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Hibbet Zion, the Jewish nationerlist movement which centered sbout
& program of Settlement of the Lend of Israel, developed among meny
cleeses of Jews and in many perts of the world during the period
from the 1630's to the 1880's.

Sir Moses Montefiore was the key figure in the developement
of Hitbat Zion in England, There, in the 1840's and 1850's, meny
Jews end Christirns became interested in Jewish settlecment of Pelestine,
In Germany, during the next decade, the enlightened orthodox rabbis,
like Rabbi Ealischer, who had introduced the idea of Habbit Zion a
generation earlier, began to receive fairly widesprezd suprvort. It was
not until the late 1870's that us‘{%'?e then individual interest in
Habbit Zion developed in Eastern Europe, In thet area Hibbat Zion 'l“{*f‘ldedt'
former Mesi:ilim, snd, especielly after the pogroms, would-be emigrents,
Alsc, from tke eerly part of the nineteenth century on, there grew, in
Falestine, a counter-port of the Hibbat Zion movement, a movement of
poor Jews who favored agricultural settlement of the land.

In EBurope, Hibbat Zion developed only after & period of emencipation
#né enlightenment hnd prepared the Jews to accept the generally svailsble
nineteenth century ideas, such &8 netionalism, upon which Hibbat
Zion wae besed. Thet any group of Jews should accent these ideas,
however, waes determined by some strong pressure due to a shift in
the the nature of their totsl social and economic situation.

For wezlthy, emancinated Jews in England ené France, the imperial
interests of their countries in the Near East, determined their
ettituie towerd Hibbat Zion, &nd their class practice of philanthropy
determined the form of their participstion.

To enlightened-Orthodox, Middle-class Jewe of Central Europe,

Eivbet Zion offered & modern interpretetion of Judaiem., With it, they



counter-attacked both Reform snd Obscurantism, which conteste helped
shape their Eibbat Zion. In addition, Eibbat Zion eppesled to those
Jewe who hed failed to find individual emcipation%rmesented
2 progrem for their nstionel emencipation. For Middle-cless Jews in
Zastern Eurore, a netional hope and plen was, for psychological
rensons, needed to replace their bankrupt individusl onee, In adéition,
enigration became a pressing need, In time, Hibbat Zion also became
& rellying point for opposition to the Shtadlanim end to the obscurantist
rabbis,

In Pelestine, the poor Jewe needed & self-respecting and eelf-
eupporting sociel enc economic eystem to replece the archeic end
sometimes corrupt Eslumh, a:t:g;ned to & countervart of Hibbet Zion,

to fill tkis need,
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DEFINITION

Chapter I




In dealing with Hibbat Zion it is necessary to notice from the outset
its commosite nature. The Hibbat Zion of the old Yishuv was not the same
as that of the Bilu, nor was theirs the same as thet of Sir Moses
Montefiore. The German rabbis had a still different approach, and Moses
Hess preached in a manner that was not taken up until 30 years or more after

his writing #Home and Jerusalen™. 4

Thefe different emphases reflect the dissimilar socizl and economic
beckgrounds out of which the Hovevei Zion developed and the different causes
which brought them to Hibbat Zion. For example, the editor of *The Lebanon®
did not expect to find any Hovevei Zion of the extreme Orthodcx type, Ifor
all those Hovevei Zion e had met were of the enlighitened Jews. Yet when

eAtreme Orthodox
he traveled through Russiz he found thf eissesssi-stessss® Jcv/c predomi-
nated among the Hovevei Zion of that countryf This variety of svproaches
to Hibbat Zion end of the social background of its sumporters will be dis-
cussed at length and anaiysed later in this paper.

In spite of the afore-mentioned varieties in Hibbat Zion we must pro-
ceed to a definition of those factors common to 211 Hovevei Zion and to
none but Hovevei Zion. There was no one venture which defined the program
of the Fovevel Zion. lNabum Sokolow said that it was# "ot a personzl enter-
orise or an rllegiance to & general venture which might or might not succeed,
tut that it wes and is an attitude, an unconditional outlcok like being a
vietist, a patriot, a socialist, = pacifist, etec. This was the first prin-
ciple in the philosophy of Zion lovers".

A prime element of this attitude was a love for the Zoly Land. Unlike
the love which pious Jews liné Telt for centuries, that of the Hovevei Zion
sought expression in terms of modern ideas and planned i=: actual program
of settlement, taking into consideration comtemporary vpoliticel and social

was that of whe

conditions. Typicel of the older attitude,Nahman of Bratzlav,went to

Palestine during the last year$ of the 13th century when Napoleon was sbont




to march there, Whe Zadiik was interested only in the tombs of the
Celalists, and so he does not quelify as a Zovevl Zion in our sanse.3

Zitron sy that the idea of settlement of the laend of Isreel was
first expounded by & number of German Orthodox re.'b'r:is:' Slutski{redit.s
Brobi an:u: of Volozhif with being the first of the modern exponents of the
ides.

While it is true that the discivrles of Elijah of Vilna as onposed to
those of Moses Mendelssohn, did fqumi congregations in Palestine as did

some of the discivles of the Easl Shem Tov.'zali%br and Gw‘macher were

the last ir 2zn old and the first in = new series ofdevelocpments: the one

e —————

by way of his theologicel messianic propesition, the other through his an-

peal for self-help. To rephrase this distinction we must emphesize that ]
and
Rabei FA;:{im wvas ooncerned with the settlement of Palectine only,entirely '1

becruse of its ritual implicstions, that is, he was thinking in purely
theolegicel terms, whereas Rabbi Kelischer, though speaiking in ecually
theolosical l=ngunge, clezrly demonstrates his awareness of the national

implicetions of what he proposes. Fetween these two it is possible tc see

the distinction clearly when they speslk of ggricultural rursuits in the !
Holy Lond. For Rebbi Ee;,ivin these ere incidental to 2 settlement vhich ke
tiinks of as continuing te bte surmorted from abroad and dediczted to holy
vursuits. Rabbi Ealischer, thoush wnwilling to fight sgainst the Uesu‘.
interests of the Pelestinian community as it was then organized., clearly
envisions & new Yishuv.

“f«:ere ere many who haé approached the spirit of
the 19th century to the extent of favoring sgricultursl pursuits smong the
Jews in Pelestine =nd elsevhere, dut who, as opronents of the Jewich
netional ides, cannct he included emon,; the Hovevei Zicn. Rabbi Isezac Mayer
Wice was among these. In 1E57 he ap'proﬂe‘- the idea of a Pplestine-Euphrates

iinilrozd (ne mroposed to the U. £. lavy Derartment) which would encourage

L)
- —




Jewish colonization of the Foly Land 'I:JBab'bi Vise "was careful to point
ouvt that Jewish setE}ement in Palestine would be "under the protection of
the great powers' ", Again in 1860 end 1863 Rabbi Wise continued to urge
the supvort of seli-susteining Jewiseh colonies in Palestine. In fact,
after 1857 he ottacked the Halukah System b' suporting idle echolars.' B
A o Mg Pabbi Vice was far from beinz a Hoveve Zion end later tecame

a2 bitter opponent of Zioniem. This, of course, was nerfectly consistent
with hie anti-nationel view of Jewish people as expressed in his entire
theology.

Believers in Jowieh nationelism co not per se ﬁll into the category
of Hovevei Zion. We do not refer to the later development of diaspora
nationcliém. Lut to the work of & philosonher like llachman Xrocchual.

Hakhum Sololow establishes, I belleve, that Krochmal wos 2 true forerunner

of Jewich nationslism. But as long as he:‘a unrelsted to any activity on

tehalf of Jewish settlement in Palestine, hels not one of the Hoveveli Zion.
mevement

To define Hibiat Zion we may say that it was » GmmlE cf Jews dedicated
to tre settlement of Jewish pgricultur:l colonies in Palestine as a neans
toc the solution of the Jewlish Problem:!lﬁke solution might be in terms cof
hastening the coming of the Messiah or of a political refuge for percsecuted
Jews, tut it eplways included the recognition of nationality as & crucial
feevor in the Jewish Protlem. It wes essentially 2 retional self-helping
gttack upon the problem as opvosed to the nolicy of waiting for od, which
wvas e£till in vogue among the unenlightened Orthodox and essentially z ref=
definition of Judeism in rmodern naticnsl termes as opnosed to the anti-nationesl

definition of the relormer:z.




Chapter II

OUTLINE OF THE MAIN HIBBAT ZION DEVELOPMENTS




The history of Hidbbat Zion has been very ably outlined by Ztron,

... "s
J -— and it unnecessary Ifor us to repeat "is work here. In his history, of

course, Zitron concentrates on the activities reflected in the Hebrew and
Pussisn sources most eaeily available to him. In this chapter we shall at-
tempt to owtline some of tlie ereas of interest znd activity which he has
only mentioned and to indicate the genersl veriod during which Eibbat Zion
developed in various parts of the world.
Long before the middle of the 19th century interest in Jewish settlement
in Palestine end in the possitility of a Jewish State there was menifest in

varts of the English epealding world sné emong certein Jaw; of Cen_t.ral end

Western Zurove. | The thirc area in which Hiltbat Zicn develoned st this e:.:'l;"[

time was among the poor Jews of Palestir;e:fét was cnly & generstion l=ter

l that the Jews of Emstern Zurome began to evince an interest in Hibbat Zion.
The key figure in the development of Hibbat Zion in the English spesi-

ing world vne Sir Moses lontefiore. 4s early as 1539 Sir lloses had develcped
& rather cleer tlen for the settlement and develomment of a new Jewish con-
mmnity in Pplestine. He nronosed to rent 100 to 200 yillages for 2 period

L 4

of 50 years from llohammed All. The rental was to Le peild anually direct to
the vrince, and the villeges were to Le left free from other texation as an
gres in which Jews of Eurove mipght settle instead of golng to llew South VWeles,
Canzcde or the like. 5Sir loses was encours,ed in these ideas by his observa-
tions of the Jews in Pelestine wic vwished tc Tecome farmers and by the hove
in & manner
tiat in Pplestine, Jews weuld Le alle to cbserve their relizion, gl not
”F
vossible in Europe. [Interest in the =oly Land was not limited to Jews of
the English spesking world, tut was shered by many clergymen of verious
Christizn denoninatisns and by many non-Jews -'i'xiglf‘ﬁnceé in rovernment
circles. Durins this same triy to Pnlestine in 1839, during which Sir lloses

cutlined his plan for Jewish settlement there, his party met "four Scotch

aclpos




clergmen vho were making = tour of the Foly Land to incuire into the state
of the Jews there; they intenced goins through Poland for the same unrposc.ﬁn
On his journey in the yeer 1848 Sir loses was "accompanied by Colonel Gawler,
2 gentlenan wio toox a great interest in the colonizetion of the FEoly Lend,
and had rublished several v'lqgle paners on the suhject.......“‘a-ﬁbout the
middle of the 19th century this wide-spread interest in Hitbat Zion throush-
cut the English speaking world is evidencel ty meny references of which

the folloving are tyvicel: In 1853 Sir Moses Montefiore "received a2 comm-
nicetion from the Rev. S. Y. Iseaacs, & Minister of one of the Hebrew commu-
nities in MNew York, referring to the 'North American Relief Society’ an
institution founded by !r. Sempson Simon ond himself (the Rev. 5. M. Iseacs)

for tke purpose of creating a cepitel, the interest of wvhich was to be

annuelly aprrceoriated to the supvort of the poor Israelites in the Foly Lend."

- - A
(Sir Mose: forwarded the *1&-5 every year, until his denth). 2
¢ 1Isencs elso told hizm of Judeh Touro's will, whick left $10,000 to the
» vﬁ o - - ] 1 -
“imericen Relif Society", and $5,000 more for the poor Ierzelites in Pslestine,

3
the latter in Sir Moses's control, conjoirtly with the executor. In 1858

the Church of the llessiah of New York sent = cclony to Palestire tc mremare
oy
the 1lené for the return of the Jews. And it was proteltly llordecai Manuel
wwohsn ba cadd,

Yoa! to whom Hosee Hess reforreak“l have heard that sn Americen writer has

discussed thiSe.eeses.s70T 8 mumber of years. 4also revresentztive Znglishmen

have rep?FtGCIy declared themselves in favor of the restorstion of the Jewish
]

State." When in 1554 Sir lcses received an asv €2l from Falestine, D Chi’f

Rabbi N. M. Adler sent & letter to nll the congresetions of =ritain and ree-

2
lized jEl?.EE? for the starving Jews of the Foly Lend. Disraeli's romence
7
"The Wondrous Tale of Alroy" (1553), the repmorts on Pplestine by the Christian

4 |
treveler Robinson and the results of the collecting missions by Rebbi
!

