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INTRODUCTION 

Theodore Herzl, the Austrian Jew who first formu

lated the concept of modern political Zionism, was a man 

who was greatly concerned with the future welfare of his 

people. His particular interpretation of Zionism, whereby 

a Jewish national state would be created in Palestine, was 

first formulated in 1895 with the publication of his major 

work, Der Judenstaat. The pa~phlet was a report written in 

response to the outcome of the famous Dreyfus Trial. To 

Herzl, French Jews were faced with a possible loss of their 

former position in French society, prompting him to conduct 

a thorough study of the causes of French anti-Semitism. 

The final conclusions led Herzl to consider possible solu

tions for the increasing injustices suffered by his fellow 

Jews. One solution was the idea of a Jewish national state. 

Under this plan, necessary land would be purchased from 

flli~ds collected throughout the Jewish world. Unfortunately, 

Herzl did not live long enough to see his prediction come 

true. He died just nine years after the writing of Der 

Judenstaat. Although the Zionist movement gained the 

majority of its success after his death in 1904, it was 

nevertheless, beset by the serious problem of finding a 

leader who could equate the great Herzl. 

1 
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Der Judenstaat was written in the same vein as 

Sir Thomas More's, Utopia and Milton's, _Paradise Lost. The 

creation of a Jewish national state was a dream--a vision 

which was never, in Herzl's own view, really meant to 

encourage any serious response. 1 Yet, much to his own 

surprise, the reaction to the plan was most favorable. In 

just one year following the publication of Der Judenstaat, 

a series of Zionist organizations sprang up throughout 

western burope and in the United States. Chicago was the 

first American city to take up Herz·l' s call when, in the 

same year as the publication of Der Judenstaat, the Chicago 

Zionist society was founded. 

1897 witnessed the first Zionist congress which was 

held at Basle, Switzerland. This congress formulated the 

Zionist organization which was to function as the main 

coordinating device securing cooperation among the various 

nations of the world. 

Subsequent congresses, both in America and in 

western Europe, urged the cementing of the scattered Zionist 

societies. One such congress, held in New York in 1898, 

created the American Pederation of Zionists. Richard 

Gottheil, Professor of foreign languages at Columbia 

1Theodore Herzl. •rhe Jewish State. London: Central 
office of the Zionist Organization, 193o, p. 4. 
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University was elected secretary and Rabbi Stephen s. Wise 

was elected president of the organization. Throughout the 

early years of the twentieth centurY, the American Federa

tion of Zionists worked diligently for the purpose of 

creating a national state in Palestine and was zealous in 

recr"...l.iting numerous influential Jews to support the move

ment. 

Recruitment was not easy. The very principles upon 

which Heform Judaism rested came into a direct conflict 

with the aims of the new movement. Reform Judaism repre

sented a compromise for the Jew who was attempting to live 

in the western world. Ancient doctrines had to be modified 

to adapt the faith to the new age. illany of the old tradi

tions such as the strict dietary laws were eliminated, 

thereby giving the Jews more flexibility in their new 

western environment. The very adaptation of a new environ

ment V.'as based on the premise that Reform Jews were directed 

to the particular nation in which they currently resided. 

They felt they had a primary duty to owe complete allegiance 

to this nation. Any attempt to give support, other than 

a strictly philanthropic nature toward the future establish

ment of a Jewish national state would, in their estimation, 

conflict with this high patriotic ideal. 

According to Morris Jastrow, the Zionist plan "lost 

its raison d'€tre when the Jews becrune citizens of the 
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2 country in which they had settled." This same authority 

on Judaism appropriately summarized the _sentiments of the 

Ref~rm Jew: 

The essence of Reform Judaism viewed from the 
standpoint of a student of history, lies 
precisely here, that it freed Judaism and the 
Jews from the double aspect of being bound 
both by a religious and a political tie.3 

Nor were Reform Jews awaiting the coming of the prophetic 

Messiah, which contributed further to their breech with the 

Palestinian pla.Yl; for it was believed that such a prophetic 

arrival could most readily occur if the Jews were united as 

a nation in Palestine. 4 

Both the Orthodox a.Dd Conservative forms of Judaism, 

in contrast with the Reform, awaited the comLYlg of the 

Messiah. Although many were living in western Europe and L"l 

the United States, their spiritual allegiance was dir-ected 

toward the traditional Jewish Holy Land in Palestine. Unlike 

the Reform Jew, the Orthodox and to a great degree the 

Conservative Jew, was not as adamant concerning national 

2Morris Jastrow. Zionism and the Future of Palestine. 
New York: The Macmillan Company, 1919. p. 46. 

3Ibid., pp. 46-47. 
4Joseph Heller. The Zionist Idea. New York: 

Scocken Books, 1949. pp. 80-83. 
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allegiance to the particular nation in which they happened 

to reside. As a result, they did not experience that same 

feeling of what Jastrow described as the " ••• double aspect 

of being bound both by a religious and political tie." 

Such a sentiment permitted an openmindedness regarding the 

proposed occupation of Palestine by Jews. The posture was 

especially welcomed by Conservative Judaism--that particular 

variety of the faith which enjoyed a comfortable compromise 

between the ancient religion and the assimilation into the 

western world. Although the Conservative Jew held on to 

the great majority of the traditional forms and practices 

of Judaism, it represented a compromise between strict 

orthodoxy on the one hand and complete reform on the other. 

It was the Conservative Jew who worked for the Zionist 

cause in the early years of the movement.5 

The Orthodox Jew, although he hoped for the deliverence 

of Palestine to his people, did not particularly approve of 

the political means used to secure the state, but whole

heartedly approved of the end result. 6 This opposition was 

a result of his strong religious conviction--a conviction 

~ 

-'Membership in the San Francisco Arguth Zion 
Society was composed mainly of Conservative Jews throughout 
the first years of the movement. 

6Morris Jastrow. p. 3· 
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which would not allow him to participate in the world of 

power politics. He believed in Zionism, a spiritual Zionism 

which would, through his vigilant prayers, achieve the 

desired end for his scattered people. 

This situation regarding the attitudes toward 

Zionism was especially prevalent on the west coast of the 

United States. By 1909 most of the members of the Reform 

faith were second-generation Jewish Americans, thus removing 

themselves not only from the traditional orthodox faith, but 

from former ties to the old countries by some forty to fifty 

years. This situation was especially apparent in San Fran-

cisco, which by the 1909 date, had completed Jewish American 

assimilation to a great degree. 7 

The San Francisco L~anu-El, a Reform Jewish weekly 

newspaper, became the principal spokesman in the interest of 

Bay Area Reform Jewry. Under the editorship of Dr. Jacob 

Voors9~ger, the publication was first printed in 1895. 

Several years later A. W. Voorsanger, Dr. Voorsanger's 

brother, took over the position of editor and publisher. 

Dedicated to the basic principles of what Michael Zarchin 

?Indications of assimiation appear throughout The 
San 1-'rancisco Er:lanu-:::;1. In the obituary section, for -
example, J.lost of the deaths were native residents of the 
area or were Jews who had resided in America for many years. 
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d.escribed as the defender and protector of "Jewish rights 

wherever an infringement took place,"8 the weekly flourished 

for over fifty years. Prior to World 11/ar I the Emanu-El 

presented a serious challenge to pro-Zionist sentiment 

throughout the Bay Area. Although the polemic attack con

tinued throughout the 1909 to 1919 period, it suffered a 

significant reduction both in mood as well as in applica

tion, by the outbreak of the war in Europe. A reversal of 

position came about as the result of a great international 

danger which united all Jews behind one banner in their 

conunon crusade against ru1ti-Semi tism in Europe. Interest in 

a possible solution increased as AQerica entered the First 

World War on the Allied side--the side which had been sue-

cessful in not only capturing Palestine from the Turl{ish 

oppressors, but was also responsible for the creation of the 

famous Balfour Declaration. Under this declaration, Britain 

offered a Jewish protectorate in return for support in the 

war effort. The idea was met with great optimism by San 

Fre..ncisco Reform Jewry. Yet, at the very onset of this same 

decade, resolute attempts were constantly made to undermine 

the nationalistic movement. 

8:Michael Zarchin. 
San Francisco. Berkele;)': 

And, significa~tly enough, the 

Some Glimpses of Jewish Life in 
JudaJi 1. r;iagnus, 1964. p. 7'7. 



termination of hostilities in Europe at the end of 1918 

generated a renewed wave of anti-Zionist response among 

Sar1 ;B'rancisco He form Jewry. 

8 



CHAPTER I 

THE GREAT HELUCTANCE 

Efforts to Undermine 
Political Z1on1sm: 1909-1912 

At the very onset of the 1909-1919 decade, The San 

Francisco Emanu-El emphasized resolute attempts to define 

Reform Judaism as something very distinct and contradictory 

from political Zionism. These definitions of the reform 

variety of the Jewish faith represented a direct and vehe

ment reaction agaL~st the growing popularity of the Zionist 

movement in America. Articles on the greatness and history 

of Reform Judaism plus countless editorials on the philos-

ophy of Judaism were featured. throughout the early years of 

the decade. 

These blatant attacks against Zionism together with 

repeated attempts to define Reform Judaism, in many ways, 

represented a justification for the anti-Zionist position 

taken. One of the foremost arguments was the question con-

cerning the compatibility between Zionism and Reform Judaism. 

According to the doctrines of Reform Judaism, Jews should 

assimilate to the various nations of the world, a line of 

thinking quite contrary to the basic tenets of political 

Zionism. This vievvpoint was expressed in numerous Emanu-El 

editorials throughout the early part of the decade. One 

9 



such article, published early in 1909, supported this 

posture: 

Our history, our development our religion and 
our culture have all grovm and progressed, 
broadened, deepened and expanded by mea.'1s of 
the very assimilation which political Zionists 
would taboo. Zionism would make us exclusive, 
Judaism would make us inclusive. 1 

10 

Thus, Reform Judaism seeks a place in the world order which 

will not exclude the Heforrn Jevvs from the mainstream of 

western civilization, but would, instead, permit them to 

enjoy an active place in the world order. Political Zionism 

would separate them from this world order by imposing a 

national state upon them. The particular article was writ-

ten by Rabbi Montague N. A. Cohen, a Bay Area Reform rabbi 

who was one of the more active members of the E1a.~u-El 

editorial staff. 

The identical position was taken in the following 

year, this time written anonymously by an Emanu-El staff 

member. 

Reform Judaism teaches that we do not live 
today in exile amongst the nations of the 
world but by right in the land to which 
Providence had directed us, ru1d we have as 
much right to live in America.2 

1Editorial. The San Francisco Emanu-El. July 2, 
1909. p. 2. 

2Edi torial. The Sa.~ Fra.11.cisco Emanu-El. IJay 27, 
1910. p. 2. 



1 1 

This particular article also explained that Reform Judaism 

is adverse to Jewish nationalism and that the kingdom of 

Palestine is "not the objective point of Israel, but only 

as an incident in the progressive march from Egypt to 

humanity. 11 3 This most directly approximates the position 

taken by the Reform faith. Palestine, the traditional 

Jewish homeland, is tmderrated in order to justify Jewish 

assimilation into the new world. This posture represents 

a defense of their cultural and spiritual compromise, which 

necessitated a constant denounciation of the main goal of 

political Zionism. 

