Jevi sh Disabilities," pp. 25-24. "Remarks
on the Civil Disabilities of British Jews,"
F. H. Gold smid, 1830, pp. 29-35; "A Fow
Yords on the Jevdsh Disabilities, etc.,”

H., Faudel, 1848, pp. 28-29; THE TIIES,

May 26, 1848,

Hansard's, Series 3, Vol, 95, DD« 1254=1240,
Ibid., Series 2, Vol., 23, IP. 1525=1528,

Ibid., Series 3, Vol. 20, pp. 239-244; 1ibid.,
ibid,., Vol. 17, ppe 207-221, Also, ibid.,
Series 2, Vol., 23, pp. 1287-1536; 1ibid.,
Series 3, Vol., 23, ppe 1158-1176, Vol, 95,

PPe 1254=1331; "The Arguments .ﬁ.dvmcedﬁ
etc.," F. l, Goldsnid, 1833, pp. 5=7; "An
Appeal to the British lation, etc.,"

B. Van Oven, 1830, mo. 28-24%.
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84, "Remaqks, ete.," P, H, Goldsmid, 1830,
ppong-EB; "An Appedl, ete.," B. Van Oven,
De .

85 Hmmsard's, Series 2, Vol. 23, rp. 1287-1536;
ipid., Series 3, Vol, 18, pn. £7-5C.
86, YA Pew Words on the Jewish Disabilities,
ete.," H, Faudel, 1848, », 31, Also,
Hansard's, Seriss 3, Vol. 95, po. 1356-1398;
"A Short Statement, etc.,," D. Salomons,
1835, ppe. 24-26; "Dr. Croly, LiL. D. versus
Civil and Religious Liberty," A. L. Creemn,
1380, pe. B8; "A Ietter to the Rt, Rev.,
tne Tord Bishop of Chichester, ete.,"
Basil llontagu, 1854, pp. £-18; THE TINES,
Feb. 10, 1848.

87, Hansard's, Series 3, Vol. 20, pp. 2806-235.

88, Ibid., ibid., Vol. 95, pp. 12534-1331, Vol. 98,
ppe G606-670, Vol, 142, D». 1720-17813
"iacouley on Jewish Discbilities," pp. 23-24.

89, Hmsard's, Series 3, Vol. 95, p. 1246, Ibid.,
Series 2, Vol. 23, Pp. 1287-1536; 1ibid.,
Series 3, Vol. 17, Dpp. 205-244; "llacanley
on Jewish Disabilities,'" pp. 38-41, 52-53.

90, THE TI!ES, Feb. 3, 1030,

91, Avppendix VI, 3, Also, Hemsard's, Series 2,
Vol. 25, pp. 1287-1536, "A short Statement,
etc.," Do Saloronz, pn. 7-8; "Remarks, ste,,"
?., i, Goldsmid, pp. 10-223; "A Clergyuan's
Apolszy for favouring the Removal of Jevi sh
Disobilities, etc.," 1847, pp. 25263
"Bmanc ipation of the Jews, " A Christim,
ppe 3-4; THE LIVERFOOL ::AIL, liarch 29, 1845;
THE ATTAS, April 21, 1833,

92, Hmnsard's, Series 5, Vol. 98, rne 460-473.
AJ-SO ibido, i-ﬂid., Il'olo 9(3, P‘D- 1350"‘1‘%09.

93, "Dr. Croly, LeLe Ds, versus Civil and Religious
Liberty ," pe. 13

94, Hemsard's, Series 2, Vol., 24, pn. 797-799,.
95, TIbid,, Series 3, Vol. 96, Do. 518=550.

96, "ldacauley on Jewish Disabilities," pp. 21-23,
Also, Hemsard's, Serlies 2, Vol, 23, pp. 1287-13306,
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Vol. 24, pp. 704-81¢; 1bid., Series 3
Vol., 17, p. 20. (See Appendix VI, 4),
Vol, 18, pp. 47-59, Vol. 20, vp. 2212255,
Vol., 23, rp. 1156-1176; "An Appesl, etec,,"
B. Van Oven, p, G; THE TIUS, liay £, 1840.

»

Ibid., ibid., Vol. 96, p. 532; 1ibid., ibid,,
Vol, 102, p. 925; also, ibid,, Series 2,

Vol, 2%, pp, 784-814: 1bid., Series 3,

Vol. 17, pre 205244, Vol, 24, pr, 720-731,
Hongerd's, Series 3, Vol. 95, pn. 1234-1249,
Vol., 102, pp. 906-936; "A Few Plain Thoughts,
etc.," Rev, H. Hughes, 1843, pp., G-7.