Sneersohn to America end Austraiie 211 indicate wide-gzmnreal attenticn being

-B
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focused by certain classes of people in these pzrts of tlie world uvon
Palestine and the vpossibility of a Jewish return to their ancient home-
land. With reference tc the English-spegking world it will De noticed
thet many Christisns turned their asttention to Pelestine. It is not
surnrising that these peovle were from church or gevernment circles,
Zor very often in the »rocess of emmire building, missionary interests
and Messienic erleulstions coincided with uwnofficial covermnment interests.
The Jeve in the English speaiting world wiho were most interested in Pel-
estine were generslly rather well-tc-0o and loyzal citizens of their
respective countries. In the following chenter we shnll analyze these
facts further.

In Germany too, interest in Eibbat Zion began very eerly in the
19th century. Iie‘n‘uiz Eelischer began thinking of settlement of the Holy
Lend ae esrly es 1632‘.’:!16. Relbi Alkel.é began prepering the same method
as eerly se 1537{' Under the impesct of the Damascus aAffair an anomyuous
German Jew in 1840 cnlled for one of the grezt nowers to set up the
Jewish nation in Pelestine as the Greek Sclavorimns and cthers hel Leen
helped. In 1859, when HEmusdorf traveled throughout Centrsl and Western
Zurope to collect money to build houses on lit. Ries} Ior tihe wvoor Jews
ir Jeruszlenm, he wes suonmorted by committees in various Germen cities,
usually headed by the '*la':.*'-.,i.‘JZn 1860 Hreoii Eslischer enllel the Iirst
conference for what moy be lgbeled Hiboat Zion?’:and in 1261 Dr. Zaym Lorje
of Frenkfort on ihe Ocer became nresident of the first Hibtbat Zion or-
genizaticn. aAlthough the supvort in Gemmany for Eitbet Zion was largely
from anong the Orthodox Rabbis. it will be noted that sll but 2 certein

of These

group of the more enlightenel! @@ dropved away once its nationsl impli-

cotions vere ucniflest.

A




In France the interest in Hibbat Zion flourished esrly but never
very extensively end seems to have lacted only a short time. In part
it was supvorted by men like Albtert Cohen, who was sviritually very close
to Rebbi Adler of Iondon and the German rebbis who became the leaders in
Hibbat Zion. On the other hend, it wes also suvported by Adclnhe
Cremieux and a number of suthors whose thinldng vas influenced by French
nationsl interests. OFf this letter group we may mention Dantu, suthor of
"The Mew Orientel Froblem", of whom Moses Hess reports that "he urged our
brethren, not on religious grounds, but from »urely volitical and humeni-
terian motives, tc restore their ancient State"‘."?ﬁess. however, points
out that the government of France did not share these idess. Joseoh
Selvador anc Zrnest Lal:aranm;’:lso directed their sttenticn to the possi-
bility of a Jewish state in Palestine. Iut perhavs because of the sumall
number of the Jewish populatior in France or perhaps because French im-
merial interests in the Year East dic not favor é Jewish State tlhere,
this country never btecame 2 center of Hibbat Zion. Ve will be gble to
treat the few outstanding develonments in France zlong with those in
Cermany end in the English speaking world.

The interest in Eibbat Zion in the rest of Central Furcpe, in Holland,
fustria, Sweden, znd Italy, cen zlso be treated as subsidiary develon-
ments to be explained along wita the mejor trends most clearly seen in
Germeny and England. Iir. Lehren of Amsterdiem, for example, came into
contact vith Sir Hoses Montefiore =s early as 1532 through their mutual
interest in the welfare of thke inhatitsnts of Jeruealem. In 159
meusderf received surmort in imsterdam, Rotterdam, Erussels, Stcckholm,
Jjust as he had throughout Pmssia.’ ?‘l‘umim; to Zastern Europe we find
thet there is no @videmof vide-spread interest in Hiblat Zion before

-




the 1270's at the earliest. In 1346 Rabbi Gutmacher wrote to Rabbi
abraham of Techelnov introducing Hathan Friedland, esking the rabbils
3o P
supnort for settlement of the land of Isrsel. In 1567 some Jews of a
smell Fast European community expressed their interest in settling in
- 3 3’ - - h ] - - -
Pplestine. It wes only in 1872 that Jehiel Michel Fines nublished
"Yaldey Rouhi™ in in which he advocnted that the Jews busy themselves
with agriculture in the land of Israel. ZEven this worlt on Hibbat Zion
wzs too early to achieve general acceptance asmong the Jews in Zastern
Europe. Later in the 1870's, however, Perez Smolenskin gained a wide
Tollowing for Hibbat Zion. The Pogrom of 12.1 gove a tresendous immetus
to this development, but zs late as 1853 Levid Gordon reported that
ne tried in vain to convince nmany weslthy German Jewe of the uzerits of
dobat Zion. They had no feelin:z for the Jewish nation, he renorted,
and some refused to suprort Hibbat Zion on the grounds that the Jews of
- - L3 - - -~ - - . . w -
Russia and Polend who were to be benefited by the movement shged no
signs of wantinz it. The Jews of Germany claim as late as 1583 that the - o
.{ix!»JEL.
Jews of Polend were either not interested or Ky punr ‘» EIM”A anr(.
[4
lesughed ot Hibbet Zicn) Even limited support of Eibbet Zion develoved
very late in Zestern Fu~ope, perticularly in the 1370's, among certain

Yeszilim and gasined general support only after the »nogroas of the early

15"3‘:}' S
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We must now atieapt to discover those conditions which made for the
develomnent of Hibbat Zion at different times in different sreas. Al-
though a few individusls lilve Rabbi Helischer end Rebbi Aluali were think-
ing in terms of Fivuat Zion in Central Zurcpe as early as the 1830's, it
was not until twenty or more years lester that the icea gained any generel
suppert in that part of the world. It wes particulerly in England end
in the nations most closely tied to it that the earliest Eibbat Zion
develeped a2z something more than one man's copinion. It was vrecisely in
these western countries thet the rise of capltolism and the aew power
wvhieh it brought to the middle clasrttaide for the emancination of the
Jews. As usuazl, the new free situation in which tie Jews found them-
selves made their old wey of life inadeouate, endi so they turned to the

nrocess of enlightenuent. They sttempted to intesrate theaselves as

-
a2

modern men into the society of their econonic peers. Sir lloses llonteficre,

95

for exainle, jolned the militia in 1C09. In the 1220's he and Kr.

Goldsnid met witl Catholicsand Dissenters to discuss religicus liberty
and wori towerd eivil rights for the Jews as well as others ouiside the
statlished “.:urc':-.. A vartial list of tiose Enilish Jews interested in

weost of
working Zor civil riguts includer the nzmes oI, those who had reaciied any
X In vy

econonic reisht. ‘En-;" isk tookx the nlace of Svanish in the Zevis larks

. e B P A e
magosue ol Londony #nd in svite of a2 certein amount ol opposition from
iigh covernnent figures, the emancinatel Jew: of London contimued to

com®e
iits, and to polish themselves to ug full Englieh gen~

vorkifor their full rig
tlemen. In Enslend the Jews never felt a zeen disemwointment in the re-
sults of their emancipztion end enlightenuent. Even after the Damsscus
Aflair, Sir lloses lontefiore still looked upon enlightenment as a necessaly
step towerd the amelioration of the Jewish Problen #ﬁﬁere in the world,.
In 1340 Ur. Loewe gave &n address in Constentinorle to the Jews of that

- —




city urcing that they poy more attention to scouirins 2 litersl educa-
tion.‘and Sir Moses told the Hacham Bpshi that he, Sir lloses, would gladly
pey the initial expenses for gettiny = teacher of the Turitish lenguage

3%
Tor each Jewish school. The Turikish Jews resuonded to the ides just as
their English co-religionisis had =2 generation before, =2nd as their
Museion co-relizionists would & generation laoter. They were hapuy at the
ider of learning the Turlish lenguage and expected their new Imowledge
to reise their dignity in the eyes of the lloslems and the Greeks among
whom they 117&d?,iFurther. it i1s not surprising that English Jewry did
not feel threatened or disillusioned es # result of the Damascus or other
persecutions of their fellow-Jews. There in En;land Zir lMoses was allowed

supvorters on his cont-of-armns by the ocueen because of whot he had done
Yo
in defense of his fellow-Jews, end five years later, he was maie a barcnet

v

for his character -nd his work on behalf of is fellow-Jews. Also the
Tight for civil rights rnroceeded successfuly in Englend eni at the very

tine when the Jews of lNdiavia and of Fome were anmealing to their EZnslish
brothers for heln, Earon lLionel Fothschild wvas allowed to taite liis oath
L4

in Coamons on the 0ld Testament. 3y 158 this Baron took his seat in

(53]

Id
|
‘_.l

Ce;ﬁons’rni the fight for civi hts bty the Jews of EZrgland may te cone-

: . v3
gidered rs won.

In the case of England, then, we see that interest in Hitbat Zion
developed sfter the nrocess of emancinotlien had develoned far enough for
the Jevws to underteke a »rogrem oi enliegntenment and to carry out this
nrogram Tor meny years. As they never felt o keen disapn:in;ﬁent in the
results of their enlightennent, Hivbat Zion did not anpeel tu them 2s 2
nrograz for greater personsl fulfillment. The internal problem of Judaisn

anong enlightened Jews of the 19th century and British imperial interests

-10-




in the Heesr East, bot:z of which factors underlay the development of
British Hibbat Zion will bé znalyzed in detsil in = later section of
thie chepter.

After the French Revolution the Jews of thet country were scon exzn-
cipated and proceedecd on the road of enlightenument. The Jews of Bordeesux
hed already become integrated amcngs their neighbors and even the Jews of
Alspce found little difficulty in joining thenm in declaring their uncon-
ditional 2llegi=nce to France durins the favoleonic Synhelrion. Altert
Cohen znd others took vride in e manner tyvicel of the enligitened Jews
of their time in the frct that their co-religionists of the Turkish
Emmire joined the army rather than teoking the alternstive offered to 211
non- "oh‘.meuans?" Sernons were delivered in Peris in the French langungze,
end the French Jews sunvorted schools in the Zast for the enlightenment
of their co-religionists. The schools were founded about 1845, and by

P g T é_ . :

1559 bhoasted 1700 vunils. It is thus obvious that in “rance as in England,
interest in Hitbat Zion was preceded by o similer srocess of emencination
and enlightennent.

The Jews of CGermany were not enancinated as suddenly and completely
as were those of France, nor had they Uy thne niddle of the 19th century
reached the degree of freedom enjoyed by the Jews of England. Gradually,
howvever, concessions iz Deen obtzined from the Prussiasn sovermnent, and
the enlightenment of the upper clase Jews in the centers ofi trade pro-

-

gressed rapidly. 3Zy ilhe nmiddle of the 19th century the Jewish enlighten-

ment in Germeny had vroduced z second level of scholarshin. They had

noved beyond the lendelssohn School and were delighting in th

of the Vissensthaft. ZRabbi Silbermann, editor of » expresses

his great fzith iz enlightenment. Fe considers anti-Jewish writers as
benighted =nd wonders when they will recoznize thet the sun f.z‘ risen. *7

-11-




Though hie vaper recognizes that anti-Jewish feeling does exist in

9

Gernany and elsevhere throusliout the world, the faith of its editoxfin
the enlightemment cannot be shalten. The editoxrscornp superstition

ani Teelg conficent that the spirit of the times vpoints toward peace and
greeter brotherly love. Even the Mortare case was greeted as an instance

which would prove the vower of the enlightened world against so formid-

-t‘l‘});

cble a2n opronent as the Fovne. “In reading thie nmaterial one wonders how

covid
long such 2 faithylll nersist when faced with diseapvointment in one after

another of ite hopes. During this period of fervent faith and enlight-

ennent, the renorts on Palestine vrinted in ndicate only a

[

detached scientific interest in the archeology of the lané or in travel-

so
ogues similar to tlose they published on Chins or Persis. Z=ven in revort-
: -~ :
inz tiie activities of Sir Moses Monteflore, of 1857 =aintains

an enlightened interest in Sir Hoses' relations with the mrince of Eg5mt

vithout showing any Eibbzt Zion interest in Sir Mosecs! worlz for the Jews
N

of Felestine. Anmonz the Jews of Geraany we heve seen, a8 in the case of

these in France and Englend, that emancivetion and an enlighterment move-

ment were the fore-runners of Eivbet Zion. The differexnce in time between

the enlightenment of the Jews of Zn;land sné France, snd those of Germany,

ney in part explain viy there wes o relatively wide-spread accentance

of Hibhat Zion idees in the western countries before this develonment

took place in Central Eurone.

The emancination and enlizhtenment of the Jews of Fussia and Poland
may have begun even during the 1Eth century. Elijah of Vilnas contributed
to the orocess of enlightenment, and in the Yeshibah founded by hic dis-
ciple, Rebbi Hayyim of Vologhin, his spirit was carried on. "The Yeszhivah
of Volozhin raised a2 whole generation of scholars and rabbis 'in the spirit
of the Gpon'. In these circlez one could even detect a certein amount

-12-
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of toleration fowards the gnathematized 'secular sciences'seessssss!