Closely related to this argument against political 

Zionism was what was to emerge as one of the primary argu

ments against the new nationalistic objective--the anti

American charge. This followed the high patriotic ideal to 

one's adopted country whereby any allegiance to past 

national origins was regarded as an act of disrespect. A 

November, 1909 Emanu-El article entitled, "The Ghost of 

De-Judaization, 11 illustrated this attack. The editorial 

expressed the idea that homogeneity was the desired end of 

the Reform Jew in America. The article stated that 11 we do 

agree with the statement that America is to be a 'Republic 
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of Nationalities'." 4 In essence, this statement was 

directed against Zionist activities throughout the country. 

This position was re-created in the following month, 

this time expressed in a different way. The Emanu-El was 

now striking out at the new movement through protests over 

the electior1 of an avowed Zionist to the presidency of the 

Rabbinical Conference: 

Can it be that the great mission of Judaism 
for which our A.'nerican Reform Judaism boldly 
and consistently stands is about to be 
obliterated in the world because some nee
nationalists are dazzled at the idea of a 
better Fatherland than our America ••• 5 

This trend of thought was subsequently reinforced in an 

article written in the following year entitled, "Some 

Needs of San Francisco Jewry:" 

It is time to forget where the 'Fathers' c~ne 
from and their peculiar pronunciation of 
Hebrew and German, and to remember and to 
emphasize that the sons are Americans by birth, 
by training and by aspiration. For the Jew, 
America is to be the melting pot of Jewish 
differences.6 

4"The Ghost of De-Judaization." The San Francisco 
Emanu-El. November 19, 1909. 

5Editorial. The San Francisco ~'nanu-El. July 2, 
1909. p. 2. 

6Edi torial. The San :F'rancisco Emanu-El. April 22, 
1910. p. 5· 
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This position indicates a definite abandonment of not only 

the conception of a Zionist homeland, but of cultural ties 

to such a land as well. The statement advocating the 

desertion of Hebrew and German illustrates this willingness. 

Such a posture represents a defense of not only their 

American life-style, but of their Heform faith as well. 

Embracing political Zionism, which advocated not only a 

Jewish national state, but a reinstatement of cultural and 

religious traditions, would present a situation whereby 

Americ~~ Jews would lose their justification for assimila

tion which by 1910 had become their raison d'~tre. 

The desire on the part of San F:1:·ancisco Reform 

Jewry to fully embrace the idea of a national homogeneity 

in America came into a direct conflict with the aims of 

political Zionism. Yet, the homogeneity issue was not the 

only anti-Zionist disputation. Much of the Emanu-El's 

discourse throughout the early years of the decade was based 

on an anti-religious attack. This area of discussion 

presented the most heated and controversial argument against 

the establishment of a Jewish national state in Palestine. 

One Emm1u-El editorial made the following criticism: 

Theoretically, all Zionists should be Orthodox 
and even pious Jews, but is it not the fact 
that many of the ardent nationals do not care 



two straws for the religion of any sort •••• 
Vr11at a satire on the movement. 7 

14 

This particular position was expressed oy Rabbi Cohen in an 

Emanu-El article written in the same year: "Zionism is 

unfortunately not a religious Judaism, but a national 

issue... One further illustration of this animosity appeared 

in an editorial, "A Crisis in English Zionism." Although 

the main consideration of the article emphasized English 

Zionism, some important generalizations were made which very 

definitely linked the situation in Europe with the position 

of this side of the Atlantic: 

Zionism, the political quest a~d occupation 
of Palestine by Jews, is not a religious 
movement in itself, it is aJ<art from Judaism ••• 
it is not of the Synagogue.o 

Thus, to the Emanu-El staff Zionism, although it was 

dedicated to the construction of a Jewish national st;3-te, 

was worlcing apart from the established faith. Zionism, in 

their eyes, was working against itself. 

This criticism was qualified in another article 

which appeared in the Emanu-El only one week later. This 

particular editorial simply stated that Zionism had not 

?Maurice Brodsky. "Zionism Without Religion." 
1'he Sa..> Prancisco :Gmanu-El. December 17, 1909. p. 1. 

B"A Crisis in English Zionism." The San Francisco 
~na~u-El. July 22, 1910. p. 2. 
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reached as far as Judaism and Jewishness. This statement, 

unlike the several preceding statements, implied that 

political Zionism, much like the religious doctrines of 

Reform Judaism, was subject to a great national progression 

in modern society. Just as the modern tenets of Reform 

Judaism state that Jews should accept the progression of 

their race from Egypt to Palestine to i~erica and other 

nations of the world as their particular destiny in the 

linear progression of the race, political Zionism too, had 

not as of that time fulfilled its ultimate calling. Judaism 

and Jewishness had not as yet become apart of Zionism. This 

presented an additional justification of why Reform Jews 

should not accept political Zionism. The .reason this time 

was based on the movement's neglect of the Jewish faith. 

Maurice Brodsky, the Emanu-El's foreign -correspon-

dent in Europe, went one step farther in his attack against 

political Zionism in 1912 when he mentioned in his weekly 

column, "Echoes from Europe," that there were many atheists 

among the most enthusiastic of the Zionists.9 Now justifi-

cation for anti-Zionist reaction among Reform Jewry was not 

only based on the so-called anti-patriotic nature of the 

9Ivlaurice Brodsky. "Echoes from Europe." The San 
FrarlCisco Emanu-El. I"rlarch 29, 1912. p. 10. 
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movement, but on the almost total negation of religion as 

well. However, in stating that there w~re many atheists 

among the Zionists, he also implied that there were Zionists 

who did not particularly fall into this category. In other 

words, Brodsky set up a division between Zionists who were 

atheists and Zionists who were not atheists. The latter 

who are not atheists must be believers in some or all aspects 

of the Jewish Faith. 

The ruLti-American and the anti-religious arguments 

against political Zionism were far from being the sole 

discourse for Emanu-El criticism of the international move-

ment. Zionist lack of organization was also under constant 

attack by the Sru1 Frru1cisco publication. Editorials bom

barded all levels of Zionist organizational policies. The 

majority of criticism in this area concerned the general 

wealmess of the movement on all levels. 

One early example of this position was voiced in a 

1909 editorial entitled, '·'Nordau and the Congress." A 

recent resolution made by Nordau stating that the desire on 

the part of his congress to have all Zionists settled in 

the new Zion in Palestine within ten years could cause the 

complete breakdo·wn of the entire Zionist organization. 10 

10"Nordau and the Congress." The Sru1 Francisco 
Emanu-El. Jru1uary 21, 1909. p. 4. 
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Maurice Brodsky also contributed his talent to this 

aspect of the anti-Zionist campaign. In one of his weekly 

colQ~s of 1910, he poignantly remarked: 

Internal dissentions destroyed the Jewish 
state and the internal squa:bbles of the 
Zionists are not helping to create a Jewish 
State •••• 11 

This essential weakness of the Zionist movement was also 

voiced by the Emanu-El. The 1910 statement, "VIe around these 

here parts are still of the belief that their entire super-

structure rests on too weak a foundation to endure .•• ," 

became the theme of many editorial remarks throughout the 

early part of the decade. 12 Internal difficulties facing 

the new movement became the principal target for the E'manu-

El throughout its ru1ti-Zionist crusade. 

Criticism was not always as vaguely stated as in 

the above examples. Numerous articles pointing to very 

specific instances were also printed. One illustration of 

this very common occurrence appeared in an October, 1910 

polemic: 

Zionists are missing a great ch~~ce by neglecting 
to place the question of "Rishov le Zion" on the 
agencia of their congresses.13 

1 \1aurice Brodsky. 11 Echoes from Europe." The San 
Francisco Emanu-El. :F'ebruary 4, 1910. p. 1. 

12Editorial. The San Francisco Emanu-El. May 6, 
1910. p. 3· 

13Editorial. The San Francisco Emrulu-=1. October 
7, 1910. p. 4. 
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This particular criticism, unlike the previous polemics, 

implied a specific interest in Zionist goals. Instead of 

expressing vehement opposition of Zionism, the article 

mg_kes a constructive criticism of something which could aid 

the movement. 

On the local level this anti-organizat:i.onal attack 

was conducted against the San Francisco Arguth Zion Society, 

a pro-Zionist organization which was formed in the city in 

1904. The society's membership was composed mostly of 

Conservative and Orthodox Jews. With a few possible excep-

tions, the activities of the Arguth Zion were totally con

fined to functions of a social nature throughout the first 

part of the decade. Dances .and music recitals were com~on-

place. The one exception to this general rule was their 

annual banner meeting held in commemoration of Theodore 

Herzl. Rabbi Martin A. Meyer, a Bay Area Reform rabbi who 

occasionally contributed his ideas to the Em~~u-El staff, 

commented on the 1911 banner-day program: 

We think it only fair to assu.-ne that an 
organization which cannot muster an audience 
on its banner meeting of the year and can 
produce no more enthusiasm than was evidenced, 
demonstrates that its cause is hardly a vital 
one with enough of appeal to its adherents to 
promise victory.14 

14martin A. l\1eyer. "The Zionist Congress. 11 The 
Sru1 Francisco Emanu-El. August 25, 1911. p. 2. 
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The subject of leadership was another favorite area 

of attack by San Francisco Reform Jewry~ Theodore Herzl's 

unt~ely death in 1904 left the movement without the 

needed guidance of one strong figure who could unite and 

strengthen the movement. Rabbi Montague Cohen, one of the 

more vehement editorialists, expressed this loss of Herzl in 

a 1910 article: "vVhat Herzl could not consummate, surely 

his lesser lights cannot do." 15 

This attitude concerning the general ineptitude of 

Zionist leadership was emphasized in several articles by 

Maurice Brodsky. One such article published early in 1909 

revealed the dissention between two Anglo-Zionist leaders. 

A Dr. Moses Gaster and a Mr. 1. J. Greenburg were the 

parties involved. 

Two leaders in Anglo-Jewry, however, cannot 
agree on some points, the cleavage between 
the two spirited public men has been 16 accentuated by the election of Mr. Greenburg ••• 

Brodsky's criticism of Zionist leaders continued the fol-

lowing year when he denounced David Wolfsohn, the new head 

of the English Zionists: 

15Montague Cohen. "Magnes Zionissimus." The San 
Fran_£_ is co Emanu-El. hiay 20, 1910. p. 3. 

16maurice Brodsky. "Echoes from Europe." The San 
Francisco Emanu-El. March 12, 1909. p. 1. 



It is a great pity that the leader of Zionism 
is not more temperate in his language •••• In
deed, all the able leaders in the Zionist 
camp are not very particular about what they 
say about opponents. But it only shows how 
unfit these men are to be the rulers and dip
lomats of a Jewish state. 17 

This statement was aimed not only at Wolfsohn, but it 

20 

vag1.lely mentioned the actions of all Zionist leaders as 

well. Brodsky also stated that a government formed by a 

Nordau or a ZangNill would not last a month in a self-

governing country. He, however, neglected to mention any 

specific charges against any of the men. 

One final attack of Zionist leadership policies was 

a comment made by Brodsky in his report of the Tenth Zionist 

Congress at Basle, Switzerland. The 1911 ·article stated 

that the leaders of the movement have given up religion and 

have become managers of financial institutions. 18 To 

Brodsky, such a policy only isolates them from the very 

people they are attempting to help. This comment is, never-

theless, much milder in its criticism of the Zionist movement 

than his previous comments had been. This reduction repre-

sents a new and significant phase of the political movement 

17Maurice Brodsky. "Echoes from bur ope." The San 
Francisco Emanu-El. J:vlay 13, 1910. 

18Maurice Brodsky. "Echoes from Europe." The San 
Francisco Emanu-El. September 1, 1911. p. 1. 
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a phase which was to eventually gather needed momentum to 

come to the aid of thousands of oppressed Jews living in 

east~rn Europe. 