Hansard's, Series Z, Vol. 24, p. 7303
Hansard's, Series 3, Vol, 106G, pn. £52-853,
Also, ibid., Series 2, Vol. 24, nr, 784-H14;
"Serintural Reasonings in Support of the
Jewish Claim, etec.," by Fhoenix, 18503 "A
Few Plain Thoughts, etc.," . Hufies, pp. 6=73
THE TLES, Auvgust 2, 1885,

Respecting the Declaration of 18&8, wvhich als
concluded with the worés, "on the true faith
of a Christian," Lord Campbell declared in
the House of Lords, in 1845, that those
objectionable words had been inserted into
the Declaration witn the deliberate intent

of excluding Jews I'’rom corporate offices,
Hansard's, Series &, Vol. 78, »p. SL5-527.

¥hile it is undeniably true that the Oath of
Abjuration was not originally designed to
exclude Jews Ifron Parliament, nevertheless
one must agree with the editor of THE TILES,
who vwrote, on April 5, 1851, as Tollows:

"It 1s perfectly trus that there was no
special intention on the part of the
Iegislature to exclude Jews from Parliament
by leaving the oatihis ol adniszion as they

now stend, but it must surely bo acimowledged
by all sell-inlormed nersons az equally true
that if the nossibility of such a cuestion
had ever occurred to th~ ILeglslature of

those times, Jows would have been rmore
directly excludede. An accidentol exnres=ion
may be thought to keep Jews out; an
accidental omission may be quoted as letting
them in,..." Also, THE TDES, larch 14, 1853,

Henrioues! "The Jews and the Enzlish Law," p. 300.
"Rermrks on the Civil Disabilitiles of the Jews,"
by a Conservative, p. 1. Also, Hamsard's,

Series 2, Vol. 23, po. 1287-1336; ibid.,

Series 3, Vol. 95, ppe. 17054-1531, Vol., 96,

Dm.e 220-283, Vol, 125, ppe. 1217-1291, Vol, 142,
Ope 1165-1197; "A Short Statement, etc,,”
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D. Salomons, »p. 10-12: "Revlw to the
Arguments Advanced, etec.," F. H. CGoldsmid,
pp. €-9; THE TILES, August 2, 1850.
Hensard's Series 3, Vol., 1ll6- ppn. 368:-387.
Also, ibid., Scries 2, Vol., 24, pp. 724-814:
"Reply to the Arguments Advaenced, etec,,"

F, #. Goldsmidé, pvp. &-0.

"Judaea Libera, etc.,," Rev, T. Pyne, 1850, p. 1%,
Hensard's, Series 2, Vol, 23, pp. 1308-1314;
1bid., ibid., Vol. 24, pp. 784-814; ibid.,
Series 3, Vol. 142, pp. 1772-1807; TIE ATLAS,
June 15, 1854,

Hansard's, Series 3, Vol. 78, p, S22; 1bid,,
ibide, Vol. 146, pre 1205-12783 "Judaea
Libera, etec.," poe 10-17; "A Short Staterment,
ete.," pp. 17-193 YRenarkes, etec,,"

F. H. Goldsmid, pp. 50=54.

"Brief liemoir of The Jews, etc.," Apsley Pellatt,
1829, p. 22.

Aaisard's Series 5, Vol., 17, pp, 205=2:i4,
Vol. 96, bp. 460-540, Vol. 98, pp, 1330-1400;
"ps Letter to the Rt. Rev., the Lord Bishop

of Chichester, etec.," B. lontagu, np. 15163
"An Arpeal to the IJumanity o the Enclish
Wation, etc.," 1812, pp. 14-24; "Briel
llenoir of the Jews, ete.," 4. Pellati, p. 22,

Althou h converted to Christianity vhen
thirteen years of are, Disranli nevertheless
remained devoted to the interests of hils
veorle tlwuout his life.

Hansard's, Series 3, Vol. 95,
PPe 1323-1528, Also 1obid., ibid,,

Vol. 113, p. 795, Vol., 133, pp. 961-962,
Vol. 141, pe 754.

Hansavd's, Series 5, Vol. 58, rv. 10<8-1049,
JOHIl BULL, London, liay 27, 1848,

Hangard's, Series 3, Vol. 16, p. 275: ibid.,
ibid., Vol. 24, pp. 720-731,

Hensard's, Series 2, Vol. 24, vr. 802-807.

Ibid., Series 3, Vol. 17, pr. 221-227;
also, Vol., 95, Dp. 1240-1265,
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Ibid., ibid., Vol, 58, »p, 10U48-1048, For
Similar sentlwuents, see Hansard's, Series 5,
Vol. 17, poz. 205-244, Vol. 18, pp. 47-59,
Vole. 20, pp. 221-265, Vol, 96, pw. 220=-283;
JOIii BULL, August 4, 18353,

Hansard's, Series 3, Vol, 1Bl, p. 456,

Baron Lio el de Rothschild, whose noblliary
title was of Austrian origin, failed to

secure a patent of Enzlish peerage becauise

of Queen Victoria's irrational aversion to
Jevwish peers. TLater, however, in the case

of Sir -atha:ilel, and under the influence

of Gledstone, she changed her mind,--

THE COITE!PORARY REVIEW, Vol., 145, up, 600=607.