This spirit, however, was not wide-spread, and the fate of Rabbi Menasseh,
2 disciple of the Gaon who wished to adjust Judaisnm to modern conditions
illustrates the lack of tolerance towzrd enlightenment displzyed by the
Jews in Eastern Eurone during the early 19th centur,}".'s The last yesrs of
flexander I and the reign of Yicholas I during vhich the =2ttitude of the
Pussian government was extremely severe a ainst the Jews or at best "educa-
tional" served to destroy whatever seed of enlightenment had reached
Poland under Nenoleon's Duchy of Warsaw. Typieal of the trisls imposed
upon the Jews of Bussia during this period was the Denortation Ulkase cf

sy
which Sir Hoses Montefiore was informed in 1542. Zven during this time

there were, it is true, 2 small mumber of enlizitened Jews in Russia.‘r
These were the veonle who glong with Ir. Lilienthal urged Sir Moses to
come t» Russia to svear to Count Cuvaroff gnd the emperor. Put when Sir
Voses ¢id reach Pussia in 1546, his arsuments with Count Ouvaroff concern-
ins the wossilLility of enlightening the Jews, snd Count Xisseleffls report
to Sir lloses thet the Russian Jews :&re fanatic, that five to sir;-h:‘u:&@d
of thea were welcone to leave at any time,and that Sir lMoses could take
10,000 or more of them to Palestine or any vlace else if he so desired,
all reflect the true situstion of the Jews in mzssiaf"ln the late 1550's
there were signs of increasing activ%ﬁ; ?mong the enlightened Jewvs of
Pussia. Permission was granted to =7 &* to be sent to the Jews of
Missia and Poland, end it was greeted in certein circles in Minsk and
Odessa 2nd elsewhere as a welcome instrument for the advancement of en-
lightennent emong the Jews of those areasf’t:zar Alexonder II was hailed
as a li"berator bty the swelling ranks of the enlightened Jews. In 1860

permission wes granted for thz asteblishment of several newspavers in Hebrew

X




and Bussian which would carry on the vrocess of enlightenment smong the
Jewséﬂ The change was not instzntenecus, however, and the vast majority
of Jews in Eastern Eurore continued to worry about the coming end of the
world or thnt someone had deliberantely made their oil wunlkosher, end they
continued to loock upen study of the Talmud as the most rezsonable means
for perfecting the \-.-orld?. Ve nmgy note, then, that any wide-cpread en-
lizhtenment rmong the Jews in Eastern Eurove begern only in the 1860's sné

operated for clcse to 20 yeers before Eibbat Zion found any response in

this vart of the worla.

L =Rl o Lo Y
‘I.......l.......'..l'.....l........'......'....I........:éc-IOl- 2

In this section we ghall sttempt to consider the impact of 1%th cen-
tury idees such as nationalism, romanticism and so on, as they helmed
share the Fibbat Zion philosophy. We ehell be especislly concerned with
the prcblen of why certein Jews at certain tinmes ond places vere influenced
by these ideas that were in a sense aveilerble throughout Eurcre to £ll
19tk century Jews. In ecch case, we shall try to understend the cevelop-
ment in terms of the totel socizgl =nd econcmic forces operating upon the
Jews. Further, we vill notice thet not only did the impsct of the tctal
situpstion upon the Jews determine that Hibbat Zion should cdevelop a2t 2
given time in g given szre:s, but tirt it zlsc determines what kind of Eibbat
Zio:. should develop. Tims, we will find that Eibbet Zion in Pelestine
wns releted tc the immedirte eccnemic probleme of the lower class Jews for
vhom Falulah was not = satisfectory systeam end who, therefore, vere im-

thr

pelled towerd egricult:relvhile rhilagorhy wes ¢ dominent consideration in
tre ninds of English Eovevel Zion ond naticnelism was very important to
the Germen rgbbis, ete.

Natioralism of several kinds swept Eurcne during the 19tih century.
In Germany it served as £ philosophical base for both revelutionary and
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resctionery politicel theories. In Englend the icdea of a Ohosen Feople
helped ritionslize the emire. In Fussia Pan-Slzvien served the interests
of the Czar. Some Jevwish historiasns might be satisfied to say that the
Zeit;::let. of nationelisn operated on the Jewish people as on 211 others
in Europe. Eowever, it did not operate identically upon sll the veorles
of Turope nor did it omerate st the same time in each country, snd so te
understand Jewieh nationalism we would have to go deeper and anelyze the
specilic causes of its various manifestations. ﬁJewis'r. science in Gernmany

follows closely upon the model of the German historicsl studies,2nd tke

[ -

ewish historians in contact with the culture of their neriod were subject
tc the same philoscophicel influences £s their non-Jdewish contemmoraries.
FY¥octnal was o Hggelien ond spoke of the Jewish nation as ceprole of con-
stent renewal. "In other words, Jewlsh nationality does not rest upon
physicel but upon spiritusl grounds end is therefore stronger than nere
-~ b & ne

; . e/

notionelity." Thuess Erochmel speaks in a manner tynically Hegelian.
(4

Zocherias Frankel hae been czlled an outspolken nationalist. The great
Jewish historian CGrzetz wrote in o nmanner tynicel of 19th century German

historiosronihy. Tiue vhen the editor of "S- lofid*™ nrovmosed to tell of
—

it
great Jevws vhose histories were previoucly urlmown, he =l by reviewing

scme of the results of the Wissenschrft necesserily convey to his readers a.

&3

1=+

history of tne Jewiel FPeovle written from e naticnal wnoint of view.
oses Eess exmmlifies the influence nof the German »hiloscphical schools

uvon 2 Jewisnh writer. Fe wee originally a Spincrist and somevwhat under

ey g o
the influence of Z-Ia.-_‘e‘. He c=polce of the raticneliste as spiritusl dvwerils

a4 A z L

end considered histery meaningful only os the histery of netions. lation-
glisr was, te spid, as necessgry to the orgenic develorment of history as
differences betveer individusle and species ore necescery to Hm
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development in the orzenic world. Witk leen insight FHees suggecsted one
of the ressons why the spirit of Germen nationalisz did not autometically
induce nationerlisn pmong 211 classes of German Jews. "ZEut while the un-
nrejudiced stranger considers the problem of Jewish nationalism & dndly
cne. it mppears to cultured German Jews unreasonsble. For it is in
Germany that the difference between the Jewish end Germarn roces is empha-
sized und used both by the reactionaries a2s well as by the liberel enti-
Senites as & clcgk for the Judeo-Phobia. It is there that the existence
emplo ed
o Jewieh ngtionality is still ne an ergunent mpieinst the grenting
: L ? bl L P
of practiecgl ané civil rights to the Jews.

Georce Elict thinks of Hibbet Zion in terms of Palestine, the soil,
and I:zrpel': role in world destiny. She spesis of the specizl function
of ezch ngtionelity very much es British impericlists must have thought

(33
of Englenié as having & special role.

Dr. Zeditlin snelyzes Smolensizin's Jewish nationslism os a spiritusl
netionelisn very much like Pen-Slavism. Like the Slavophiles hics natione
gliem wished to heve no foreign culture 2dded to it. Further, Smolensiin
reclized that enti-Semitisn in Fussia wes Paced mot on nationzl grounds
alone, btut largely umcn cuestione of religion and economics. &nd so he
! WY > 67
felt that Jewish enti-ngtional’em would be to no svail.

19th century romanticism ealso had its influence uvon Hibvet Zion.

‘h“‘.:a-___}d‘ constently reflects thie snirit as it recalls the ancient

—

——

” - . . Te_,
glory of Persis or other areas that had long =ince degenersted. The ro-
mentic epresl of Jewis: nationelism manifest in George Zliot's "Doniel

Deronda" was noted b a revim-:er:"“:'mis sge of unfaith gives no outlet for

t’.u-e

his deep spiritual yezrnings (nor for those like lim).....yet @i comes....

2 burninz Zion messsge. Is i‘ strange that Leronce should not have re-
T
fused the heritsze of his rocel'

#
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sessssssscssssssnssnrsstnasnqiesssssssesssannsssnsnnnssnsIBOTION 3
The ides of Jewish nationalism]is not out of place in the 19th cen-
tury end gﬂ‘oe expected to have,at least » romantic epveel for some in-
dividuals. Ve shall now try to discover what conditions in verious parts
of the Jewish world led to more than individual interest in these ideas.
Imperiel interests in the llear Epst directed the attention of meny Enzlish-
men close to goverment circles towerd the possibility of & Jewish State in
Palestine., In 1839 and 1540 conditions in that part of the world were al-
most ansrchic. The Turkish Empire was extrecely weak, and Syria wes between
Turke§) end Egyrot, which though normelly subject to the Sultan, was at-
tempting to gein grester freedom end vpower. To western Eurcpe the threat
of Russie gpveared cons@t@nt in the Mear East, and whereas the British
seened to want to hold the Turldsh Empire together, the French suvported
Ecypt sné were willing to have the empire cmmble.’r'iﬂxen Sir Moses spoke
to various British sovernment officisls concerning the Holy Lend, tkey
revesled their interest in a banis for Constantinornle, for railroads in

73 not

Syria . It wes, pure altruisn but certainly Eritish imperizl interests that
led Loré Palmerston and Lord Aberdeen to tell Sir Moses that he could in-
forn Jevs of the Foly Land to tekze their grievances to the Englieh Consul
for redress before trhe Forte. Thouch his conversetion with Lord Posonby
concerning the Epst remi. ied Sir iloses te send a printing press to Isrgel
Drucker, this was probzsoly not Lord Pesonby's purnose in mentioning the

need for industry in that part of the vorlé&"lt was to be expected that

Sir Moges wounld find a2 sympathetic listener in Lond Palmerston when he sug-
gested thet he would like to build z hospital in the Eoly Land and encoursage
sgriculture there, especislly if there were Turkish troops with XEnglish of-
ficers to insure the meace cf the country. Lord Pelmerston blrzmed super-
gtition for the fact that nc Englishmen were 2llowved to buy land in

1=




Prlestine, but aseured Sir Moses that long lesses were aveileble. Simi-
larly, Sir Moses foand willing listenere in the zZovernor of Malta, Sir
Lawvrence Cliphant, ani neny many oﬁmrs?' The limited immerisl interests

of Hgynt must also be tekxen into sccount as determining in pert the fa,'f-e
WD of vprojects for the betterment of the state of the Jews in Palestine.
The Egyptians were trapred under the Turks supvorted by Englend and were not
heppy, but had te be polite to anycne introduced by the British Consul.
Thus, Sir loses 2lways recelved & friendiy greeting in that country. 1In
1839 Sir Mosces spoke to the Pasha sbout buying land in Pelestine. The
Pasha scid he had no lend of his own in that country, btut wouid avprcve any
errengenents Sir Moses might moke with the locel Arsabs. The Pasha also ex-
vreseed his epnrovel of any plans for moW€ efficient farming in the Holy
Lené and spid thot the wnlle of Tiberias might be repsired. "@B then
gncke of estohlishing joint stock banks vith a copltal of 2 million pounds
eterling vith rower to increese it, if necessary. Eis eyes soverkled =t
this; he spveared delighted, =nd sssured ... protection." iinor imperiel
interests could usually be measured in dolilers =nc cents. Ister Sir

Moses esiced one of the Pasha's lieutenents Jor z cony of the nromisec in
writing, and he wes told tc msake his recuest in writing. e did so, and
agsip intervieved th~ Pasha's spokesmen whe did not cers to express hin-
gell on any other subject than that of the nrovosed Tenlz. Still later
there vere more vnronises but sgein nothing in writing, with the excuse,
"Yesterday was your Sptbath., Today ie curs." lHonths later 5ii Moses had
received no answver to his letters, and he never dii.WCn 2 still more
local level Sir Moses was Toced with the immerial instinets of 2 lMoslenm
lendovmer. Sir lMoses wented to Luy some land at ¥ebren for dispensaries
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thet would serve all the moor of the pgrea, Jevs and non-Jews, btut over-
night the nrice rose fron {50 to f500. end so he did not heer of it.
The possibility of a Jaffz to Jerusslem railroad was discussed in Enzlend
for narmy years. Sir lloses did not believe that the railroad would get
50 more Jeve to return to the Foly Land Lut hoved that it night improve

their situstion. 3ir Culling Esrdley, great-grendson of uia-eon Sampsorn,
en 18th century Jewish industrialist who ked conv&*tec.k had in v-oc.uceu
the »lan to S5ir loses in terms of ils possitly encouraging Jewish seti
ment in Pelestine. Lord Pelzerston aporoved the iden, because it would
allcw trooms to be moved more efficiently snd would increase cocmierce Ior
s> '

botz Turkey and Englancd. The entire I'emascus Affair which wes recorded
sc comnletely in Sir lMoses! disries azein revepls the influence of Znglend
vith the Turlkdsh Zmpire, and the wgy in which Eritish interests sometimes
coincided with Jewisi: interests in the Holy Lznd.