Early Orir;ins of 
Pro-Zionist Sentiment 

Although the editorial staff of the Emanu-El con-

tinued their constant deluge of Zionist criticism through-

out the first four years of the decade, there was neverthe-

less, a gradual lessening of hostility. Several currents 

of thought influenced ·this change, either in a direct or 

indirect manner. Not only were many Reform rabbis embracing 

political Zionism at this early date (1909-1912), which 

presented a contradiction to the doctrines of Reform Judaism, 

but many Reform Jews were begL~ing to think seriously about 

Zionism as a possible solution to the European situation. 

The concurrent interest in philanthrophy by San Francisco 

Reform Jewry also contributed to this pro-Zionist sentiment 

in a very indirect way. This is not to say that pro-Zionist 

reactions gained significant headway in these early years, 

but such trends were in operation and were contributing to 

the eventual change of attitude toward political Zionism in 

the years to come. 

One important ramification concerning the compati-

bility of Reform Judaism with political Zionism was the trend 

of many Reform rabbis to join the nationalist crusade. One 
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1909 article, "Reform Rabbis and Zionism," reported on a 

Zionist mass meeting which was addressed by some of the 

most prominent leaders of the Reform movement. 19 The list 

included such notables as Rabbi Max Heller of New Orleans 

and Rabbi Judah 1. Magnes of New York. The article con-

firmed the fact that there were many Reform rabbis who 

openly supported Zionist aspirations. A quote by the famous 

Rabbi Stephen S. Wise of the Free Synagogue in New York 

serves as an additional illustration of the prevalence of 

Reform rabbis in the movement: "I see no contradition 

between the positions of one entirely co~nitted to the Reform 

movement and at the same time wholly loyal to the Zionist 

ideal." 20 The entire issue represented a direct contra-

diction to the prD1Cipal argument regarding the incompati-

bili ty bet'Yveen political Zionism and Reform Judaism. The 

very fact that some of the most prominent members of Reform 

Judaism were adhering to such contradictory principles, 

indicated a questioning of political Zionism among Reform 

Jewry throughout the nation. 

One of the most controversial occurrences in Reform 

Jewish life in 1910 was the forced resignation of Rabbi 

19"Reform llabbis ~"ld Zionism." The San Francisco 
Emanu-El. November 12, 1909. p. 16. 

20Ibid. 
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Judah L. Magnes from New York's Temple Emanu-El as a result 

of his allegiance to the Zionist cause. For weeks heated 

debate over this issue of the compafibility between the nev1-

world Judaism and political Zionism dominated the front 

pages of Jewish newspapers throughout the country. Defini-

tions of Zionism and the reformed version of the faith as 

interpreted by ltlagnes and other influential Jews were 

subjected to biting editorials. Labels such as "The Zionist-

Counter-Reformation" and "Magnes Zionissimus" were coined 

for the new heresy. 

In an article written by Rabbi Cohen of the Emanu-El 

staff, such a definition of what Magnes was attempting was 

expressed: 

Magnes has reconciled Zionism and Reform Judaism · 
•••• We have no quarrel with Zionism ••• but we 
wholly disagree with such futile statements and 
sophisms as fliagnes Zionissirnus would push upon 
us.21 

The entire Zionist argument seems to have shifted for the 

moment. The statement, "We have no quarrel with Zionism," 

presented a mere temporary agreement with political Zionism 

as it was first professed by Herzl. Thus, in face of an 

immediate danger--"Magnes Zionissumus," the editorial staff 

2111Iontague Cohen. "lilagnes Zionissir.ms." The San 
Francisco manu-El. hlay 20, 1910. p. 3· 
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of the Emanu-El momentarily forgot their perpetual quarrel 

with the nationalistic organization. In the same article 

Rabbi Cohen not only criticized Magnes's intellect, but went 

on to comment on the lack of a."ly tangible proof concerning 

practical results of Magnes's particular interpretation of 

Zionism. 

Maurice Brodsky, reporting from Europe, contributed 

to this debate. Brodsky saw Ivlagnes 's 11 Zionist-Counter-

Reformation" as reactionary and the main thing that idagnes 

accomplished was to bring about new bitterness: 

It would seem to us that the difference will 
now be emphasized more and more between Zionist 
and anti-Zionist rather than along the old 
lines of Orthodox and Reformer, for the line 
of cleava~e is now along the issue of nation-
alism •••• 2 . 

What this particular statement implies is that the new issue 

regarding Judaism is no longer the main issue. The central 

concern involves nationalism. Brodsky, in contrast to 

Cohen, was not concerned so much with definitions as he was 

with final outcomes. Jud.aism, to Brodsky must face this new 

Zionist challenge by uniting world Jewry behind one banner--

an anti-Zionist banner. The amount of publicity given to 

Ivlagnes's resignation was, nevertheless, significant to the 

22Maurice Brodsky. "r.iagnes Resigned." The San 
Francisco Emanu-El. I!lay 27, 1910. pp. 2-3. 
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Zionist movement. The more the issue came to the foreground, 

the more response it generated among the people. 

The Reform Jewish cornmuni ty ·of San Francisco voiced 

a deep concern for their brethern who were suffering under 

the domination of oppressive regimes throughout eastern 

Europe and in Palestine. Reaction to the situation was 

expressed through tha growing interest and committment to 

philanthrophy--an interest which was concurrent with the 

growth of political Zionism in America. Between 1909 and 

1912, there was weekly editorial coverage of international 

Zionist activities. The more coverage given to Zionism, the 

more coverage was given to philanthrophy. Weekly "honor 

rolls" carrying personal monetary pledges·appeared in the 

Emanu-El together with coverage of the situation in Europe. 

This acceleration in philanthrophy suggests an attempted 

justification for the perpetual anti-Zionist posture of Bay 

Area Reform during these early years of the decade. It 

presented an alternative which was comfortably compatible 

with the doctrines of not only Reform Judaism, but it was 

also in tune with the high ideal of patriotism held by most 

Reform Jews. 

In addition to the publication of weekly 11 honor 

rolls," the Dnanu-El staff consistently stressed the value 

of philanthrophy during this period of great need. 

Following this basic posture, it was necessar;y for the 



26 

publication to accept political Zionism as a philanthropic 

effort. Mr. Brodsky mentioned in 1910 ~hat Zionism was a 

"forlorn hope" outside of its philanthropic work. 23 

A second Emanu-El editorial written in January of 

1911, expressed this same general sentiment: "Political 

Zionism is either an abstract sentiment or a practical 

expedient to meet present int~lerable conditions." 24 In 

keeping with the current trend of philanthrophy, which became 

by 1911 the cause celebre of San Francisco Reform Jewry, 

Rabbi Martin A. IYleyer · cornmented that 11 Zionism is now a great 

philanthropic endeavor for the aid and relief of unfortunate 

Jews." This position indicates a general acceptance of the 

new nationalistic movement on philanthropic grounds which 

were comfortably compatible with the principles of Reform 

Judaism. As long as political Zionism did not su.ccee.d 

beyond this level, Reform Judaism and new-world assimilation 

were justified. 

This position was reinforced in October of the srune 

year by an Emanu-El editorial: 

23I1Iaurice Brodsky. "Echoes from Europe." The San 
Francisco :manu-El. February 4, 1910. p. 1. 

24Editorial. The San Francisco Emanu-El. January 
27, 1911. p. 5. 



Whilst we are not aware that it has been 
officially announced, if it be true as 
proclaimed in certain quarters, that Zionism 
has abandoned nationalism, there can be no 
further objection to the movement. As a 
strictly philru1thropic enterprise tending to 
help such of our brethern as suffer from the 
oppression of bigotted nations it is entitled 
to the earnest support of every man who 
subscribes himself the name of Jew.25 

27 

Thus, the staff of the Nnanu-El attempted to fit political 

Zionism into an acceptable mold which could be embraced by 

~an li'rancisco Reform Jewry. Such an endeavor was accoraplished 

by eliminating part of the Zionist program. Now Reform Jews 

of San J:l'rancisco could ease their consciences over the plight 

of the Jews living in eastern Europe by accepting the phil-

anthropic aspects of political Zionism. 

25Editorial. The San Francisco Emanu-El. October 
13, 1911. p. 3· 



CHAPTER II 

THE GREAT THANSITION 

The Rise of Pro-Zionist 
Sent 1m en t: 191 3-1916 

The 1913-1916 period v1itnessed a further reduction 

in anti-Zionist response among San Francisco Reform Jewry. 

Although the reduction represented a continuation of the 

pro-Zionist tendencies displayed during the 1911-1912 

period, it was intensified due to the increased number of 

atrocities suffered by Jewish minorities living in easten1 

h'u.rope and in Palestine. The Gerrna.11. invasion of France in 

1914 caused a new wave of anxiety among international Jevrry. 

Weekly reports of not only German intolerance of European 

Jews but of Turkish and Russian intolerance as well were 

printed in Jewish publications throughout America. The 

intense search for a workable solution of the Jewish problem 

caused a renewed and an intensified consideration of the 

potential of political Zionism as a possible solution. 

One variety of the liberalization in attitude toward 

the potential of political Zionism was the "if only" argument. 

Examples of this particular variety of qualified approval of 

the organization were evident throughout the 1913-1916 period. 

This position appeared in an Emanu-El editorial of 1913. The 

editorial concerned Jewish international terri torialism \'vhich 

28 
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was more ·widely knovm as Itoism--an early possible alter-

native to Herzl's scheme: 

If Itoland were in Zion all the Jews of the 
world would rank as Zionists, citizens of a 
country which the overwhelming majority had 
never seen •••• 1 

This statement, made by the very fa~ous and controversial, 

Israel Zane,'will, 2 represented one aspect of the "if only" 

argument. 

Opinion in this area broadened with the passage of 

time into more generalized protest against the nationalist 

organ.ization. One particular 1915 Emanu-El editorial stated 

that if Zionism were to abandon nationalism and "vere to 

become a philanthropic endeavor " ••• tending to help such of 

our brethern as suffer from the oppression of bigoted 

nations, it is entitled to the earnest support of every 

man who subscribes himself the name of Jew."3 There is a 

1Israel Zangwill, "If Itoland were in Zion." The 
San Francisco EL."lanu-El. May 16, 1913. pp. 1 and 13. 

2Israel Zangwill was ru1 early twentieth century 
novelist and playwright. The bulk of his work which includes 
Children of the Ghetto and The rlelting Pot depicts the various 
aspects o!' Jevnsh life at the turn of the century. Zangwill 
was an ardent supporter of Zionism and is accredited with the 
founding of the Jewish Territorial Organization in 1905. 

3Editorial. The San Francisco £1-:tanu-El. May 4, 
1915. p. 2. 
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definite recognition of the obvious potential of the Zionist 

movement which, by the 1915 date, was becoming more seriously 

considered as a workable alternative to the European situa

tion. 

A. W. Voorsanger, publisher of the Emanu-El, voiced 

this same position in the following year: 

If Zionism could strip itself of its nation
alistic tendencies and confine its propaganda 
solely to the hwnanitarian side of the move
ment, few, indeed, there would be urnvilling 4 to have their names inscribed upon its roster. 

Such an attitude indicated a partial acceptance of the 

movement by qualifying and isolating specific objections to 

certain aspects of political Zionism rather than conducting 

an all-out campaign against the entire effort. The "if 

only" argument, such as, every Jew would embrace the 

Zionist movement "if only" it were practical rather than 

idealistic or if it were only based on a religious Judaism, 

became part of the initial conversion process which was to 

gradually alter the former an.ti-Zionist posture to a 

position which became increasingly devoid of Zionist hostil

ity with the changing situation in Europe. 