Hyamszon, "A History of the Jews in England,”

"De 541=3423; Stokes, "A Short History of

the Jdews in England," on., 85-8G; Jewish
Encyclovedia, Vol, V, p. 172; Encyclopedia
Britemnica. (14th Edition), Vol. 1¢, pp. 4, 9253
C. doth, "fhe Yewish Contribution to
Civilizatian," pp. 271-272, and "The Chellenge
to Jewislh History," pp. 7-C.

Hyanson, "A Ilistory of the Jews in Englond,"

De 3123 Jewish Encyclopedia, Vol., &, p. 1735
Roth, "The Challenge to Jewish History," pp. e-14.
Stoles, "A Short History of the Jews in

England,” o EH Roth, "Phe Challenge to

Jewish iistory," nn. 14=20.

"pA Short Statement, etc.," D. 206,

TiE TIIES, Nov. 20, 1897.
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OATH OF ALLEGIAICE
i

"I A. B. Do sincerely promise and swear,
That T will be faithful and bear true

alleziance to His ifajesty Xing William,"s

# From D. Salormons, "A Short Staterent on
behalf of His Hajesty's Subjects professing
the Jewish Reliczion," Apnendix II.




OATd OF SUPREIACY
1T

"I A. B, Do swear, That I do from my
heart sbjure as imnious and heretical, that
darmable doctrine and vosition, that Frinces
excoxxmunicated or deprived by the Fove, or
any suthority of the Sce of lore, may be
deposed or murdered by their Subjects, or
any other vhatsoever, And I do declare, That
no foreisn Prince, Personz, Preslate, State,
or FPotentate, hath or ought to have my
jurisdiction, power, supcriority, pre-eminence
or authority, ecclezliastical o spiritual,

within this Realn, M

¢  TIbid., Appendix IIT




OATH OF ABJURATIOX
IIT
"I A, Be Do truly and sincerely acknowledge,
profess, testify and declars, in my Conscienca,
before God and the “orld, That owr Sovereign
Lord King William is lawful axd richtful King
of this Realm, and gll othsr His liajesty's
Dosviniona and Cowmtries thereunto belonZings:
And I do solemnly and sincerely declars, That
T do bnlieve in my conscience, that not any
of the Descendants of the Ferson vhe vnratended
to be FPrince of oles durlng the life of the
late iins Jomes the Secoad, and since his
doccase pretended o be ond tnole upon himself
the style =ad title of Iing of Englond, by the
name of Jmes the Third, or, of Scotland, by
the nae of Janes the Bighth, or the style end
title of King of Great Brital:n, hath any right
or title vhatsoever to the Cra>m af tl:is roalm,
or my >taur the Jominiong thereunto belonging;
and I do rencunce, refuse, and abjure iy
Allegiance ar Obediaice to my of them: And I
do swear, ot T will beor Taith and true
allegiance to Iis lia jesty King William, end

him will defend to the ntmost of my powver sgainst




all traltorous conspiracies ond attempts
hatsoever wiieh shall be mede aainst his
Person, Crowm, or Diznity:s And I will do iy
ubmost endeavour to disclose ond maie lmowm

to IIis lajesty ami His Successors all treasons
and traltorous conspiracies wvhichh I siall

Itwoi to be arpinst hin or any of then: And

1 do feithfully promise, to the utmost of 1y
power, w supnort, malataln, and defend the
Successian of thie Crovn asainst the Descendants
of the said Jxies, and ar.oinst all other persons
yvhatsoever; wnich Succession, by an Act
tatituled 'An Act For the further Limitation

g

of the Crowm, ad better secwrin[ ihe Lifhts
and Liberties of the Subjsect,' is ad staads
14ited to the Princess Sopiiia Blsciress md
Ducliess Dowvmger of Iimover, and the Helrs of her
body, being Protestants. And all thesge things
I do plainly and sincerely aclmovledse andl

swear asccordiry o these express vords by me
spolien, snd accordlng Lo the plain corr:on sense
and undershtanding of ihs saie words, i thout
any eauivocation, mental evasion, or secret

veservation vhiatsoever: And I do makte this




recognition, ackinowledgement, objuration,
renunciation, and promise, heartily,

willi gly, and trvly upon the true faith

of a Christian," #

# Ibid., Appendix V
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FORII OF DECLARATION
Iv
"I A. Be Do solemmly and sincerely in
the mresence of God, proiess, testify and

declare, upon the true falth of a Christian,

That I will never exercise any power,
authority, or influence vhich I may possess
by virtue of the office of teo injure
or wesdlten the Frotestant Church as it is by
law established in Enpland, or to disturdb the
gaid Churci, or the Bishops and Clergy of the
said Church, in the possession of sny ripghts
or privileges to vhich sach Church or the

snld Bishops and Clergy are or riay be by law

entitled," #

# TIb3id., Appendix IV
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