Denjomin Dicreell was irnterected in the Eest, in the ~sintic »nrotlem
and in the Jews' role 2t home and elsewhere. "His idecs emerged from o
coherent system ol immerialist theories which, while proveking disagresnent,
revezled originelity ond vigorous thought. It is well mown that the his-
tory o the seconi sdministration wes the history of the Zastern Trestion,
¥is entagrmistc maiuntein thet Lis stetesmanshin seemed the product of his
ingzination rather thsn of his narty's traditions, and thet he introduced
the dreems of his esstern heroes into the practicel politice of the VWest;
hat he, therefore, toc fold of the Sues, hed tziren Cyrrue, drevented
Czorist Pussips fron conguering Constantinowle, nade Queen Victoria empress

43
of India, etc., 25 hinted leng Defore in his novels." We nmight feel that
the drezme of Isrpeli's eastern herces were the efifects rother than the
proatieal q. |

couses of hic pag@@MA noliticel vrogren. Sokolow revorte, vict rumor in




noliticel circles hat‘ it that Disraeli sounded out the Sulten on the pos-

sibpiliiy of autonomy for the Jews in Palestine. This was unproven to
that there musT haye bNhJ
say the least butSO“OLOU‘§ piad‘some psychological fru#h to it or it would

not have been believed.

In such a2 world the idea of & national home for the Jews was not ridi-
culous. Xven an unfriendly reviewer of George Eliot's "Daniel Deremda re-
vezls thie attitude: M"IFf the Jews to wlom Teranda undertskes to restore
2 nationel home of their own,really wished such 2 home, they are abundantly
oble to do for themselves what no Der@nds can do Tor then, and the fact

that they themselves stend in the way sufficiently vroves that they do not
13

deem the end desirsble: Thus, it is sbundantly reasonable thet Sir Hoses

should find supnort from many English Jews and non-Jews when he nropcsed

0

\n

that the Pasha "permit land s2nd villages to be rented on = lease of

years free from a1l taxes or claims of governors, the relt to Le »naid at

Alexandria; that he will =1Y0w me to send vpeovnle to assist and instruct

tie Jews in a better mode of cultivating land, the olive, the vine, cotton,

end mulberries, as vell gs the breeding of sheep; finally that he will

give me a firman to opnen banks in Beyrout, Jafie, Jerasnlen snd Cairc.
sincerely v»roy,” Sir lloses ccntinued, "that my journey to the Holy Land

ey nrov. beneficial to the Jewsi not only to those already there, but to

nany others who may come to settle holy cities either from love Ior the

Lend of Promise or Irou & desire to guit countries where persecution pre-

.

vents their livings in veace." Sir loses thought that the Jews in Palestine

M
m

would wish to live ns loyal Turkish suhj;cts. but éid not bvelieve that =
eirsle Jew in England would wish to return to the Zoly Lend at taat time.
French imperialist interests in the llear Zost were the reverse of
nose in Englend. A minority, as mentioned beifore, supported a pollcy

=20




favorabvle to the Jews, tut officially the French governnent was not so
inclined. In 1540 this beceme very clear when the French Consul at
Jemascus wes one of the chief antozoniegte of the Jews. In such a situe-

French Jew
tion, even such an outstendins GHENNNGGENEEENER -: ‘dolrhe Cremieux wes

so F e LR
mtnaruer.tl," dedicated toc the cause of the cdews in the EHoly wnux Creazieunx
croposed that Sir Hoses btuild a hosnitel for the Jews of Csiro,and he would

Puild 2 school with 1,000 ducets given by the 3aroness de Hothscliild of

[

AT ialiohtad +n
ancé 1 SAoulc be aelignvedq e

Poris. Sir Moses said, "Were it fcrr'i';:,e Zoly

- -ty

establish both hospltel =nd schoole" In 1847 the Rothschilds of Paris in-

U]

-

troduced Sir Moses to the Queen of France, so that the latter umight finglly

sssure kim that the French agents in Syria would stop attacking the Jews
g7

with charges of ritusl murder. Cremieux himself was alsent from the inter-
vievw to =void emberassment. The Pope tied to tic kinglom of Frence and
gulded by é*urc' nterests would not be convincel of the innocence of the
s O
accused Jews in Dameseuns. In Austriz znd Prussia, Tear of Russias brought
government interests closer to those of Englend tzan tc those of France,
_ are v suppPised that ) was ]
And so we,mmw the instrien Consul sb® Jerusalen interested in a romd to
QI ner 1% .{.- mans Tratta
Jeffz, SESEEENNNNEED e ‘riendsiiy toverd the Jews Ty the consuls of
iese povernaents Suring the Zzaescus affalr.

ei led meny British Jews and non-Jews

to their interest in tihe Holr Lanc drommed awey, sumnort of Eivbat Zion

glnost venished., In 1375 Sir Moses hoved tazt V"Hotearithstanding the present
figinelination of tiie testimonisl comittee to encoursce sgricul ture, the

time nignt yet errive vhen they would gledly aveil themselves of 2 favorsble

has 73
onnortunity to nromote B lon: cherished scheme." 1In 100Z Sir Lewrence

Dlinkent recognized thct Jews were nci being allowed & foothold in Fales-

tine -t tie momens, becouse of the nroblem of Fritish imperipl interests
ne onvosed to those of Turizey on the ocuestion of Zgymt. EHe felt, iowever,
el |

-

s were SoME fngllsh News
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that it wae very imnortant for the Jews to keen up their Eidtat Zion. In

-

1583 DIr. Loewe rerorted that 211 the Jeowish leaders besides Montefiore were

e
]
'1
m

ed in other thinzs then §Settlenent Of the Holy Land, There were
some Christians still interested, the RHabbi H. Adler and Montefiore's
nenhews. These few Hovevei Zion had met in London, but their meetine was

1

the Jewish Presz of the city, because of anti-Hibbat Zion

=1
=
(8]

not renmorte

¢ 4

Even those who hed formerly contributed to the Montefiore test

menial hed now lost interest. David Gorion sugzgested that tecemuse the
eadins Jews of England had Christians on the testimoniel com=ittee, they
resitated to do anything expressly Jewlsh, A little later, however, Gordon
recognizes more clearly the resl orobdlem vhen he indicates taat icperial
erect in the Jewish zettlenent of Prleztine
:{ . g

- = . Yo '- m - - - 1- Teq == - ] - -
and :epcrt{ that the Turks <feary, "another Eulzaria®. };...e“ezt in enigro~

interests C_cter::-.:‘.ne:{ Sritish int

ion of Jews fron Bussia among the leading Jews in London wazs Girected
ther to Palestine ner to the United States, Uut to Cancde and prooably

to other varts of the Eritish Emire as well., Sokzolow :‘elt thet the

spirit of the Alliance in its early stage vas netionegliet and thef the es-
L 44
tehlisiment of Mitveh Isrcel was no szccident., Tides may Lmve been true

gt the moment of the fcuniins of the Alllance, which coinciied with the

ntercst lloses Zess revorted amons certain Irench circles in Jewish settle-

nent irn Pelestine. 3y 1384, however, David Gorion found no trace in Paris
T
of those wiw supported Ismuscorf in 1257 except for the Hothschilds. 4And
cf Fnicrhihf
i favor Jewish colonication in the

hought France woul

o
h
e
b
.
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Olg, Eashi Fine :'c:)?‘."bef:‘. chenze of attitude in the Alliance, so that

L e
ther have become negotive, through llikven Israel towerd 2ll new colonigs.
.Illll.l.ll..l....l.l.l..l.ll.tllll.l...'ll.....i.......-.‘sEcTIOa\I

¥hile the imrerial iaterests o several western Zurcpean novers in
the Mear Zpet during the nineteent: century determined thet FiblLet Zion

siiould or saould not gain vopularity cmonz the upper classes, and esvecisglly
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enmong; the unper cless Jews in those countries, Jet it was another espect
of their totel socizl end economic situation which determined the form & Taci-
sunport Eibbat Zion should telce. The growing of city populations in Englend,
for exemple, were composed largely of industrizl workers who were periodi-
celly unemnloyeds, and who, even in times of relative prosperity, could barely
supnort their immediate families. The sick, the old, the orphans, ani even
o famifies
the :-:or‘.-:ers‘,were in constant need of food, clothing, Tuel, etec. The poten-
izl sceial unrest generated by this situztion was vertially ameliorated
through charity. It became the fashicn smong the wealthy to display their
wezlth, sqlve their consciences, ané alleviate some notentially explosive

Iwnan nmisery througk the practice of philanthrony. In the early 19tk cen-

tury Hibbet Zion, for these wezlthy people, was essentially annother tyve
of vhilanthropy. .

Sir Moses llonteficre records that giving to a1l chorities was the re-

cented thing for e entire circle, those who becene HZovevel Zion and those
1oy

"

who did not. ¥hen he ond Lady Monteliore mewe survived o shivwreck, Sir
‘loses -ave.? 50 to the poor of each, the Geman esné the Fortuguese Jewish
congrecetion: in London, and .fﬁoo for the poor Jews of Jerusalem. Sir
oees sent Dr. Franiel ic nttend the poor of Jeruselem at his (Sir loses')

rf

exonnse, and e few years lpter the ohilentironist recorded helwing the poor

vl

ntry in kis disries, and in the scznme sort of lenguage

ny

of London in the szue
as he recorded sending suwmlies to Dr, Frankel's dispensary in Jerusalem.
Hibtat Zion, Dbecause of EBEritish imperigl interests, and especially

unon & philenthrovie nlane, eapmerled to many Engslish Christians. Perhans
ronanticisn also colorec the thinking of some descendente of Englisgh Jews
viho had converted, for mony amnonymous Zifts were received from these quar-

'.“ P o =
ters, Acpin, Chrictianz nasy merely have felt obligsted to recinrocate ‘04

after the constant zifts of the Jewish philanthrovists tc Christian cherities.

10¢

Sir Culling Eerdly seens to refllect sll of these influences.

~e
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For the Exhibition of 1851, Dr. Loewe reported concerning Montefiore;
"In hie zeal for the promotion of the welfare of the Holy City, snd with
the object of drawing the attention of the public to the superior telents
of his co-religionists in Palestine, Sir Moses exhibited tuo_E;Fntiful
!

cses executed Ly Mordechal Schnitzer of Jerusalem ees-...." The Hibbat

Zion ectivities of the Rothschilds were all along philenthroric lines.

Zven the building of low-cost housing for the poor of Jeruszlem was not a
Hibvat Zion project unrelated to the general practices of philanthropyg
at that time. The wealthy of Eerlin also built houses to 2id the voor
who could not afford high rents, as had been done in England and Costa
Rica. ";Evs. wve see Sir Moses! interest in Jerusalem and that of his
fellow Hovevei Zion in England end western Burope, erxpressed in a manner
entirely typieal of their time, place andé nosition in society.

Hibbat Zien
Becanse of the fact that theirbectivities were essentielly of & phil-

anthropic naturs, the early EHovevel Zion in western Eurove were subject |
to problens of competition and "honor". In the case of Montefiore, who L
had to give up 2 longstending embition to build a hospitel in Jeruselem r
pecause he found that the Hothschilds hed slready begun to work on the
nroject, Fibbat Zion did not lose, for Sir lioses devoted his energies

elsevwrere in Palestine. In the case of Baren de Mirsch and ZBeron Edmund

de ~othschild of Paris, lLowever, ngy we suspect that one of the contribu-
ting factors to de Hirsch's founding I C A was Rothschild's role in P I C A7
In 1823 de Hirsch weas still considered by David Gordon much as Rothschild

was. It was only leter that the difference in ideas between these men
W3
became obvious.

L L B B I |llIol.lIll..l-.....'l-....l...llIIIOODOQSECTIOI:5
fnotlier asnect of esriy Hibbet Zion merits our attention. One of the
distinguishing features of the movement in all stages was its emphasis on
=2l
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establishing a Yishv that would not depend on cherity, one that would
ﬂrlh

build up the land ac well as study, The ideas of land and nstionality
wvere i closel;r::eﬁ‘.,ted in 19th century thinking. Though he wrote in
the twentieth century, 4i.D. Gordon expressed an attitude basic to Hibbat
Zion from the very beginning.

The glorification of labor, widely expressed in the nineteenth cen-
tury'iad a specizl avpeal to enlightened Jews as 2 program for their
less fortunste brethren. It was not only the desire to become fa.mej'_s,
expressed by the poor Jews in the Foly Lesnd as early as the 1830'5.”wh1ch
led Sir loses Montefiore:' to his interest in promoting labor among his
co-religionists, for he was interested in agriculture for the Jews of

"e

Bussiec snd Poland as well, His special interest in Palestine, however,

led him to devote much energy to the Hibbat Zion goal of promoting the
ny

development of a laboring, selfr staining Tishuv., Similerly the en-

lichtened editors of %f?). before they were particularly con-

cerned vith the problems of Falestine, reported hopefully on some Jews in

Ruesia who were given land. BHRecognizing the objective difficulties and

the fact that it would involve a very hard adjustment, the B'.E::gid felt

thet Jews had been, could be, snd siould sgain become good :l’a:mers'.".]'aco‘n

Fiefnan, a Maslktil, in his "Maesmar Teudat Yisroel" (1868) advocated a return

of Tews to the soil, thouwgh nnt.ryet. a return to the soil of Palestine,
aQ

along with his championing of Jewisr nationglity end national creativity.