Certain Zionist activities were met with other forms 

of qualified approval by San Francisco Reform Jewry. 

4A. W. Voorsanger. "Zionism." The San Franciseo 
Emanu-El. February 4, 1916. p. 2. 
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Partial acceptance of the nationalistic rr1ovement, as with 

the "if only" argument, increased as hos_tili ties toward Jews 

in Europe increased. :&1suing conflicts betv;een the nations 

of Europe resulted in the further subjection of Jewish 

minorities in eastern European countries to suffer addi-

tional indignities. As these indignities were published in 

American newspapers, new respect for the aims and principles 

of political Zionism accompanied. anti-Se1ni tic press reports 

throughout the 1913-1916 periocl. Realization of this situa-

tion regarding positive aspects of political Zionism was 

best expressed in a 1913 Emanu-El editorial: 

It is a strange but true that some of the 
greatest movements in history have been the 
result of oppression and persecution •••• Thus, 
what may seem to us as evil is turned into 
good by the invisible ha"ld which guides humEm 
destiny. 5 

Zionism represented a possible solution to the prevailing 

problem of anti-Semitism. What was thought to be a hope-

lesoly radical reaction to a perplexing problem at the 

beginning of the 1909-1919 decade, became an obvious solu

tion with the passage of time. 

This particular variety of qualified acceptance of 

political Zionism by San Francisco Reform Jewry, was 

5Editorial. San Francisco Emanu-El. June 3, 19~3. 
p. 3· 
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expressed once again in an article written in the following 

year. The article discussed what should be lmown to all 

Zionists as well as non-Zionists as a "pragmatic Zionism"--a 

type of Zionism which would come to the aid of European 

Jewry in their present danger. The specific concern was 

over the fearful passage of the immigration ·bill which would 

further restrict and limit inter-European and American 

.· . t. f J 6 1mm1gra 1on o · ews: 

If the present immigration bill passes, as 
unfortunately seems most likely, it will be a 
long step in the direction of further restric
tions. This provides for the entire situation. 
For man~ reasons Palestine offers a suitable 
refuge.1 

Several other Emanu-El articles expressed the serious-

ness of the possible passage of the immigration bill through-

out the 1914-1915 period. Tension among San Francisco Reform 

Jewry reached a peak over the matter in Hovember of 1914 

when A. W. Voorsanger printed an editorial entitled, "War 

Affects Immig-ration Problem." It was Voorsanger's opinion 

that the European War had created such a tense situation 

6The pressure for immigration restriction stemmed 
from the confused racialist sociology and I.Ialthusian econ
omics. Labor leaders held that mass immigration from 
southern and eastern Europe depressed American wages. 

?"Pragmatic Zionism." The San Francisco Emanu-El. 
January 23, 1914. p. 11. 
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that it would retard Jewish immigration from those affected 

countries, such as, Germany, Poland and Russia for many· 

years to come--the three countries which were the principal 

violators of Jewish rights. 8 

The identical attitude carried over into 1915 in a 

page one article entitled, "1ondon's Ellis Island." The 

article ~~alyzed England's policy to place similiar res-

trictions on European immigrants such as a literacy test. 

In addition to discussing the tragedy of immigration and 

its effect on the Jewish populations in eastern Europe, the 

article questioned England's future immigration policy: "In 

short, will England remain still the traditional home of the 

free, or will she be guided in the future·by popular clam

or?"9 This posture on the part of England to restrict Jewish 

immigration at this particular tline added to the increasing 

sentiment regarding the feasibility of a Jewish national 

state in Palestine. 

The situation concerning immigration reached its 

climax in February of the same year when the Emanu-El 

announced that President Wilson had vetoed the Dillingham 

Bill which, if it had passed, would impose si5~ificant 

8A. W. Voorsanger, "War Affects Immigration Problem." 
The San Francisco Emanu-El. November 13, 1914. p. 3. 

9Gabriel Costa. "London's Ellis Island." The San 
Francisco Emanu-El. January 22, 1915. p. 1. 
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reduction of European immigration to the United States. 10 

The sentiment over Wilson's defense of immigrants was 

hailed by San Francisco Reform Jewry. Yet, throughout the 

months of debate over iwnigration restriction, S&~ Francisco 

Reform Jewry was considering possible workable alternatives 

in the event of the bill's passage. One such solution was 

political Zionism which, if successful, would create the 

urgently-needed Jewish homeland in Palestine. 

Again, San Francisco Reform Jewry were redefining 

their previous position regarding political Zionism in this 

time of great need. Such redefinition crune about by quali

fying some of the more favorable aspects of the Zionist 

movement and by subsequently eliminating some of the move

ment's more objectionable points. The realization of the 

possibility of the passage of the immigration bill made 

political Zionism much more appealing as an alternative for 

Jewish refuges. 

The pressing European situation p,roved a God-sent 

to Zionist aspirations in other areas of Jewish life as 

well. Jews, the world over, saw the urgency of some kind of 

political rallying point from which they, once united, could 

exercise a bargaining position in world power-politics. 

10Ibid. 
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Such a position could come about if Jews could establish an 

internationally unified front. Zionism provided such a hope. 

The Emanu-El expressed such hope as early as 1913 in an 

article reprinted from the Russian publication, Novo Vremya. 

The author, T.1. Menstril{off, believed " ••• that the Zionist 

Congress has become a kind of parliament of universal 

Jewry.~~11 

This sarne posture was expressed by the Emanu-El in 

the following year in an article entitled, "Political Status 

of the Jews." This time, Galician Jews were reported as 

having embraced political Zionism in order to attain polit-

ical rights in that country: 

For the first ti:ne in the recent history of 
Galician Jewry assimilants have concented to 
support the Zionist policy in order to secure 
for the Jews a fair representation in the diet. 
The Poles had devised a scheme calculated to 
exclude any Jewish representation.12 

The idea of a unified front under the banner of 

political Zionism was expressed in the Emanu-El in 1915 as 

well: 

Other Jews there are who anticipate relief 
from Zionism, which, to them, is no fulfillment 
of a mystic passage of Scripture, but the way 
to an existence which the Jew at last shall 

11 M. Menstrikoff, 11 Russia." The San Francisco Emanu
El. October 24, 1913. p. 3· 

1211 Political Status of the Jews." The San Franclsco 
Emanu-El. March 31, 1914. 



acquire the right to enjoy these simplest 
original necessities of being which are 
matter of course to all men besides himself 
on both hemispheres.13 
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With· the passage of time, Zionism gained a sizable influence 

in the co~~tries of Europe as a possible answer for the 

Jewish minorities upon the termination of the war. Its 

involvement in the furthering of Jewish civil rights 

throughout the war-torn continent gave the Jews a new hope. 

Indications of the growth of the movement came in one-line 

news articles, such as, the one printed by the Emanu-El in 

October of 1916 which stated that the Zionist movement had 

been officially recognized in Vienna. 14 

Political Zionism met the growing need of political 

representation for Jewish mli1orities during these troubled 

years. The very fact that the organization had been in 

existence since 1897 substa..'1tiated its growth potential. 

The ever-increasing involvement of internationally prominent 

Jews in the movement was also a significant asset. 

More important was the ample monetary reserves the 

organization collected by the outbreak of the Europe~"l War. 

The San Francisco Ema..'1u-El voiced this fact on nwnerous 

13I;Iax Hunterberg, "Race Prejudice. 11 The San Francisco 
Emanu-El. May 14, 1915. p. 1. 

1411 Zionism Officially Recognized." The San Francisco 
Emanu-El. October 13, 1916. P• 2. 
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occasions. One 1913 article expressed realization of 

Zionist financial strength by reporting on sizable contri

butions made by prominent individuals: 

As a result of Nahum Sokolow's American lecture 
tour, the sume of t10,000 has been contributed 
to the Zionist cause.15 

News of this nature appeared throughout the four-year in-

terval. A 1914 Emanu-El article revealed this identical 

sentiment concerning Zionist monetary strength in Europe 

which aided the desired alleviation of the oppressed Jews: 

A Jewish Peoples's bank [Bulgaria], limited, 
has lately been established in Rustehuk. The 
share-capital amount to 250,000 francs. All 
the shareholders are Zionist. The bank, 
which is of a purely commercial character, 
will serve greatly to strengthen the Jewish 
population of Bulgaria. The trustees are a 
number of successful Jewish philanthropists 
and social workers who have done a good deal 
for the promotion of Zionism.16 

Testimony of Zionist financial resources continued 

in 1915 by the staff of the Emanu-El. One particular article 

entitled, "Zionists look to Germany to Thwart Hillsverein," 

stated that the Zionists of America were among the chief 

supporters of the national fund for the purchasing of land 

in Palestine. According to the report, American Zionists 

15"News Items." The Sru1 Francisco Ema.'llu-El. 
June 20, 1913. p. 1. 

16"Bulgaria." The San Francisco Emanu-El. January 
2, 1914. p. 1. 



alone contributed over $40,000 annually to the nationalist 

cause. 17 

The continued publication of Zionist financial 

reserves during these troubled years greatly facilitated 

the Zionist orge~ization in winning over needed support to 

their cause. More a..'1.d more Jevvs realized the immediate 

strength as well as the predicted future financial strength 

the movement would have upon the termination of the European 

War--a war whose end would necessitate the creation of some 

type of refuge for the long-suffering Jewish minorities who 

were the innocent victims of the conflict. 

The mnerican Burden 

One of the principal reasons for the change in 

attitude toward political Zionism during this four-year 

interval was the transferring of the Zionist internat'ional 

headquarters from Berlin to New York. This transfer became 

a necessity in 1914 when Germany declared war on the rest of 

Europe. For years the German state conducted a strong anti-

Semitic campaign which forced the relocation of the Zionist 

apparatus upon the official declaration of the war. The 

Emanu-El had reported on the oppression of the German Jews 

1711 Zionists Look to Germany to Thwart Hiltsverein." 
The San Frru1cisco L~anu-El. February 26, 1915. p. 4. 
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since 1909 and followed through on this important theme of 

German anti-Semitism. By 1913 such pre~s reports were com

monplace, thereby vehemently protesting on the part of San 

Francisco Reform Jews. One 1913 Emanu-El article stated 

that the tension felt by the Jewish population was so great 

that the Central Association of German citizens of Jewish 

Faith was forced to reject Zionism. 18 Such a posture on the 

part of Germany only caused a further break-through of pro-

Zionist sentiment among members of the reform variety of the 

Jewish faith throughout A~erica. The intense m1ti-Zionist 

sentiment in Germany was again expressed by the Emanu-El in 

the following year when it was announced that: 

The Zionists have been declared to be a turbulent 
and disturbing element •••• Public sentiment in 
German.y has become anti-Jew because all Jews have 
been branded as Zionists.19 

It was necessary to relocate if the Zionist organi-

zation \'i'ere to survive. One 1914 Emanu-El article discussed 

the advantage of a move to America: 

The United States is the only country where 
Zionism is still active. In fact, the 

1811News Items. 11 The San Francisco Emanu-El. May 2, 
1913. p. 11. 

19Bernard Kaplan. 11 editorial." The San Francisco 
Emanu-El. April 3, 1914. p. 2. 



terrible conditions in Europe have given a 
powerful stimulus to Zionistic activities 
in this land. 20 
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This change in geography contributed to the concurrent change 

in position of Zionism among Jewish Americans. The burden 

of the creation of an urgently needed Jewish national state 

now rested on American shoulders. 

One important ramification of this transfer, which 

created a change 0 posture among American Reform Jewry, was 

A..rnerican sponsorship of the nationalist movement. This made 

the Zionist cause much more identifiable with Jevrry on this 

side of the Atlantic. rfuat was once an almost exclusively 

European project became an .li.rnerican cause celebre. It was 

the mission of the AmericanJew to come to the aid of his 

subjected European counterpart via political Zionism. Once 

New York became the international center for the Zionist 

organization, congresses were not only conducted in English, 

but many prominent American Jews were featured speakers at 

every session. 

The breaking of the language barrier itself was a 

contributing factor to the initial conversion process which 

cannot be underestimated. Wnat had been an organization 

of the 
1914. 

2011 The Appeal of the Provisional Executive Cormnittee 
Zionists. 11 IJ.1he San Francisco E::1anu-El. October 2, 
p. 2. 
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which conducted its business in a tongue which the San 

Francisco Reform Jew had abandoned in the new world--a 

tongue which, in many ways had symbolically represented a 

tie to the old world and a contradiction to their assimi

lated condition--wa s now assimilated as well. This assimi

lation of language greatly promoted the needed identifi

cation of the Reform Jew v1i th the nationalistic movement. 

A further important situation arose which is closely 

tied with the adoption of the English language. This was 

the increased amount of press coverage the movement received 

following the move from Europe to New York. The very fact 

that the problem of translation was overcome opened a new 

phase in the history of political Zionism~ Iiiore divergent 

opinions ·which, before were greatly hampered due to the 

language barrier, were now frequently discussed~ American 

Jewry also had first-hand information of the congress 

sessions. Vmat resulted was a construLt barrage of press 

coverage of Zionist activities and policies throughout the 

course of each congress session. Not only was the San 

Francisco Emanu-El a vehicle for such publicity, but many 

local a~d national publications were enthusiastic about the 

progress of the movement as \vell. 

The acceleration of press coverage which was con

current with the relocation of Zionist headquarters, created 

a favorable climate of national awareness of the potential 
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benefits of the national movement aJnong non-Jews. This 

climate contributed to the acceptance of Reform Jews to the 

Zionist cause in that now, for the first time, they were 

a"ble to identify with it as an American project for the 

alleviation of their suffering counterparts in eastern 

Europe. 

One final ramification of the relocation of Zionist 

headquarters was the preponderance of prominent American 

Jews throughout the organization. Keynote spea}~ers at every 

session of the congress were American Jews. This sentiment 

regarding the influence of prominent Jews within the move

ment reached a climax in 1914 when the Emfu~u-El announced 

Louis D. Brandeis' support of the Zionist cause. His sympa-

thetic attitude toward the movement carne as a result of his 

close involvement vvi th the situation of Jewish garment 

workers of New York who were protesting the deplorable con

ditions under which they were forced to work. 21 Brandeis, a 

Jew himself, proceeded to identify with their cause. This 

involvement subsequently led him to an intense identifica-

tion with the conditions of \'vorld Jewry as well. 

Brandeis' official commitment to the Zionist cause 

came in September of 1914 when he spoke at a Zionist fund 

21 Lo1A.is Brandeis was defending the position of the 
garment strikers of New York. 
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raising meeting. The San F'rancisco Emanu-El reported on 

the attitude of the famous Jurist by stating, "He was very 

optimistic in his view of the Zionist movement. He believes 

the work is one of immediate promise. 1122 Brandeis' commit-

ment to the Zionist cause increased with the passage of 

time. In a speech which was reprinted in the Emanu-El in 

February of 1915, Brandeis stated: "To be a good American 

you must be a good Jew and to be a good Jew you must be a 

good Zionist." 23 Such a posture on the part of the famous 

American represented a direct contradiction to the arguments 

against political Zionism of the earlier part of the decade. 

His linking of Americanism with political Zionism in this 

time of spiritual need was a significant contribution to 

the Zionist objective. 

Brandeis's chairmanship of the provisional committee 

for the Zionist organization led to his decision to fill the 

position of head of the international movement from 1915 

onward. At first San Francisco Reform Jewry was disturbed 

at the prospect of such a prominent American serving at the 

22 "News Items." 
September 25, 1914. p. 

The Sa..Yl Francisco Emanu-El. 
3. 

23Louis Brandeis, "People of Israel are Suffering 
the Greatest Calamity Since 1492, Declares Brandeis." The 
San l 1'rancisco :smanu-·El. February 5, 1915. p. 4. 



44 

apex position of the controversial organization. Subsequent 

events both in America and in Europe converted many former 

critics of Brandeis to respect his conwitment. 24 

A more direct consideration which created a favor-

able attitude toward political Zionism runong San Francisco 

Reform Jevrry was the publication of positive gains made by 

the organization. Such information was widely publicized 

after 1913 when the situation in Europe becrune acute. One 

1913 Emanu-El article entitled, "Jane Addams Visits Holy 

Land, 11 illustrated this sympathetic position regarding the 

benefits of political Zionism. The article itself reflected 

her O\'Vl1 observations concerning the development of Palestine: 

"Truly the Zionist movement among the Jews has accomplished 
2'"" some palable and beneficial results. 11 ? Such a comment was 

not only the personal opinion of a very prominent Ame.rican 

woman whose life had been devoted to serving humanity, but 

was also the straight-forward opinion of a sympathetic non

Jew. Her testimonial of the obvious benefits of the Zionist 

24Emanu-El articles throughout 1915-1917 displayed 
progressive acceptance of Brandeis's participation in the 
Zionism cause. This general acceptance increased with 
America's involvement in the European War. 

25 11 Jane Addams Visits Holy Land. 11 The Se..::1 Francisco 
Emanu-El. August 1, 1913. p. 1. 
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program in Palestine during this turbulent period greatly 

aided the future flourishing of pro-Zionist response by 

closing the gap between American assimilation of Heform 

Jews and their European counterparts. Heform Jews no 

longer felt the need to justify their adamant opposition to 

the nationalistic movement. 

Related sentiment appeared in numerous Emanu-El 

editorials throughout the four-year period. Such a favor-

able attitude on the part of San Francisco Reform Jewry was 

the result of press coverage regarding positive and important 

inroads made by Zionists in the troubled areas of Europe. 

One 1914- article commented on the great work the Zionist 

organization was doing to finance Hebrew schools. An endow

ment fund t-o establish a Hebrew University at Jerusalem was 

1 t - d 26 a so men ~one • 

This general attitude toward political Zionism was 

also expressed by the San Francisco Argudath Zion Society 

which, as an active branch of the national Zionist Organi

zation, was doing its share toward the building up of 

Palestine as a future refuge for oppressed European Jews. 

One 1914 Emanu-El editorial expressed the conunitment of the 

2611 Turks Object to Use of Hebrew Language. 11 The 
San Francisco I:'Jnanu--El. July 10, 1914. p. 3. 
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local society: 

Apart from receiving a verbal picture of the 
strife novv existing, the Argudath Zion finds 
itself practically concerned with the war and 
its consequential effects on the great movement 
of which the local society is a part. Hitherto 
our co-religionists in the co~~tries of Europe 
have literally contributed to the Zionist cause, 
represented in one instance by the national fund, 
which is a financial arm of the cause engaged in 
import~~t ru1d successful work along co-operative 
Jewish lines in the land of Palestine.27 

The article went on to say that it was now up to Jews of 

America to aid the European situation and that San Francisco, 

through the Argudath Zion Society would do its share. 

Editorial comment on the beneficial results of the 

Zionist movement extended in the following year to include 

areas other thaa philanthropic work. In an article entitled, 

"The State of the Jewish People in the Great War," voiced 

such a sympathetic position: 

But Zionism, as this progr~~ of migration to 
Palestine implies, has a curative as well as 
a remedial aspect. It would not merely relieve 
the Jewish situation. In the course of time 
it would perhaps affect the economic position 
of the Jews only slightly; its main result 
would be the alternation of the entire moral 
status of the Jew.28 

27"Argudath Zion Society." The San Francisco Emanu
El. September 18, 1914. p. 16. 

in the 
1915. 

28Horace Nallen, "The State of the tTewish People 
Great War." The San Francisco Emanu-El. September 3, 
p. 12. 
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The previous attempts by San Francisco Reform Jews 

to aid eastern 1uropean Jews through philanthropy were 

by 1914-1915 wholly inadequate. A 1916 Emanu-El editorial 

written by Martin Meyer, criticized Jewish philanthropy: 

We cannot help but feel that the Zionist who 
would develop Palestine with a free artisan 
class is doing a better thing for Jewry than 
the Pietists who would continue to send their 
charity thither, even though the Zionists 
might deprive the land of something of its 
interest for tourists.29 

The position in many ways refuted the previous commitment 

of San :B'rancisco Reform Jewry to philanthropic work. It 

was now realized that mere monetary pledges would never 

meet the needs of the oppressed Jews throughout Europe and 

in Palestine. This concession to the Zionists was an impor-

tant brealdhrough. Instead of condemning the movement for 

its radicalism and inept leadership, Zionism was now recog-

nized &~d, in many ways, commended for its numerous accom-

plishments. And with the increasing hostilities, these 

gains, which were the result of Zionist activity in the 

troubled areas of Europe, received credit. 

One important concession which grew from the continual 

breakdown of anti-Zionist sentiment was a statement which 

Rabbi Martin A. Meyer of the Emanu-El staff made in 1915. 

29Martin A. Meyer. "The Struggle Evenlasting." .The 
San Francisco Emanu-El. March 17, 1916. p. 2. 
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The particular editorial concerned the new graduates of the 

Union of ~~erican Hebrew Congregations who were accepting 

political Zionism as a workable solution to the European 

situation. l'!Ie;y·er expressed a very sympathetic attitude 

toward the nevv national movement by stating that Zionism 

II . 
, • • • J.S a fact that must be dealt with, a telling fact of 

modern Jewish life and an ostrich-like policy of bury-the-

head will not meet the demands of the situation. u30 

One of the principal objections of political Zionism 

throughout the early part of the decade was the anti-American 

charge. Although the change in this particular area of 

objection to the nationalist movement was, by no means, 

completely eliminated during the 1913-1916 period, signif-

icant groundwork for the ultimate change in posture was 

evident in Emanu-El editorials. The first indication of this 

change in attitude occurred in a 1914 article entitled, "The 

Peace mission of Judaism and its exponents." Such an article 

expressed the patriotic tendencies of the members of the 

organization: "And today even the Zionist, I am told, feels 

the throbbing of the heart for the land of his birth and 

culture and proudly offers his service to fight or to die 

3°Martin A. Meyer. "Editorial." The San Francisco 
Emanu-El. February 12, 1915. p. 2. 
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for its flag, be it that of Germany and Austria or that of 

Russia, France and England. 11 31 The former anti-patriotic 

charge was greatly modified. Zionists were now described 

as patriotic to the country of their national origin. 

This same attitude appeared in a 1915 Emanu-El 

article v~itten by Henry L. Brodsky, a respected member of 

San Francisco's Jewish Community. The article which was 

entitled, "Zionism and Kindred Jewish Topic," reinforced 

this breakdovvn of the anti-American charge by stating that 

it was not the intention of the Zionists to transfer the 

American Jewish population to the proposed Jewish state in 

Palestine but it was rather to provide a suitable refuge 

for the eastern European in Europe.3 2 

Sentiment in this particular area was, once more 

expressed by the staff of the Emanu-El in the following year 

when it was announced in an editorial that "Zionism in its 

fullest scope is entirely compatible with loyal American 

citizenship."33 This statement represented a distinct 

31K. Kohler. "The Peace Mission of Judaism and its 
Exponents." The San Francisco Emanu-El. November 6, 1914. 
p. 1. 