Cn his seventh voyage to Palestine (1E75) Sir Moses MHontefiore rep!ted.

"It was in the ancient Febrew community of Venice that a sulject closely con-

nected with: the interects of the ¥oly Lend was first broached to me.
Siznora F. C. S. Bandegger-Friedenberg, the authoress of a vork wmtitled

15¢venne Isrmelitice', had on idez of estsblishing r fennle sgricultural
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gchool in the)?oly Land at an anmual outlay of thirty thousand Austrian
{70
flowingeos..H  Thus we have seen an attitude favoring industry and es-

P!

. V2
plied especially to imdustry and farming in Palestine.

as 1t wad related to Palestine, snd the interests of various powers in

this was o ninor conslderation. These latter, as enlightened Orthodox

to an acute inner problem of Jewlish life. To most of the former group

Albvert Cohen and the Rothschilds of Parie, the inner problem of Judaism

é‘
|
!

ernments'!policies favorable to a Jewlsh state in Palestine,

ndividesd
After the emancipation, Judaism could no longer commend the/loyalty of

f@ soclglly and politicelly, this seemed reasonables, On the other hand, the

260

pecially farming for the Jews advoecated in enlightened cireles in Bngland,

Germany, Poland and Italy. Awmong the Hovevel Zion thisg attitude was ap-

we shall try to understand why a nationalist interpretation of the nature
of the Jews was needed, and by whom.h% have seen that nationalistic ideas
were current in the nineleenth century, and that they appealed to different
groups of Jews at different times and placez. Jewigh natlonalism was ime

vortant to wéalthy west FBuropean Jews, a8 to many nonwJewlsh Inglishmen,
the fate of the Nesr Bast. To the German rabbis vho became Hovevel Zion
Jews of the nineteenth century, found in Jewlsh nationaliesm the solution
with the probable exceptions of the rabbis of London, Sir Moses Montefiore,
was secondary, so theif interest in Hibbel Zion did not outlast thelr gove
The internal Jewlsh problem of the enlightened Orthodox of the early

nineteenth century was this: Judalsm had to be redefined in modern terms,

moyes, as had been possible in the medieval ghetto. The Reform movement
tried to redefine Judaism as a religion only in the way various Protestant

3 3 “ a . s o
demoninabions were religions", Tor those who felt completely emancilpated

o T Yy
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Turning now to what may be the most crucial element in Hibbal Zion,

enlightened Jews as the sole determiner of all political, social and religious




the unenlightened Orthodox did not feel the pressure of modern ldeas

keonly enongh to force them to change their medievael ways of thinking,

and so they merely retreated into a darker obscurantism to avoid and re-
glst that. pressure. The enlightened Orthodox were unshle or unwlliling

to escape the implications of modern ideas at the price of obscHfbntism,
and were unable to accept the Reform redefinition which meant glving ﬁp

in large meagure their ancest&ral woays and group identity in return for
almost nothing. The modernyOrthodox rabbis were almost a vested intefést
groups but a considerable section of the Jewish middle class iﬁ central

and later in eastern Hurope felt the same wéﬁ. They had gained too little
wealth too late to win acceptance in the top circles of thelr countries,
and the breatment of the Jews in Syris, Morocco, Poland and éven Germany
did not make them share the'cOHfidence of the Reform Jews that they could
exchange btheir ancient Jewish solidarity for something more valuable.

Taced with the need for a modern interpretation of their Judalsm, one that
would not sacrifice the ancient hopes and consolations; challenged from the
one side hy Reform; and from the other by reactionary Orthodoxy; and living
in nineteenth éentury Turope, many Jews turned to the ldea of a natural
national restor&tion.

We have considered the influence of the Wissenscheft as a channel
whereby the national interpretation of history was made avalleble to all
enligﬂtened Jows of that time. Generally, the Jews who took up the national
1dea and became Hovevei Zion were those described by Moses Hess: 'Many
who'have emancipated themselves from dry orthodoxy have recently menifested
in their studies a deepening conception of national Judaism; and have
thus brought about the banishment of that superficial rationalism which

wos the cause of a growing indifference to things Jewish and which finally




led to a totel seversnce from Judalsm. But we find, on the other hand,

among the nationsligtlc ranks, rabbis, such as I used to meet in my
_ A A,
younger days, who do not fall behind the Reformers in science and knowledge,"

ks
The entire circle of wrlters about - “Iﬁm Ma?;ld'ﬁ falls into the first

(i “'-ww..w‘

group mentioned by Hess, %von 8. D. Juzzatto "appears to have desired to

reaah the ears of the Rothschilds when in 1857 he wrote to M. Albert Cohens,

the secretary of the Paris member of the family, 'Palestine must be peopled

by Jews, and its land tilled by the song of Israel, in order that the land
14l
of our fathers take on agaln as in days of yore -- besuty and glory!

The rabbis too were very much the gort Hess described. The spiritual

descendants of Hlijah of Vilna were often found smong the Hovevel Zion,

tr e
from ites earllest days. Rabbl Bliasberg, though Orthodox, dld not even

use the excuse of s _0/9%9 D _hu30) ﬂ/)ﬁ in his argu-

ments for settling the Land of Israel, as Rebbir Kalischer and Gut‘macher
13y e /Py
did. Rather, he weas the sort who cuoted Steinschneider. Rabbi Kalisbher

! >
wrote articles on scierce and philosophy as well as Telmud. "Rabbi S. L,

N

R@pOport of Prague gpoke to the Montefiores several times while they were
¥ .
in that city on the subject of the Holy Lend. "And Rabbi Alka;}, in "Goral

ALt o
an. able homiletical discussion of the Messianic problem, in which he shows

. . a
considerable knowledge of the older writers, Alka%i sugeests the formation .

of a Jjoint-stock company, such as a steamship or railrvad trust, whose en-
deavor it chould be to induce the Sultan to cede Palestine to the Jews as
trlbutory country, on & plan similar to bthat on which the Damube princi-

/,;»mb :
pakities were governed. po

Yor the rabbls, the oroblem wes often stated in terms of the coming
of -the Meggiah., Rabbi Kalischer opened the entire problem with his dis-

cusslion of the possibility of bringing the restoration of Israel through

e RBum . o




natural meang without waiting for the messiah. By 1872 Rabbi He Z.
Sneersohn summed up the problem thus:
BAmone the Hebrews there arve three different opinions concerning
these cuestions. Some say: It is absurd to think of a coming
Resborabion....But this is generally the opinion of those who lilve

in countries where no difference is made between the believers in

one creed and another. They do not think of the manifold oppression
and vexations which Jews have tosuffer in other countries....Besides,
this opinion is in opposition to the Holy Writ' ag well as to common

23

HONECos o !

"There are many obher Jews, especially those without any profound
knowledge, who helieve in a restoration of the formewr giory....But
they think that this chenge is to spring forth suddenly; nbt in a
natural way, but through signs and wOnders, in o miraculous MANNETYsess

2
[ﬁhich is possible, but hard to believq]".

"But ‘here is snother view which agrees both with the word of God
and With‘the homen understanding -- and this seems to me to be the
true and right one: WMany of the wise men of the Jews say that the
future salvation is a two~Tfold salvation; one the anelioration of thelr
naterial welfare only, the other-the gpiritual and intéll@ctual of
which all the inhabltants of the earth will partake in various means
and ways .... according to these men, the political restoration of
'Israel will only depend on the efforts of the Israelites and on the
kings and rulers who are guided by truth and justice. And such is the
will of God, with the advent of the Messiah.

"And the salvation which is to come to all nations will he fulfilled
%1/

in a wonderful way."

) w2
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A decede before Rabbi Sneersohn, Moses Hess analyzed the impact of
modern ideas on Judalsm in slightly aifferent terms, but reached the
gzme three-part division of Jewish opinion on the nature of Judalsme
1In Jewry, as well as in the world, there are to be discovered ab pres-
ent two main tendencies which, though diametrically opposed to each
other, still originate from the same source, nemely, the need of ob-
jective religlous norms and the inability to create them." The one
tendency waé to turn back, as in the case of the supernaturaligan of
Rabbi'Hifsch of Frankfort on the Main, and the other, an "antidote',

1 7

was negative reform, with its Nextreme individualism and incoherence,

Hesﬁ‘s‘own opinlon®:

do not agree with the conceptions of el ther extreme faction,

but belong to a different crder of ideas, I believe that not

only does the natlonal essence of Judaism not exclude clviliza~
'tion and humani tarianism, but that the latter ?eally follow from
it, as necessarily as the result follows from the cause. 1f,

in spite of thiss I emphasize the national side of Judaism,

which is the root, rather than the humanitarian aspecﬁ; which

is the bloom and flower, it 1s becéuse in our time people are

prone to decorate themselves with the flowers of culture rather

than cultivate them again in the soll on which they grew. It
. &4

is oul of Judsism that our humenitarien view of life sprang.”

Their opposition to the Reform movement was one of the motivﬁhing
factors in the turn of many enlightened Orthodox Jews to Hibbat Ziona
and the form of th@irbﬂibbat Zion was partially determiﬁed by this
opposltion,

Dr; Zeitlin state§ the Reform alternative to the medieval all-
inelusive definition very concisely, "On the other hand the Reformists

3 0um




meintained that the Jews were only a religlous comrmmnity and not a
129

nation." Waxman cites the Reform Synod of Frankfort, 1845, ag an 0C-

casion on which the opposition of German progressive Jews bo the idea

of Jewlgh nationallty was reaffirmed and might have drawn the attention
130

of Moses Hess. dJewlsh nationalism, thereforve, sebed as a whiy against

Reform. As early as 1819 Rabbi Akibe Eger snd his son-in-lew Rabbi

Moses Sofer attacked Refornm for omijting Hebrew on the grounds that

£ 3 'A = - . ' I

it is the national as well as the holy language of the Jews. Dr,

Sache of Berlin in "The Religious Poetry of the Spanish Jews", refercing

to Judah Halevi, offereja‘lesson to the Reformers, "The one who canno’b

theoretically concelve the sotution of the problem, how a digpersed

<

‘people may possess a nationality and a homeless nation a fatherland,

Y
[=3

will find in the personality of this great singer and, in his poebry,
13

a practical solution to that problem." A few years later Dr. Michael
. 123 . Y
Sache of Berlin was a supporter ol Rabbi Kslischer. Moges Hess directed
a series of arguments precisely against the Reform opoonents of Jewish-
Watlonallem:

tBut, mark you, from all these real or lmaglnaly benefits which
the Jews in dispersion confer upon the world, none will be diminished
even after the restoration of the Jewish State. TFor Just as at the
time of the return from the Babylonian exile, notb 51l the Jows settled
in Palestine, but the majority remained in the lands of exile, where
there had been Jewish settlements since the dispersion of Israel end
Judah, so need we not look forward to a larger concentration of Jews
at the future restoration. Besides [the benefits Jews bestow upon the
world world are exaggerated by the R@formeré]. As to affecting the

unlty of life and theory, it is only possible with a nation which is

13 ¢
politically organized.”