32Henry L. Brodsky. "Zionism and the Kindred Jewish 
Topic." The Sai1. Francisco Emanu-El. April 9, 1915. p. 1. 

33uzionist Convention Defeats Confress Movement." 
The San F'ra'1cisco Emanu-El. July 14, 1916. p. 13. 
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reversal of attitude from the earlier years of the decade 

which constantly attacked political Zionism on the ground 

that it came into a direct conflict with the Reform Jew's 

high ideal of American patriotism. 

Although many of the former barriers against polit

ical Zionism were breaking down throughout this four-year 

period, the project was, by no means complete. Subsequent 

events, both in Europe as well as in America during 1917-

1919 were responsible for the ultimate acceptance of polit

ical Zionism among San Francisco Reform Jewry. It would take 

Britain's occupation of Palestine with the subsequent entry 

of America into the European War on the side of the Allies 

before San Francisco Reform Jewry could seriously embrace 

the nationalistic movement. It is significant, however, 

that the outbreak of hostilities in Europe coincided with 

the Emanu-El's change in attitude toward political Zionism. 



CHAPTER III 

THE FULL CIRCLE 

United States Involvement 
in the Europe3l1 Vlar 

Although there was a multiplicity of causes which 

acted to redirect San Francisco Reform Jewry to support of 

Zionist cause, the principal motivation for the change in 

attitude came as the result of America's involvement and 

eventual entry into the European War. Also coupled with 

this important decision was Britain's occupation of Palestine 

in 1917 which spurred a new wave of interest among inter

national Jevvry. Now, for the first time, there was substan

tial hope for the creation of a Jewish state in that area. 

The Balfour Declaration provided additional hope of this 

event which was sponsored by the British government upon 

the termL~ation of hostilities. 

The situation in Europe made it impossible for 

America to maintain her position pf neutrality. German 

submarine warfare from 1915 onward was an almost constant 

threat to the safety of American lives in the north Atlantic 

area. Several incidents which ultimately led to the suspen

sion of German-American relations and to the subsequent 

declaration of war by the United States on Germru1y occurred 

as early as 1915. The sinking of the British liner 

51 
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Lusitania off the coast of Ireland in May of that same year 

caused the death of 128 Americans. As a result, President 

Wilson sent three notes to the German Minister of Foreign 

Affairs which momentarily eased the situation when Germany 

sought a diplomatic accomodation with the United States. 

The situation did not, however, last, for in August 

a German U-boat commander violated orders and sank the 

British Vfuite Star liner Arabic at the cost of two additional 

American lives. A diplomatic crisis was, nevertheless, 

averted due to the policy which the German ~nbassador to the 

United States announced on September 1, 1915. Under its 

terms Germany virtually promised not to sink passenger 

liners. 1 In March of 1916 a German U-boat, once again, vio-

lated this sacred promise when the Sussex, an unarmed French 

chrumel steamer, was torpedoed. Although no one was killed, 

several Americans were seriously injured. Secretary of 

State Robert Lansing responded to the incident with an ulti

matum declaring that any further U-boat attacks made on 

unarmed vessels would result in the complete suspension of 

diplomatic relations between the two nations. Germany, in 

an agreement which became known as the "Sussex Pledge," 

1Thomas A. Bailey, A Diplomatic History of the 
American People. New York: li'.S. Crofts and Company, 1946. 
p. 630. 
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reassured the United States that unarmed merchant vessels 

would be spared. 2 

Even with the German U-boat menace throughout the 

Atlantic during these tense years, the United States was 

also having problems with England when in 1916, as a result 

of the Irish Rebellion, England confiscated American mail 

to that country. For a while, it was rather uncertain on 

which side ~~erica would enter the fighting if the need 

arose.3 As a result of the perplexing dilemma, President 

Wilson asked the two warring nations to express their war 

aims at the end of 1916. England won the earnest support of 

the United States after the German foreign office informed 

the United States Department of State that on February 1, 

1917, Germany would resume unrestricted submarine warfare in 

the Atlantic. 

America's decision to come to the aid of the Allies 

erased the anti-American argument among former opponents of 

the international movement. Reform Jews throughout America 

no longer felt a.'1y conflict of allegiance between loyalty 

to American and loyalty to the Zionist cause. Now, as a 

2Ibid. pp. 620-30. 

3\'Villiam E. Leuchtenburg, The Perils of Prosperity, 
1914-1932. Chicago: The University of Chicago Press, 19b5. 
p. 22. 
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direct result of American involvement in the war, the two 

issues were united in fighting a common foe in the case of 

Germany--a threat which not only seriously challenged the 

rights of neutral shipping throughout the north Atlantic, 

but a foe which was one of the principal violators of Jewish 

equal rights at this crucial time. 

This almost total reversal of attitude toward polit-

ical Zionism affected San Francisco Reform Jevrry. Numerous 

Emanu-El editorials expressed this change in posture through 

complete and unwavering endorsement of the United States 

involvement in the 1uropean conflict. One example of the 

attitude appeared in an April, 1917 article: 

••• the safety, the comfort, the means we possess 
place upon us an obligation. It is our duty to 
help. Let us rise to a higher plane and behold 
in that duty a noble privilege and by our gener
osity prove ourselves worthy of our place and 
rank in history.4 

Other articles expressing this same favorable posture to the 

war in Europe appeared in nearly every edition of the 1'manu

El throughout these important months. With the passage of 

time, opinion became even more sympathetic regarding Amer-

ica's participation in the war effort which actively worked 

against the principal oppressors of Jewish liberties through-

4Henry Berkowitz, "Noblesse Oblige." The San 
Francisco Imanu-El. April 6, 1917. p. 43. 
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out Europe. One example of the mounting enthusiastic 

response appeared in an Emanu-El article of May of the same 

year. This time the news article announced that the Jewish 

Zeta Beta Tau fraternity urged Jewish students to enlist in 

the service of their country.5 

The editorial staff of the Emanu-El promoted the 

importance of Jewish patriotism to the urgent war effort in 

other ways as well. Starting in the early months of 1918, 

a series of editorials based on excerpts from Simon Wolf's 

The Jew in A.nerican History, appeared in the E.manu-El on a 

weekly bases. The articles evaluated the role the Jewish 

American patriot played in some of the more decisive battles 

of .American history. "The Story of Midshipman Israel," for 

example, related the story of Jevvish heroism in the War of 

1812.6 A second article, "The Story of Judah Touro, Patriot 

and Philanthropist," told a similar story of a direct display 

of Jewish patriotism, this time in the f~~ous Battle of New 

Orleans.7 This particular action on the part of the Emanu-El 

5uzeta Beta Tau Urge Jews to War Service." The San 
Francisco :2:na."'lu-El. May 11, 1917. p. 3. 

6"The Story of Midshipman Israel." The San Francisco 
Emanu-El. January 11 , 1 91 8 • p • 2 • 

711 The Story of Judah Touro, Patriot and Philanthro
phy." The Scm Frc:mcisco ~1~:1. February 1, 1918. p. 2. 
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to idealize Jewish heroism, acted as a further stimulus to 

inspire San Francisco Reform Jewry to stand behind the 

Allied war effort which also aided political Zionism. 

With the war mobilization, San Francisco Reform 

Jevrry took an active part in doing its share to support the 

United States commitment. Ads for the purchase of war bonds 

plus weekly commendations armou..'1.cing J-ewish military enlistees 

beca'1le commonplace in every edition of the San l:i'rancisco 

publication. The Ernanu-:81 even had a weekly colwnn entitled, 

"San li'rancisco Jews in War Work: Who's Who in the Country's 

Service." In each edition the column devoted itself to the 

activities of a specific San Franciscan who was particularily 

prominent in the war effort. 

The acceleration of patriotism at this time of great 

international need overshadowed the past greviences agai.."lst 

the Zionist movement in America. Now, for the first time, 

there was a desire on the part of all Jews to unite to fight 

the common ener.lY. Political Zionism became an important ally 

in the fight of saving Europe and the suffering Jewish minor

ities from German usurpation. 

Closely related with interest and dedication to the 

war effort was the effort on the part of the San Francisco 

Agudath Zion Society to faithfully support the Palestinian 

cause. What was a weekly Emanu-:Sl column devoted to the 

Aguuath Zion's announcement of Inusic recitals and dances, 
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became a column devoted to the Allied war effort with special 

emphasis on the plight of the Jews throughout Europe. The 

enthusiasm expressed by the local Zionist society was now 

compatible with the opinion of the San Francisco publication. 

Zionism v1as no longer the enemy of the Jew; it was rather a 

friend. Vlhat resulted from the ErnaYiu-El' s endorsement of 

the activities of the Agudath Zion ~;vas a definite reappraisal 

of the potential good of the entire international organiza-

tion. One Lma...""lu-El article of October, 1917 reported on the 

work the A[,rudath Zion hoped to accomplish by stating that the 

organization was contributing 2,000 shekels annually toward 

the alleviation of the Jewish situation in easten~ Europe. 8 

Statements of this nature added to the further acceptance of 

the Zionist movement which directed its efforts toward the 

identical goals of the American populous. The common enemy 

to both was Germany, not Zionism. 

The acceptance of political Zionism following 

America's entry into the war appeared in the Emanu-El edito-

rial written in mid-1917. The article went so far as to 

admit that it actually required courage for many Jews to 

claim opposition to the beneficial movement.9 Such a state-

8"Local Zionists Active." The San Francisco Emanu
El. October 5, 1917. p. 5. 

9s. Hecht, "Zionism." The San Francisco :L'manu-El. 
September 14, 1917. p. 4. 
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ment only served to reinforce the current strength of the 

movement. Reports of this nature were an indispensable 

advertisement v1hich stimulated additional interest in the 

movement. 

America's participation in the European crusade 

erased more than one objection to the Zionist movement in 

the last few years of the decade. The anti-religious 

criticism, which in the earlier part of the decade repre

sented one of the more critical points of attack, v.ras reduced 

due to the preoccupation of the Emanu-El with articles 

relating to the vvar effort. Thus, what was a weekly publi

cation devoted to the definition and practice of Reform 

Judaism, becmJe a paper devoted to the urgent international 

situation. The almost total absence of religious editorials 

and comments about matters of faith became the rule since 

the outbreak of war in 1917. Possible exceptions to this 

general stance occurred only during religious holidays such 

as Passover and Chanukah. Even at these few times the 

editorials, although they contained specific references to 

faith and Jewish history, related these comments to the 

situation effecting Jews throughout Europe. One Emanu-El 

editorial v~itten for Passover of 1918 revealed this under

lying patriotic sentiment: 



Our com1try needs and may we give it most 
cheerfully, our unlir:1i ted support in this 
splendid service she is rendering for this 
and future generations.10 
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An additional illustration of this patriotic posture during 

the high religious holiday appeared in an article v~itten 

for the Emanu-El by Dr. s. Hecht in 1918. Dr. Hecht dis-

cussed the close tie between the idea of patriotis.c1 and the 

love of one's country. He went on to link the sentiment 

with the Passover season in which thanks should be given. 11 

The continued publication of Zionist involvement in 

the v;ar throughout this period of United States acceleration 

greatly facilitated the Zionist organization in win..11ing 

additional support to their cause. As the manu-El came to 

embrace United States efforts abroad, the previous anti-

Zionist sentiments were significantly recluced. 

Palestinian Occupation 

One of the most influential events following 

America's official entry into the European war was the 

success of the British invasion under the command of General 

Edmund Allenby, into Turkish occupied Palestine in the 

10 J. Jack, "The Bible and the Soldier." The San 
Fra:'l.cisco E.r:1anu-El. I.Iarch 2 9 , 1 918 • p • 7 • 

11s. Hecht, "The Religion the Patriotism." The San 
Francisco ElJa.nu-El. March 29, 1918. p. 2. 
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Spring of 1917. Now, for the first time, Palestine was 

under the control of a powerful and friendly nation which 

was not only America's "associate" in the great conflict, 

but a nation that expressed a sympathetic view toward the 

needs to world Jewry. Jews now had a genuine hope for not 

only the alleviation of the suffering of the Palestinian 

Jew, but of the possibility of the creation of a Jewish 

national homeland upon the termination of hostilities. 

News of Allenby's great accomplishment headlined 

Jewish newspapers throughout America. The editorial staff 

of the Emanu-El was so optimistic about the success of the 

British in the region that articles concerning the importance 

of such a victory to international Jewry appeared in the 

Jewish weekly prior to the actual date of British occupation. 

One editorial entitled, "Yiill there be a Seventh Siege of 

Jerusalem?" discussed such things as the sympathetic attitude 

of the British toward the Jews and the possibility that this 

attitude might lead to the establishment of a Jewish state 

in the vital area under Zionist contro1. 12 

The wave of optimism rose with Allenby's success in 

the following month. An Emanu-:in article written at the 

1211 \Vill there be a Seventh Siege of Jersalem?" The 
San Frru1cisco Emanu-~1. April 17, 1917. p. 2. 
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time at which the British forces secured Palestine expressed 

the opinion that such British notables as Sir Archibald 

Murray favored the Zionist movement and its desire to control 

Palestine. 13 A second article written in the following month 

declared that the Jewish Republic of Palestine was not only 

favored by Britain, but by the United States as nell, added 

t tl t
. . 14 o .1e op ~m1sm. 

The National Jewish Congress which convened in June 

of 1917 exhibited enthusiasm for the establishment of a 

Jewish national state. An Emanu-El editorial expressed the 

prevalent pro-Zionist posture on the part of the majority 

of the assemblage: 

As particulars of the election for the Jewish 
Congress keep coming in, it appears as having 
been nore and more a triumph for the Zionists. 
Two-thirds or three-guarters favor the ~ewish 
state in Palestine. 1) 

The particular article went on to assert that the more avid 

Zionist candidates suffered defeat on the local level. It 

appears that Sa..'1. Francisco Reform Jewry was still indicating 

1311 Sig:ns of Improving Prospects of the Jewish People." 
The San Francisco Emanu-1n. May 11, 1917. p. 2. 

1411 Editorial. 11 The San Francisco Emanu-El. June 8, 
1917. p. 2. 

1511 J;Iore Particulars of Je\vish Congress Election. 11 

The San Francisco Emanu-El. Jm1e 29, 1917. p. 2. 
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a degree of restraint regarding all-out support of a Jewish 

national homeland in Palestine. Nevertheless, such Emanu-El 

editorials which related the positive reaction to the Pales-

tinian plan in other sections of the covntry contributed to 

increasing the pro-Zionist response among San Francisco 

opponents. 

A significant factor which produced a great deal of 

optimism ruaong world Jewry was the existence of the famous 

Balfour Declaration prior to the British occupation of 

Palestine. The declaration, V'tritten by the British foreign 

secretary, Sir Arthur Balfour in 1904, advocated the creation 

of a Jewish state in Palestine. 16 The actual announcement 

of the declaration, however, appeared in a statement made 

by Balfour in November of 1917 in a letter addressed to 

Lord Rothschild: 

His Hajesty's Government view with favor the 
establishment in Palestine of a national home 
for the Jewish people, and will use their best 
endeavors to facilitate the achievement of this 
object, it being clearly understood that nothing 
shall be done which may prejudice the civil and 
religious rights of the existing non-Jewish 
co~~unities in Palestine, or the rights and 
political status enjoyed by Jews in any other 
country. 17 

16Leonard Stein, The Balfour Declaration. New York: 
Simon ru~d Schuster, 1961. pp. 149-~2. 

17Bertram B. Benas, Zionism the Jewish National · 
Movement. London: The Liverpool Booksellers Co. :Ltd., 1919. 
p. 37. 
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Although the actual motive behind the British foreign 

secretary's proposal was merely a bid for Jewish support 

in the war effort, it was nonetheless appealing to inter

national Jewry. It was now thought that the long-awaited 

Jewish national homeland was to become a reality in the 

very near future. 

This change in attitude among San Francisco Reform 

Jewry once the Balfour Declaration became public was evident 

in several Emanu-El articles immediately following the 

announcement. One example of this stance appeared in an 

editorial written in December of 1917. The article stated 

that the British capture of Jlalestine, when coupled with 

the Balfour Declaration, produced a public dream of a 

Palestinian state, the sentiment for which was so strong 

that the dissenters and doubters were pushed to the back

ground. 18 

A Jru1uary, 1918 article revealed additional optimism 

for the realization of a Palestinian homeland: 

At a Zionist meeting, it was announced that 
Great Britain vvould, in a few weeks, allow a 
Jewish comrnission to go to Palestine to prepare 
for the establishment of a Jewish nation. The 
commission will be followed by a staff of 

1811 \'iill the Zionistic Dream be Realized?" The San 
Francisco Emanu-El. December 21, 1917. p. 2. 
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agriculturists, and to~m planners.19 
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News of this nature could not help but accelerate enthusiasm 

for the future homeland. Positive response on the part of 

Great Britain to stand behind the aims of the Zionists in 

that area served as a..'1 additional link uniting Reform Jevvry 

behind the Zionist banner over the projected future of 

Palestine. 

European Jews voiced consistent favorable reaction 

to the Balfour Declaration throughout the ensuing months. 

Such favorable sentiment appeared in an Emanu-El news article 

of February, 1918 entitled, "Italian Rabbis Express Zionistic 

Views." A telegram sent to the chief rabbi of England 

advocated support of the British declaration: 

The Federation of the Rabbis in Italy expresses 
their great joy at the taking of Jerusalem by 
the English. They pray that your Eminence 
present the thankfulness of the rabbis and Jews 
in Italy for the decision of the English to 20 make Jerusalem the permanent home of the Jews. 

Other Europea...'1. nations expressed similiar favorable sentiment 

toward the Balfour Declaration as well. Greece, Palestin·e 's 

neighbor, advocated such a favorable attitude toward the 

19"Domestic Items of Interest." The San Francisco 
Emanu-El. January 25, 1918. p. 3. 

2011 Italian Rabbis Express Zionistic Views ... 
San Francisco ~anu-El. February 8, 1918. p. 3· 

The -· 



65 

possibility of a Jev1ish state in a February 1918 edition 

of the Emanu-El: 

Vlith reference to the declaration made by 
Mr. Balfour to Lord Hothschild in connection 
with the reuernption of the Jewish State, I 
have the honor to state that Greece, having 
as citizens such a large nwnber of Jews, would 
be very glacl to see the realization of their 
national union; and would by all means su:pport 
this idea at the next congress of peace. 2 -~ 

Although this particular reaction on the part of the Greek 

Government was obviously a means of promoting Jewish 

emigration from that country to nearby Palestine, Greek 

support vvas, nevertheless, an important factor toward the 

realization of the Zionist state. Frienuly support from 

Greece was a welcomed enticement at this very crucial time. 

A more lirunediate reaction to this same situat~on 

regarding Elrropean endorsement of the possibility of a 

Jewish homeland in Palestine i..."l.cluded a statement prmted in 

the San Francisco publication entitled, "All Polish Jews 

Ylish to Emigrate to Palestine." 

The central committee of the Polish Zionists 
wanted to arra"l.ge a plebiscite a~ong the 
Jev .. •ish masses in Pola."'ld, asking whether they 
are prepared to emigrate to Palestine after 
the war. The results in certain parts of the 
Jewish population in 'Sarsaw indicated that such 
a plebiscite is unnecessary.22 

21 H. N. Stragen, "Attitude of the Greek Government 
Towards Palestine." February 22, 1918. p. 2. 

2211All Polish Jews Wish to Emigrate to Palestine." 
The San Francisco :I~nanu-El. Liarch 29, 1918. p. 11. 
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This variety of enthusiasm among certain groups of long 

oppressed European Jews made the Zionist aspiration a worth-

while goal. Articles revealing thes-e particular positive 

responses to the controversial movement undoubtedly caused 

San I•'rancisco Reform Jewry to have second thoughts concerning 

possible opposition to such a plan. 

Foreign favoritism to the creation of a Jewish state 

in Palestine was not the sole reason behind the embracing 

of political Zionism by Sru1 Francisco Reform Je~ITy. An 

Emanu-El article of April 12, 1918 strongly expressed opinion 

favoring definite United States backing of the Zionist plan: 

In official circles in Viashington there are 
prevalent and persistent rumors to the effect 
that the tacit sanction and support which has 
been given to the Zionist aims in Palestine by 
the United States Government are about to be 
translated into emphatic action.23 

This time the article referred to the planned declaration 

of war with Turkey which would unquestionably involve 

America as an equal partner to the previously expressed 

British interest. Even though the American Governnent was 

not directly expected to become the protecting power of 

Palestine upon termination of the war, the United States 

would "from now on actively assist the Jews of the vwrld 

23 11 DoJJ.estic Items of Interest." The San Francisco 
Enanu-El. April 12, 1918. p. 2. 
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in the realization of the Zionist program. 1124 Such backing 

on the part of the United States Goverrunent stimulated a 

significant deeree of enthusiasm among San Francisco Reform 

Jevrry. The former a.'1ti-American argument against the 

Zionist movement became a mere vestige of the past to the 

majority of Jewish citizens. 

Americ~1 Jews also expressed evidence of Ar.~erican 

support of the Palestine occupation. An Emanu-El editorial 

of J';Iay, 1918 entitled, 11 The American Jewish Committee on the 

Palestinian Homeland, 11 expressed extreme SYJ!lpathy for the 

war-torn Jews of Europe: 

But there are lands of persecution and opposition 
from which the Jews are eager to emigrate, and if 
in so doing they satisfy their yearnings of 
centuries for the Holy Land, the committee SYtn
pathizes vtith their desire. In this sense Pales
tine may well become a homela..'lcl for a fraction 
of the Jewish people.25 

The sentiment favoring Zionist plans for PalestL'1e 

caused a reaction in the Zionist ranks as well. It was 

essential to reorganize the faction-ridden organization at 

this very crucial time in order to secure a united front 

which could v1ork harmoniously in the pursuit of their 

desired end. Such a plan aided the movement in gaining a 

24Ib. " J.Q. p. 3· 
25 11 The American Jewish Coumittee on the Palestinfan 

Homeland ... The So.n PrEmcisco Lma.'1.u-in. I.1ay 17, 1918. p. 2. 
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degree of favorable backing previously denied them due to 

their inability to solve the internal difficulties within 

the ranks of the organization. The Emanu-El voiced the 

first evidence of this campaign in a June 14, 1918 editorial 

appropriately entitled, "Zionist Reorganization in America:" 

The plru1 of a complete reorganization of the 
Zionistic societies in America, as recently 
announced, present various points of interest. 
It is evidently based on the expectation of 
immense accessions to the Zionistic ranks on 
account of the new turn of affairs in Pales-
t . 26 me. 