3 Lom




Even when not spesking of the Reform Jews with reference to their
theology, the enlightened Orthodox Hovevel Zion often responded to ate
tacks from anti-nationalist Jews who were concerned only with emancipa-

tion. Rabbi Gut\pacher, in his introduction to Rabbhi Kalischer's

: - /
/ /{/; JSG? 73 argued that eguel rights would come to the Jews

only after the onus of being "captives" had been removed through settle-
198 .

ment of the Land of Israel. Rabbi Fliasberg arsued agsinst the fears

of some Haskillm and Reformers that Hibbat Zion would lmpede theilr

3 Je

progress bowerd equal rights. He even invited all these people and
ralo o

all other:Jews to join in the effort. One of Moses Hess's polemics
on this subject reveals an evaluation of Moses Mendelssohn less revo-
lutionary than that of Perez Smolenskin, bul perhaps more sccurate:
Tiven the nationalistic Mendelssgohn did not know of a cosmopolitan
Judalism. It is only in modern times that, for the purposes of obtaine
ing equsl rights, some Cerman Jews denied the existence of Jewish

37
Nationality."

We novel above that Sir Moses MHontefiore wag exceptional among the
English Jows in that he remained loyal to Hibbat Zion when most of
them dropped away. His position as an opponent of Reform may be taken
to indicate that he, like many of the modern Orthodox rabbis of his

' hrs
time, felt Hibbat Zion to be an answer to an inner problem ofAJudaism,
4
as well as to the problems of Jewish refugees or the poor of the Holy
Land. As early as 1830, one of the London Goldsmids was ready to start
a new congregation along the lines of the Hamburg Temple,in part ab
least, because he felt that the Board of Jewish Deputies was not fight-
3%

Jng hard enough on civil rights for Jews. When in 1841 the Reform
movement did start in London, Sir Moses HMonbtefiore was chalrman of the

Board of Deputies, and though personally tolerant, as hig biographer

g Jo




put it, he followed rabbinic advice Lo oppose all Reform. Moges!?:
Torah could stand the test of reason, Montefiore felt, IMnally, the

Vest hnd SyﬂﬂéOﬁu@ was established as a concessioM. In 1842 Sir Moses

/3
urged the New Synagogue at Liverpool to rejoin the old one. In his

nersonal practices too, Sir Moses remained Orthodox, even when it

' 140
a .
meant ¢Ofb01h“ official duties to observe the Passover.

tm
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Turning to the snti-obscurantist implications of Hibbat Zion with
its en11ghtened outlook and rational program for the restoration of
Israel, we find that the conflict involved a clash with old institutions
as well as old ideas. The old system of collections for Palestine, the
Halulkah, was the vested interest of e whole hetwork of rabbig through-
out Furope, as well ag in Palestine itself. These rabbis contimed to

the |
nreaoh coming miraculous salvation of Isreel, @nd to fight against
modern sclence and all éhilosophy, etc. as paths to heregy. At first
the Hovevel Zion, espe&ially the rabbis among fhem, did not undersgtand,
or did not wish to ackmowledze their revolutiona%y.role within Rabbinic
Judaism as it was then organized. Rabbi E]ia%berm éonsidered the ques-
tion of Tarsells restoration, of which the great German Rabbis had been

o

11
gaying it will come /W7$619 ff7?ﬁh A end J% which one of the great

uinoaul
authorities had said it will come o [)7‘?k° Thoughtfully he,
/) " ok Comngind +
- LY .". / Y " 2 Wl ey
solved the dilemma? P 7o 7 A7 //07 / A;A / Rebbi Kallscher

defended the position of the Orthodox German Rabbinical authorities

C s , Yy
whern they had heen by-pasgsed on a deciglon by the Austrlan govermment.
*@k@ Mjgldw called upon all to cooperate, in helping the poor of Paleg-
tine , and not to fight. Let one build houses, another buy flelds,
another build hospitals, schools, ebce., for what is better for the
whole community must benefit each member of it. Rabbi Berlin at first

"had hoved that by cooperating with the Halukah and the rabbis, Hibbat

Zion could best reach the Jews of Rugsia and Poland.

'3 3




Gradually, however, the lines begen to become clear. Moses Hess
gtated his opposition to Reformers who deny Jewlsh natlonality, as we
have geen, but he stood "as vigorously sgainst the dogmatic fanatics
who,'not velng able to develop our historic religion along modern
lines, haﬁe gsought shelter under the wings of ignorance, o as to avoid

| . s
a strugsle wlth the deductions of sclence and cri&ism." Rabbl ¥Halischer
soon suggested that conbtributionsg to Palestine be divided into three
parts, one to buy fields, a second for a settlement fund and that only
: to o
the final thirdhbe uged for the supnort of scholars. Rabbl Eliyahu
of Graydiz‘suggested a slightly different division bthat also implied a
tremendous cut in the amount of money that would go throvgh Halukah
. . )?77
channels and would be used al the discretion of its chlefs. JIFf some
Orthodox leasders had not grasped the full implications of Hibbat Zion
and Yighub ¥rez Yisrqel from the start, they soon. came to understand
and. to criticize:‘ And the spokesmen of Hibbat Zionfresponded at first
in a concilliatory btone, protesting thelr own Orthodoxy, and thein:
more strongly, without any apology vwhatsoever. In 1872, Rabbi ﬁalischer
had two answers for his Halukah opvonents: first, that there was plenty
for all, indeed, that the use of funds for the support of a@ricﬁltural
settlement would aid the Halukah communities by dispelling the chargs
that the people are all lazy; and secound, that the holy_work of seb-
tling the Land of Israel is even more importent then mere chemdbsy

49 \ - 180
giving money to the poor. Before Rabbi Kalischer died (1874), Zebulun

Leyh Brit wrote to him argulng that they should expect opposition, and

should fight against their Halukah critics. After all, the argumnent ran,

the movement for Settlement of the Land of Israel was not really burting

1 51

the Halukah people, but even 1f it were, it would be jﬁstifi@d. The

Halukah supportelly especially after the esrly 1880‘sjff“;'
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were forced to the defensive, and then the Hoveve® Zion were no
longer so fearful of che¥ges of heresy., Rabbi Berlin appealed for
funds for the settlement of the Land of Isrsel, and wrged all,
even intermerried and unobservant Jews to participatéfniBy 1890,
the list of rabbis who sponsored the idea of collectlion plates

for settlement of the Land of Israel was so formidable as to mark
the end. of the strugegle between the old type of Orthodoxy and
Hibbat Zion. The Palestinian phase of the struggle will be
dealt with iater in thisg chaptef. |

00 Mfe AbGS1obhdnt thAf 6d  fhe’ 1drdest “rumbés ‘o'f” Jéws' %6°Hi%béﬁs
Zion wags not imperial interest in the Near Hast, not the theoretical
problem of Judaism in the modern world. FEach of these factors did
continued to shape the movement, to determine its policles and

ite ideas, ¥or large numbers of people to accept the new ideal,
howevery their failth in the 01d oneFs had to be shaken by clear,
incontrovertible signs. Diseppolntment caused by the fallures of
emencipation made many Jews in Central Burope, and later in Hagtern
Hrurope ready to accept the Hibbat Zion analysis of Jewish history,
and ready to accept its goal of & restoration of the Jewish nation
in Palestine.

What Snkolow sald is tru@,,"fhe Maskilim (adhérents of the
Haskalah) became, esrlier or Iater, the rank and fille of Nationaliets,
‘.overs of Zion!' or Z‘ionists,.m" These, however, were not
the only Jews who turned to Hibbat 'Zion as a result of their
digsppointment with the fallure of enlightenment to halt prejudice
and pogroms. Indeed, to many Maskilim,Hibbat Zion wag at least as

important because of its spiritual values to Judalsm as 1t was

,_35’,.
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because of ite political and economic program for the Jewish People,.
In other words, though the fact thet they turned to Hibbat Zion
often depended on external pressure, the internal needs satisfied
by Hibbat Zion soon became primery in determining the form of its
ideologys Sokolow was thinking of these people when he wrote
thet, while colonization was the purpose of Hibbahf%ion, the
ideological means B that end became valuable in itself, enriching
Jewish life that hed been deprived of its national fubure and itse
national solidarity. Hibbat Zion filléd the internal Jewish need
for a larger than personal goala
We shall turn first to another small but elgnificant group
that turned to Hibbat Zion due to disappointment in the emancipation.
These Jews were not so deeply rooted in Judalsm ag were the Masgkilim,
They were those who had been radicalg or had otherwise moved in
circles dedicated to goals not séeciically toncerned with Jewish
guestions. Ten to fifteen yoars alter the’close of the perilod
with which we are concerned, Theodore Herzl turned to Zionism
the same way these Jews #ad. And because they were not as completely
involved in things Jewigh, before their turn to Hibbat Zion, as the
Maskilim had been, these formerly estranged Jews developed a Hibbatb
Zion ideology which reflected primerily the soclal and political
concerng which had &riven them to Hibbat Zion. Unlike the former
Maskilim, they 4id not emphasize the spiritual values that%glonization
of the Land of Israel offered to Judalsm as mch as ﬁhey emphasized
the social and political status which a state would give to Jews.
Moses Hess was one of the ex~radicals who turned to Hibbab

Zion. It will be noticed thet his case higtory and his statement
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of the gosls of Hibbat Zion are typical of such fconverts®, and

suppord, 1ln o sense, Br. Zoitlin'g statement that Hess 41d not

comprehend Judaism.

The first blow to Moses Heas's falth inh radicallsm was the

Damascus affalr and its repercussions in Iurope:
T Twenty years ago, when an absurd and false accusation

agalnst the Jews wasg imported into Burope from Demascus,

it evoked in the hearts of the Jewg a bitber feeling of

agony. Then it dewned upon we for the firet time, in

the midst of my socialistic activitieg, that I belong

%o my unfortunate, slandered, dispised and digpersed

people} And already, then, though T was greatly estrnged

from Judalsm, I wanted to express my Jewish patriotic

gentimenteosa "

Though at the time Hesg continued to occupy himgelf “with the

problems of the suffering Furopean Ftoletariat, Le nevertheless

formed gome strong opinions on the Jewigh Problem. As 1f answering

a critic of these early opinions he later wrote:

" You say thet there are many néble spirits among

the Germans who have banished from thelir hearis every
trace of race prejudicea.and ag for the progressive

Jewsg, you think that meny of them have always digplayed

& fine sepirit of gelf-sacrifice when the honor of theilr

religlon or the welfare of their brethen called for ite..

I adnit that my judgement was too general in its character

and it can only be Justifled by the fact thet it was

_."57/—




written under the influence of the Damascus Affair. Today I would

hesitate very much before subscribing to it."(é%i?

As a Hovev Zion, Hess was etlll concerned primarily with the politiéal
and social position of the Jews, though we have seen earlier im this chepter
that he had a very clear understanding of the importence of nationalism

to a modern definition of Judiasm, Hess enalyzed and attacked those who

could not reach a satisfactory modern explanation of the Jewish People,

but to him the motivating goal of Jewish nationalism was a restored state
and new status for Jews everywhere, ! What brothef did not obtain from
brother [i.e. egual rights for Jews from the Germané), what was not

grante@ by man to man, will be given by a people toapeople, by a nation

to a nation."(::> This sort of thinking wes found among the ex-Magkilim

and other Hovevel Zlon as well, but it did not dominate the movement during
our period, After 1881, for example, one of the Hasgt-European Hovevel

Zion, Priedberg, argued that even a token state of Jews wounld make "Semitesh

a regpected nsme end give the Jews status among the nai;icm,s, We may

feel, then, that in the case of formerly estranged Jews who turned <k (o

Hibbat Zlon, digappointed in their emancipation‘was oﬁten not enly the cause
of their "conversion', but the determining factor with respect to their
Hibbat Zion idealogy as well,

In the case of the Maskilim who, during the 1860's in Germany end during
the 1870's in Bastern Furope, turned to Hibbet Zion, the gituation wag
slightly different. David Gordon was one of the Maskilim associated with
@@%éhﬁéggji&f”from its earliest doys. He wrote series ¢f articles on
sclentific matters of all sorts-comets, for @xample. Then, in 1863,
he ¥rote his first essay on Settlement of the Land of Israel. David Gordon
attributed h@s turning to Hibbat Zion to the influence of Moses Hess, and,

even more immediately, to the questions received by Wﬁééwhggidﬁrfrom Jews
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in Poland during the revolutions against Russia, in which the Jews asked,

are we Russians or are we Poles? As they were attacked by both parties,

the unfortunate Jews of Poland were clearly neither Russians nor Poles,

elther to thelr neighbors or to Davild G-ord.on.CL;@ Yot Gordon's Hibbat Zilon

was not shaped primarily by political considerations, though engendered

by them, Hisg background was with “%ﬁqM&ggidﬁ’ which proposed, as early

as 1856, to s-brangthen the Holy Language which binds all Jews together, . )
A Hibbaut Zion contihved to express his

and never to attack any Jewish community or Hebrah, and his/\concern

with
with the spirit of the Jews, ms well s,sﬁtheir political condition., Similarly,

Jacob Ri@?ﬁ’ma moved from strict Haskalah thinking in his early years with

e ﬁaggfid # £0 a nationaliem which stressed the need for revivifying the
spirit and creativity of the Jewish people. @ We may also note swmong

other, slightly later Bagt=Furopean adheren.té of Hibbat Zion, who had bemﬁ

Maslkilim, such as Mical Pines and Hliezer Ben-Yahudah a concern with

revivifying the splrit of the Jews and overcoming their enervating factlonsalism,
Perez Smolenskin spoke of spirivtual nét:'x.onalism, and Friedberg

recognized in the name of Palestine an emotlonal appeal that would unite all

Jews , whereas America or distent parts of Russia, which might offer a more

realistic practical golution to their problems, would gain only a slight

TeHPONSE, @ The ex-Maskilim who came to Hibbat Zion, then, even those

who came because of thelr dissppoiniment with political liberalism ag

ki opposed to thoge ex-Magkilim who may have been motivated by the problem
of & modern definition of Judalsm, did not look to Hibbat Zion primerily
H

as the solutlon to the externsal political or social aspect of the Jewish

problem, They were more concerned with #hhe internal psychologiecal and culturadl

1)
problems of the Jewish People.
It is interesting to conjecture to what degree Sir Moges Montefiore

and the Rothschilds were influenced by their awareness of the shortogmings

of emencipation. Though he never felt personally disappointed in the progress

- 37 -
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emanclpation of

of enlightenment, or in that of the
the Jews in England, to the best of our knowledse,
yet S8ir Moses Monteflore did appreclate the strenzth

of the opposition to Jews' rizhts, even in iInsland.