This same topic appeaFed in the San Francisco weekly the 

following month, this tliae concerning the need of reorgani-

zation of the various San Francisco Zionist societies. The 

article an..'Ylounced that such groups as the San Francisco 

Agudath Zion Society, Hadassah, The Zionist Forum, and 

I1'Iizrachi would unite to form one large organization. 2_7 

Again, this trend toward unification would, if successful, 

eliminate the elements of interrivalry within the organi-

zation. 

26"Zionistic Reorganization in America." The San 
Francisco Emanu-El. June 14, 1918. p. 2. 

27"Zionist Bodies 
One Large Or~anization." 
July 12, 191b. p. 4. 
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The Sa..'1. :Francisco Emanu-El. 
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Reaction to this important decision on the part of 

the local and national Zionist org&!ization to mend their 

differences by combining and realigning their forces, emerged 

as an issue in an Emanu-El article of the same month. The 

article pertained to the Herzl l'llernorial and, in many ways, 

represented a common bond to Zionists the world. over: 

Herzl's memorial will be not such a tribute to 
his death as a recognition of the life and 
re~lity of his ideas. As each year passes, his 
ideas have· taken hold of greater numbers of our 
people and today his name is vrritten largest on 
the pages of modern Jewish history .. 28 

The same type of response to the creation of a Zionist 

state in Palestine continued throughout the remainder of the 

war. The San Fr&'lcisco weekly indicated hopeful optimism 

which made the desired establishment of a Jewish homeland 

the cause celebre of what was now a united Jevrry working for 

the solution for the oppressed Jews in Europe. 

The close of the European Vlar in November of 1918 

resulted in an overwhelming Allied victory which instituted 

a significant change in attitude of San Francisco Reform 

Jewry toward the possible value of political Zionism and 

the establishment of a Jewish national state in Palestine. 

Due to the elimination of the German threat throughout 

2811 San Francisco's Herzl Memorial." The San Francisco 
Emanu-El. July 5, 1918. p. 11. 
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Europe and the pacification of Turkish Palestine, the staff 

of the Sru1 Frru1cisco Emanu-El began to explore other 

possible avenues for the future of Palestine. One Ema..'1u-El 

article, written just one week after the November armistice, 

annou.."lced that peace among the Arab and J·ewish residents of 

Israel would come about immediately if the Zionists were to 

give up the idea of an independent Jewish state. The article ~ 
favored the idea of a province or dominion as a more practical I 
alternative. 29 J 

I 

Additional Emanu-Zl articles demonstrated this abrupt 

change in sentiment throughout the last two months of 1918. 

One editorial vvri tten in December reported a reduction in 

the amount of enthusiasm toward support of the Zionist move-

ment even in England due to the failure of the British gov-

ernment to be explicit about the terms of the Balfour 

Declaration. The article \Vent on to say that Dr. V/eizmann, 

head of the Palestine conunission, talked of nothing but 

colonization rather than the immediate establishment of the 

new state.3° Such a radical departure from the sentiment 

previously expressed came as a great shock to the Zionists.3 1 

2911 Constructive Program for Zionists and Non-Zionists. 11 

The Sa::1 Francisco D:'lanu-El. November 18, 1918. p. 1. 

30Editorial. The Sru1 Francisco Emanu-El. December 20, 
1918. p. 2. 

31 Ibid. 
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Continuation of this feeling appeared in January of 

1919 with the report that the American Zionists were still 

optimistic about their hopes in that the United States 

delegation, headed by Rabbi Stephen S. Vlise of New York, 

appealed to Colonel House to try to induce the United States 

Government to support the Palestinian plan. A modification 

of the original plan resulted; the Zionists wished to con-

vert their idea of a blossoming wilderness into a center of 

manufacturing for the entire I\ledi terrean basin. 32 

An Emanu-El article of the ·following week went so 

far as to relate a statement made by a certain Dr. Lewis 

Bayles Paton who said that a Zionist nation was most unlike

ly in Palestine because the inhabitants of the area were 

untrained for self-goverrunent.33 Such a pessimistic atti-

tude only helped to arrest the support which the Zion.ists 

needed to promote their program on the eve of the peace 

conference. 

The Emanu-El staff, again, voiced this sa~e senti-

ment in a January 31, 1919 editorial taken from an article 

written for the Boston "Transcript." The article announced 

32Editorial. The San Francisco Emanu-El. January 3, 
1919. p. 2. 

33"Zionist Nation Unlikely." The San Francisco Emanu
El. January 10, 1919. p. 11. 
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that the conservative portion of the Jewish population in 

the United States was not in favor of political Zionism. 

Also mentioned was a statement made by the British cormnis-

sioner, , Dr. Yleizmann, agai.fl.st the immediate establishment of 

a Jewish State in Palestine.34 

An article written in the follov1ing month entitled, 

"France Disturbs Zionistic Airns," revealed an additional 

and most deliberate change in posture among world Jewry 

toward the creation of a state for Jews in Palestine: 

Blow after blow seems to have fallen upon the 
Zionists of late •••• Then Lloyd George was 
reported to have arranged for a remodeling of 
the famous Balfour declaration •••• Now it is 
said that Prru1ce insists upon an old treaty 
which would give it control of Armenia Syria 
and the Lebanon district of Palestine.35 

According to the staff of the l~anu-El, sentiment in 

this general area of decreasing pro-Zionist thought even 

extended to the Zionists themselves as time for the peace 

talks drew near. One article revealed this decline of 

enthusiasm in the Zionist camp: 

Peace 
1919. 

34"Jewish Rights and Zionistic Projects 
Conference." The San Francisco Emanu-El. 

p. 2. 

at the 
January 31, 

35"Fra.Ylce Disturbs Zionistic Aims." The San Francisco 
Emanu-El. February 7, 1919. p. 2. 

; 

I 
I 
.IL. 



Yet we can not help noticing the changing 
attitude of the political Zionists in face 
of that and like attacks. They speak now as 
if their only idea had always been that of 
the gradual development of a Jewish State.36 

One of the most poignant arguments against the 
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iwnediate creation of a Zionist state in Palestine appeared 

in a March, 1919 Emanu-El editorial appropriately entitled, 

"Increasing Hespect for Non-Zionists." The article epitomi-

zed the great turn about in attitude toward the nationalistic 

movement during the ten year period. Not only did it report 

that Palestine could only hold about one-twentieth of the 

total Jewish population, but that the Zionist movement 

actually promoted the growth of anti-Semitism because Jews, 

once established in a separate state, would regard themselves 

as distinct from the rest of the world.37 The old argument 

concerning Jewish new world assimilation reappeared at this 

crucial time. 

With the important question of Jewish equal rights on 

the agenda of the Paris Peace Conference, the very philos

ophy behind the need for the creation of a Zionist state 

reemerged as a form of conspiracy against the Jewish popu-

lation residing in Europe. If the Peace Conference success-

36Editorial. The San Fr~~cisco Emanu-El. February 
21, 1919. p. 2. 

37 11 Increasing Respect for Non-Zionists." The San 
Francisco Emcmu-El. March 7, 1919. 
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fully granted Jews their full civil rights, there was little 

need for the creation of a Zionist state. The Emanu-El 

presented the major objection to the Zionist plan in an 

editorial of March, 1919: 

The difficulties in obtaining guarantees of 
Jewish equal rights at the Peace Conference are 
greatly increased by the anxiety of the Zionists 
to present and enforce their claims to the 
exclusion of the larger neect.38 

San :B~rancisco Reform Jewry viewed such an objection as a 

great obstacle to world Jewry. 

Evidence of the need for the creation of a Jewish 

state only in time of great international danger appeared 

in a 1919 pronouncement by the Pope against such a state. 

It is interesting that this . same Pope had previously favored 

the establisrunent of such a state in Palestine.39 His 

complete volteface signified the reversal L~ posture of most 

non-Jews as well as Jews directly following the November 

armistice which successfully removed the German and Turkish 

menace. Once Europe freed herself from the threat of German 

occupation, the Zionist scheme was no longer needed to insure 

the rights of Jews throughout Europe. Instead, there was an 

3811 The Foundations of a Jewish Commonwealth." The 
San Francisco Emanu-El. March 14, 1919. p. 2. 

39"The Pope's Pronouncement Against a Jewish 
Palestine." The San li'r[mcisco Emanu-El. hlarch 21, 1919·. 
p. 2. 
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alternative plru1 to secure equal rights for Jewish minor-

ities within their respective countries--a move endorsed by 

the Paris Peace Conference. 

Conclusion 

Response toward political Zionism underwent an 

almost complete reversal during the 1909-1919 decade. The 

San Francisco I:.."nanu-El, a weekly H.eform Jewish publication, 

recorded the sentiments voiced by thousands of Bay Area 

Jews throughout the early part of the twentieth century. As 

the publication began to publish weekly accmmts of atrocities 

committed to Jewish minorities throughout Europe by eastern 

European countries, a change in position regarding the 

traditionally hostile attitude toward Herzl's scheme became 

evident. This sympathetic position increased as the United 

States expressed its hostility toward the German Government 

which was one of the principal violators of Jewish rights at 

this time. The impact of the European war created a series 

of events and situations momentarily right for political 

Zionism to play the role of the great savior of Jewish 

humanity and dignity during this era of heightened inter

national peril. And, properly enough, the great powers of 

the world saw in this time of great need a possible answer 

to the Jewish problem through the endorsement and support of 

a Palestinian state. This endorsement which was especially 

)M 

iii 
!I' I 
;,! 
il· 
l .. ,q 
;i 
jl 
1 ! 
i ! 
~ I 

\ i 
i ! ,, 

: i 
1i 

II 

I 
:I• 
' i 



76 

apparent in the famous Balfour Declaration--greatly accen

tuated the partial acceptance of the movement by the Reform 

Jewry of San Francisco. 

Throughout the duration of the European war, San 

Francisco Jewry responded to the needs of not only their 

~1ropean counterparts, but to the call of the colors as well. 

With the United States backing of the Palestinian plan, 

there was no longer any division of national or religious 

patriotism---there was an enemy common to both. The shift 

on the part of Reform.Jewry to embrace political Zionism, 

although qualified to a certain degree, was a natural 

reaction which actually complimented American patriotism. 

Now, what was once the absurd idealization of a few nation-

alistic fanatics, fow1d its way into the dream of Jews 

thoughout the world. 

As the Allied Army successfully marched throughout 

Europe, thereby reducing the oppression of Jewish minor-

ities, the attitude regarding the need of a Jewish state in 

Palestine underwent a significant transformation. With the 

Allied victory in November of 1918 support of Zionism signif

icantly declined. 

With the coming of the Paris Peace talks, the days 

of the early acceptance of political Zionism by San Francisco 

Reform Jewry came to a close. The major world powers which 
. 

had previously supported the creation of a Jewish state in 
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Palestine as a feasible solution to the serious Jewish 

dilemma, now turned their efforts away from the movement 

and toward the realization of Jewish equal rights throughout 

Eastern Europe. Attitudes which momentarily turned Jewish 

heads in the direction of creating a permanent homeland were, 

in the main, abru1doned with the alleviation of not only the 

physical threat, but with the elimination of the backing 

from the major world powers as well. 

Thus, only in time of great international danger 

were the barriers existing between .political Zionism and 

Reform Judaism reduced to a minimum. This reduction was the 

result of a common threat which for a time united Jews behind 

one banner in their desparate crusade against the growth of 

anti-Semitism in Europe. 
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