He and the Rothschilds were also extremely well 1ln-

rormed as to what the Jews of Russia, Persia, Morocco,

and other parts of the world were sulfering. The

Rothschilds of Parls had been particularly keenly
aware of the French goverrment policy on the Damascus
ATfalr and of the impllcatlons on the Mortara case.
As early as 1838, a leading Jew of HNice expressed  to
4ip Moses hig dlsappointment in the results of the
Napoleonic 3ynhedrion and the later ranal r@action,l67
an ooinlon that must have been Xnown to, 1f not shared
by the Rothschlilds of Paris.
W r et vnsesesesescesssosscascacsscsnesssesrssassvvaeseoRUGTION 9
Thouzh the wvocal rank and file of Hibbat Zion 1n
eaéﬁern Furope were the rabbls and former Maskilim,
1 Jews who had the education and the economlc background
i necessary for one to become a writer or speaker, yet
there were & largze number of less vocal adher@n£5 Who
>came from a different class. The autoblozraphies of
Shnmaryahn Levin and Dr. Chaim Weltzmann, thouzh dealing
with the period of the later 1880's whereas we are con-
cerned only with the very early 1880'y, support this
meneralizatlon. Levin recorded his influence on the

Jews of his tiny villsge, for example, Jews who of

themselves would not have come into contact with any
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movements but who were prepared by the pogroms and
fear of the pozroms for a message of hope and promlse
o 72 168 ; - " o s o ad

from Zlon.- To these Jews, Zlon appeared as a solu-

tion to thelr personal problemns of need and insecurlty

in eastern Burope. Many of them lacked even the

mearer sums necessary for emlizration, and the hope of
“Zlon served ags a balm in very bleak days. The more
fortunate ones who could zo to America could develop
the splrltual inclicatlions of the movement in thelr
ideolozles of Hibbat Zion, but to the poor Jews stuck
in Russla and Poland, the very material plcture of a
sanctuary in Zion had an overwhelming appeal. Th@‘
collection of funds for settlement of the land of
Israel among those Jews who remained in eastern Hurope
agalin indicated thelr economic level, Rabbl Yaffe
wrote that only the poorest Jews wanted to go to set-
tle the lLand of Israel, but some of the rich would
later join them to start businesses. In the meanwhlle,
all must contribute thelr penni@s,1683 Their Hibbat
Zion ldeology was slample and dlrect--they wanted a new
home in Zion, for thg pbgroms had left them no future

where they were.

The refugee problem was one of the motivatlons
toward Hibbat Zlon even before the pozroms. Rabbl
Eliasberz, over a decade before, thought of Yishub Erex

¥lgrael in relation to the problsm of the Jewlsh refugees
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in Persias and Roumanla. Hig ldea was to have some

picked refuzees settle iln the Land of Israel and there-
by increase the size of the agrlcultural Yishuv,169

The Jews of London also consldered lmmigratlon and

settlement in Palestine for some of thelr refugee

brethren. Ln 1881l-2, waves of emlgrants reached London

en route Ho America. When the United Btates announced

that 1t wanted only workers and mechanits, some of the

"others were dispatched to the Holy Land, and on May 4,

1882, 8ir Moses recelved letters reporting the founda-
tion of the first.oolony, 'Righon Lezion.'"170  The
gsettlers of Rlshon Lezlon %hemselves statéa the causes
of thelir Hibbat Zion very sgimply. They sald that after
the they deécided to leave and become farmers 1n

Palestine.tl?t

" This needly class of ' developed not only an

immigration~centered philosophy of Hlibbat Zion, but
oven came into conflict with those to whom Hibbat Zion

wag not exclusively a practical problen. The Hovevel

Zion of Blalistok wanted to send a delesatlon to the

sultan with a petition assuring him thet the Jews did

not want to rebel amainst Turkey. They were not even

interested in a Jewlsh state, 1f only immlgratlion were
’ opened to the poor, needy Jews,l72 These Hovevel Zlon

had no gympathy for those who resented the overseers

appointed by Rothschlld, and the Bialistokers were qulte

content to have the Rothschlilds support the colonles.
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They proposed to use the collected money to establlish

the newcomers, not to support the established colonies.t73
00.5Bﬁ3lo.ﬂW.osam.e.@h@’w'n@ﬁb.c@."'a“W“D".'“’..Oé.s]}:c}it‘l:olq

Hibbat Zion in eastern Burope, however, served
another function for the ex-Maskilim who Jolined 11,

and so 1t was not only a matter of the splritual values

in philosophy of self-help that led these to their

strong stand azainst the Blallstok type of Hibbalp Zlon.

The enlightened middle class in eastern Kurope which had
flourished especlally during the flrst decade of the
relgn of Alexander II, was not satisfled wlth 1ts posi-

With respect to the govern-

P

tion in the Jewlgh communlty.

ment, 1t was ¢till aot represented. The Jewlish barons in

5t. Petershburg wielded whatever influence the Jews had

with the Tsar.L(# With the Jewisgh masses, on the other

hand, the rabbis were the asccepted leaders.l?5 Through

Hibbat Zion this enlightened Jewish middle class triled
1o take over the spokesmanship for thelr people.

Even before 1880, the students and wrlters were in
revolt against the Shtadlanlm of St. Petersberg.l76 In
1182, the Jewish writers Saul Pinkssg Rablnowltz, Moses
Lillienblum, Judah Leilb Levin, Jacob Lipshitz and Bhealox
Frledbers wrote a letter to Baron Ginsburg. In in they
complained that they had not been represented at é con-
ference of Jewlsh leaders. They claimed to be closgest
to the problems of the Jews, and accused the wealthy
Russian Jews of having falled to help the victims of the

pogroms, as the rest of world Jewry had done.LTT  The

10
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disassocliation practiced by these wealthy Jews was

not a new thing,178 but in Hibbat Zion, the ex-
Maskilim found a new whip azainst the Shtadlanin,

and they molded thelr ldedlozy to fit thls use. They
apolied thelir principle of opposition to Bhatdlanut

to Rothschild too, and emphasized the ldeas of self-
‘help and self-respect. This attitude lg seen in a letw
ter of 188% in which the writer felt that

Aid not support the principles of Hibbat Zion as out-

I3

lined in “Auto-Emancipation," but rather looked upon
‘his support of the colonies in Palestih@ as help: to
bezsars. Let there be no begsing for Hovevel Zlon,
the wriliter continued, and let them not depend upon the
wealthy, nor upon committees in France and England.179
A Hibbat Zion philosophy of auto-semanclpation wes

13

exactly sulted to the needs of these ex-Maskllim as an
answer bto bhe internal Jewlsh soclal problem they faced,
as well as to the larger Jewlish Problem.
~ €PN TUT YT
eoasoemnmss@outeaseuoaona»oanssaaaaooeasoutvoo»eaq.uommu"‘.IOL
The Palestinlan counterpart of Hibbat Zion was
dedicated to settling on the land and bullding a new

Yighuv based on self-help instead of charity. Thls move-

ment was indigenous to Palestine and developed because

of the needs of the mass of Jews 1n that country. Like
the protagonlists of Hibbat Zion in Burope and elsewhere,
so those in Palestine made use of generally avallable

ideas to frame the answer to the particular problem they

(Settlement of the land or self-support through
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1abor were the usual phrases used to describe the nove-

ment in Palestine, but we shall continue to use "Love

of Zion" as the generic term).

' | Tn 1839, Sir loses Montefiore already found the
poor Jews of the Holy Land eager to work for thelr
pread and strongly attracted to the ldea of farming.
"There was no lack of spirit, and Slr Hoses thought

that some trifling assitance from bhe proper persons 1n

Burope would speedlly restore health and plenty, ahould
sueh be the will of Heaven."180 The governor and the
majority of the Jewish leaders azreed that farming by
many poor Jews wWas economically a2 sound and necessary

D oy lQ,'l_ T 18~[~ Tt e Aan e e S e
idea.Lo. In 1855, this judzment wes repested. OLlr
Moses and the other trustees arrived at the conéiuslon

that the future well belng of the Israelltes in the

Holy Land aust, under Providence, depend upon actlive

Support beinz accorded to the institutlons establlshed
there Tor the promotion of agriculture and industrial
purguits."ng A plece of property was accordingly pur-
chaged at.Ja?fa and some poor Jews were engaged upon the
1and. This was the place known as "Bjeps,. 183 In 1862,
a group of Jews organized in Palestine for the purpose
of living as farmers for they dild not wish to depend
upon the Holukah system for support,184 and the movement
for self-support zrew among the poor Jews of Palestine.
It was not only the direct need for & better llvinzg,

but the need for a better economlc system as well whilch

*—4—_
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preclpitated and shaped Palestinian Hibbat Zion. On

the same vislt durine 1839 on which he was informed

that many Jews in the Holy Land were actually starving,
Sir Moses Montefiore was treated to an elaborate recep-
tlon by the spiritual head of the German Conzregatlon.
Though S8ir Moges dld not note any Inequity in the situa-~

tion, the poor Jews of Falestine undoubtedly resented

30

the faet that a splritual leader could offer hies guest

coffee, sweetmeats, wine and cakes while they starved, 185
Of course, the Halukah collections pald for the support
of the spiritual leaders as well as that of the starving
lesser Jews. Dr. Loewe recordsd, by the way, that the
German elders appeared to be the more honest in handling
the money which Sir Moses wanted distributed equally
anons thé poor Jews. VThe German elders distributed the
money accordinz to the loss (i.e., the more one had had
before the earthquake or reid, the more he received),
wheress the Fortuguese elders zave the most money to
those learned 1n our Holy Law (i.e., themselvés) , 186

In addition to thls system of distributlion, the elders

had a few other sources of -lncome. In Hebron, they pre-

them to Free seats in their several synagzozues,l87 geats
for which the local Jews hed to pay, and without which
no local Jew would be "kosher" enough to receive any
Halukeh funds. An 1857 letter from Jerusslemn informed

readers of bLbesideserd s to the administration of the
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latest starvation rellef fund, and mentioned that a

new synagogue bullding was founded with some of the
money .88  There were, of course, fights within the
Halulkah system, such as that of 1865 between the Jeru-
galem snd the Hebron soiritual leaders whlch 1@& the
losers to consider agriculture ag a means or support.189
Now in 1866, Montefiore considered 1t very noble of
Jacob Aaron Kalisher, a poor whltewasher wilth seven
children of hisg own, to care for two orphans. He was
algo impressed with thefinformation that other DPOOT Jews
also took care of orphans.t90 But the poor themselves
were not of Sir Moses' opinion. & large zroup of poor
Jews in Tlberlas sot Rabbl Sneersohn to be thelr spokeg-
man, for they wanted to have gome land upon wihilch they
could earn thelr bread by the labor of thelr hands, 191

Their spokesman was famillar with the Halukeh and hig

i

Y

constlituents compleinte azainst it. He spoke qulte
forcefully:

y are only
nindful of their own interest, and the col-
lectors and benefactors residing in Kurope

do not pay sufficlent attention to the dro-
ceedinzs, neslecting to give sound edvice and
to sse that zood and useful regulations be
nade for the benefit of the poor here. And
when some ewminent man comes to visit us here,
such =g the illustrious Sir Moses Monteflore
or M. Albert Cohen, the heads find means to
enzate thelr attention in useless PhinZggees e
The criss of the poor do not reasch the ears
of these rizhteous and 2004 men....' +92

"The heads of the congresatlons

o

Sneersohn was right about the exclusiveness of the con

taet with Sir Moses Montefiore which the heads of the
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of the congrezations maintained whlle he was in Fales-

time.193 And Sir Moses consigtently supported the

splritual. heads azainst the lmplicatlons of a British

' Comsul's statement in 1861, or the chargses brought by

the Friends of Zion in the 1870's,.194

In the late 1860's and in the 1870's, however, the

revolutionary implications of Hibbat Zlon and azricul-

tural settlement of the Land of Israel became adpparent

to the Jews of FPalestine. Rabbl Sneersohn began to

fight the Halukeh, instead of trylng to appease 1t. A

sproup of poor Jews who wished to found a colony in 13878,

by-passed the Halukah, sent thelr own shallah to

N

RQumania,aﬁﬁﬁcga' heriﬂpontinu@d the fight. Though this

shallah's initial victory was swallowed up by the Halukah

after he left Roumania, we can see that the figﬁt was by

then open and recogmizedel95 In 1882, a society of

Maskllin dedicated to settling on the land in Palegtine,

speaking Hebrew, and so on, looked for llke-minded people

amons the Hovevel Zion In Russla to support them, 196 In

1883, Moses ILilllenblum advised the colonists on how to

avold the tithes without antasonizing the Orthodox,l9Tfor

the fizht wlth the Halukah, thouzh well under way, had

not yet been decided in favor of the Hovevel Zion. The

slagns of a victory for the new Yishuv were-becoming clear,

however, In 1886, Rabbl Hayyim Wax preached an anti-

lalukah sermon in Jerusalem. Thlis indlcategs that the
Halukah sermon 1in Jerusal Th dlcat that bt

Halukaeh no longer had the dominant influence it had once
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hand, even among, the most orthodox Jews in Burope,
because Rabbl Wax was the man who had planted ethrozim

near Tiberias, and then published a book to ghow that

Na¥in

epdyreothiposin—ne el

et only ethrosim from the Land of Israel were
I a "] L3 ‘ T, | 7 A ’ e
"rosgher.,"19¢  Surely, if the Halukeh had been a dominant

force in Orthodox Jewlsh 1life throushout the world, Rabbi

0

wax would not have dlibersately antazonized 1ts leaders.
Apparently the revolt 1n Hurope azalinst the obscurantist

et

counternarts of the Falestinian Halukah leaders was pro-

D

ceedins apece. The same Rabbl Berlin who a few years
gsarlier had urzed the Hovevel Zion of wWarsaw not to
fight the Halukah, since the rabble comnnected with it
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controlled oublic opinlon amons the Jews of

Foland, by 1889 took & more belliserent stand. Concerning

the charses of un-~orthodoxy asainst the Bilium at Gedera

o 8

Rabbl Berlin replied thet thelr actions, even 1f they

m e b it
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arainst Hibbat Zion. 199 (Thouzh Rebbi Berlin also pub-
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from Ezeklel, ) /€ at Gedera,
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which testified to the poverty and k&shrut off the gset-

tlers),goo When Rabhl Mohliver, who hed written very
strone letters azainst the mellizners of the colonles, was
received with honor asg the hesd of the Hovevel Zion by
the Halukah leaders in Jerusalem (1890),'We mey consider
201

the revolt as havineg succeeded. he pressure of the

needs of the mass of Jews in Palestine, of the need in
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Burone for emisration to Palestine, olus the growlng

powey and concern of the enllghtened Jews of eastern

Europe in the settlement of the Holy Land, all put

tozether comprised a force too areat for the archaic

and sometimes corrupt Halukah system to resit.
‘ SECTION 1
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The attempts of the Haluikah to deal wlth the

sprowing pressure for change can be outlined briefly.

At first, the Halukah leaders tried 1o "econtain" the

offorts boward setbtlement of the land and the develop-

nent of & new Yishuv free from their control. The

leaders of the Halukah tried to retain thelr control

by orsarizing and heading the comittees Sir

Montefiore requested to help him encourase asriculture
P 202 it iy & e b

in Palestine.~ Assisted by this committee, he

selected 35 famillies from the Holy Clty of Safed, pro-

vided them with means to commence agricultural pensulty,

snd also secured for them the protection of the local

SOVernors. Some orphan lads were also provided for,

by being placed under the care of the commlttee to be

trained as agriculturaliats.”aoﬁ Mfteen famllies were

established near Safed, under the supervision of the

azricultural commlttee at Bafed. And a little later

in this report of his 1855 trip to Palestine, 8lr Moges
recorded, "Turnins azain to the administration of the
Appeal Fund, the reader will learn that, independently
of the several =zrants made to the respectlve instltutions,

a conslderable sum was entrusted to the elders of the




of the communities, to be distributed amons the necesg-’

sltous poorqomﬂ"204

But to control econoumlcally independent Jewlsh

farmers wag evidently not as easy or as satisfactory

to the. Halukah system as was the doling out of funds to
the poor Jews of the cltlizs. For the relief of the poor
they advised almg houses and hospitals,205 to be admin-
lstered as part of the Halukah syst@m.206 Even Rabbl
Hezan, Hacham Bashl of JérLSalem, who wag known as an
‘advocate of Jewish asriculture in FPalestlne asopealed for
funds to bulld Houses of Refuze on Mount Zion, snd dild
not mention farming.EOF By 1866, the antazonism of

the Halukah leaders to azriculture among tﬁe Jews of
Palegtine was decried 1n public by Rabbi Sne@rsohnqaoa
In the early 1870's, some Halukah leadefs gtlll tried to
join the zrowing movement for settlement of theland,

buﬁ they could not contaln the movement, and were ob-
lized to fizht 1it. The journal "Havazelet" of Jerusalem
supported Rabbi Alkalal's attempt to found a Society for
the @olo@ization of Palestine in 1370, but later, as a
Halukah orsan, opposed all such @fforts,209 Rabbl Melr
Averbach of Jerusalem at fir&ﬂ assented to Rabbi Alkalal's
nlan, and then withdrew,glo Indeed, asg soon a8 Rabbil
Alkalel left Jerusalem, all the rabbls who had jolned
him insteadof fightineg him returned to thelr places in

the opposition. On bis 1875 tour of the Holy Land, how-

ever, olr Moses Montefliore heard vigorous denialg of the
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charces of leziness and esceplsm Dy the Halukah
leaders in Halfa and Safed,hd They had felt the
srowlng pr@ssure‘from the local poor, represented by
Rabbi Sneersohn, For one, and Trom the srowlinsg Hibbat
Zlion movement in FEurope.

In addition to direct encouragement of other-
then-farmine ventures in phllantropy for Jews in «
Palestine and oppositlon to szriculture, the Halukah
tried to color all information on affairs in the Holy
Land to their own ends. Sir Moses, for example, re-
ceived reports on the loss of cattle by th@'f&rm@rs'
ne had helped establish, on drouzht, plagues, and Tanines,
on the abandonment and destruction of the garden at
Jaffa, and so on, from 1857 through 1874,212  In 1875,
nowever, he reported from Palestine that the Blera gar-
daen was not in anything like the awful shape described
by reports to England, and these reports could nave come
only from Halukah sources.213

Tn 1860, "The Mazzid" which had bezun to interest
itself in the settlement of the Land of Israel, received

a fascinating letter from Yehlel Bril of Jerusalem. This

e e e o sl
>

Halukah system to keep the editor of "The Magxid” 1

formed on all matbters pertaining to the Last (including

214

Palestine, natur&lly). A perfectly clear attempt to

supply news colored to favor the case of the Halukah!




Chapter IV

CONCLUSIONS




Concluslons

Hivbat Zlon from the 1830's to the 1880's was
hardly a well-organized movement dedicated to the estab-
lighment of a Jowish State, as was the Zionlst Movement
after 1897. During this period.there had not even
developed the congiderable network of gsocletles, the
periodicals, the personal corregpondences, the coloniza-
tion attempts, end all the other tangible activitles which
markéd the Hibbat Zion movement from the time of the Kat-
towitsz Conference to that of the Basle Congress. It is
only by selecting sndividual writings and scatbered
activitlies, partially on the basls of thelr common syi-
pathy with the 1dea’ of a restored Jewish Nation in Pales-
tine, and partially because of their later absorption
into the formal Hibbat Zion Movement, that we can speak

of Hibbat Zion at all during this timee.

Yet, those.many and various phenomens in Jewish
1ife of the nineteenth century which we have labeled col-
lectively "Hibbat Zion from the 18%0's to the 1880's,"
scattered and unrelated as they may seem, do represent a
single community of gpirit and endeavor. The individuals
recognized in each other kindred souls, and they had more
extenslve contact with one another than we can now trace
accurately. Now, why did so many different Jews, coming
ag they did from dissimilar clagses, from all parte of the
world, over the courée of half a century find Hlbbat Zion

an attractive idea?
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In the nineteenth century the ldea of national-
1sm was developed by the thinkers of many lands to help
them interpret history and their national destinles.
With the enlightenment, many Jews absorbed these ideas

and applied them to their own situation. Thils, however,

was often a merely intellectual process. For example,

Jewish historiansg themselves dld not necessarily become

involved in Jewlsh national movements simply because they
wrote Jewlsh history from a nationel polint of view.
Ocoasiohally the unusual individual might be so completely

involved with his intellectual products that he would

carry over the implications of his theories into actlon.
But even granting the unpredictability of the individual,
any more widegpread support of an ldea or movement can be

analyzed in terms of other than purely intellectual con-

giderations. Only strong pressure from some asgpect of

the total soclial and economic situation of a particular

group of Jews could lead an appreciable number of them

to become personally involved in Hibbat Zlion.

In the case of the upper-glass Jews of Ingland

and France who had been exposed to modern ideasg, and those
of their non-Jewlsgh compatriots who Jjolned them as

Havevel Zion, we have noted the lmpact upon thelr thinking

of Brltish and French imperiallist Interegts in the Near

East. In England, when a Jewlgh state in Palestine seemed

likely to serve the ends of the Emplre, Hibbat Zion appealed




to a congiderable portlon of the class of Jews among

whom S8lr Moses Monteflore moved. In France, on the other
hand, and later in HEngland, when lmperial considerations
led to officlal dig-interest In the possibility of a Jewlsh

State in Palestine, these Jews ceased to be Havevel Zion.

Not only do the time, place, type and extent
of support given e movement depend upon the total situ-
ation of the people involved, but we have seen that the

form teken by the movement ls similarly determined.

Hivbbat Zion in England took on the form of a philan-
thropy, necessarily. That was the.means used by Jews
and non-Jews of the class to whom Hibbat Zion appealed
whenever they proposed to help needy people or support
worthy "causes." 8Similarly the Hibbat Zion emphasis
upon industry and agriculture was derived from the gen-
eral ideal of the hard-worker developed by early nine-

teenth century industrialism, as well as from the direct

economic and social needs of the poor Jews in Palestine.

In Germany and the rest of Central Europe, 1t

] wes not the wealthiest and most emancipated class of Jews

from which Hibbat Zion received gupport. The imperlal

interests of these countries In the Near East were not

gl e R R e N O ey

such as to direct the thinking of patriotic, emancipated
Jews toward Palestine and the posgibllity of a Jewlsh
State there. Enlightened Orthodox rabbls and laymen, of

the mlddle class in these countries, however, did find
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in Hibbat Zion an answer to certain very pressing prob-

lems. Nationsallism was & popular, modern concept about

which an interpretation of Judaism and the Jewlsh People

could be bullt. Such an interpretation would serve as

a weapon against the Reform view which sacrificed natlonal
hopes and actlon for individual emancipation, reducing

the Jewlsh People to the role of a voluntary assoclilatlon
for ethical and spiritual ends. . To the enlightened
Orthodox, many of them former Radicals or Maskllim, indi-
vidual emancipation of the Jews as citizens of FPrussila,
Austria, etc. was not a reality, nor even realistic enough
a posslbility to serve asg the focalpoint of all theilr

hopes. Natilonal restoration of the Jewish People in Pal-

estine was more appealing a goal. And Jjust asgs it served
as both a weapon against, and an alternative to the Reform
view, sé Hibbat Zion was a modern, rational alternatlve
to, and weapon against the obscurantist aépirations-for

a miraculous Jewlsh national restoration. In both cases,
the gtruggle represented soclal as well as ldeologlcal

differences,

The disappointment and the need fdr new goalg
felt by the Magkilim of Eastern Europe wasg more keen than
that of their German fellows, for by the late 1870's, the
1llusion of & possible new era for the Russlan Empire was
lost to all but a very few. In addition to the psycho-

logical and social factors that had operated a few years
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earller amon the Jews ln Central Europe, in Eagtern
Furope the archalc Jewish social order provided congid-
erable incentive to any enlightened middle-class move-
ment that would contest the control of the Shtadlonlm
in 8t. Petersburg, and of the old Qrthodox rabbls
throughout the Palestine Hibbat Zion served ag such

a movement.

The practical need for a refuge after the
pogroms of the early 1880's led many Jews of‘the lower
middle class, and even of the proletariat, to support
Hibbat Zion. They were not a vocal group, but they

contributed pennies and dreamed.

Tn Palestlne, increasingly from the early

nineteenth century on, the Jewilsh community recognized
the need for some Jewlsh agrlculture. To the poor, this
goal meant economlc and gocial independance from the
sutocratic and sometlmes corrupt Halukah system. The
revolutionaly soclal and economic implications of a move-
ment fro the settlement of the land were at first shied
away from by its protagonists, but eventually, with the
ald of growing support from the Havevel Zion in KEurope,
they fought it out and won. The Halukah leaders also
geemed at firet unaware of the implicationsg of the move-
ment toward industry and agriculture, and then they tried
to join and control 1lt. Finally, the lssue could no longer

be hidden, even by the Halukah propaganda machine, and
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the colonies, supported by the Havevel Zion, attracted

a0 much of the wealth and sympathy of the Jews that the
Halukah sued for peace. The soclal revolutlion had

passed through its typlcal phases.
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