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by the first New South Wales Constitution Act passed by the British
parliament in 1842,

Did this mean that in New South Wales in 1831, Jews were
legally bound by an old ‘undertaking’ to Cromwell not fo convert
gentiles to Judaism? There is no documentary evidence of any such
undertaking, but the Whitehall Conference of 1655 had urged one
and there was a perception that it existed. Levy must have been aware
of this as a member of Solomon Hirschell’s Beth Din and as its scribe
may well have written the minute quoted earlier to the effect that
conversions were not lawful in England. If pressed, he might have
argued that since English gentiles could undergo conversion on the
Continent without technically breaching the presumed undertaking,
the Antipodes were certainly far enough away from London to allow
a conversion there (presumably more than one, since Mary Connolly’s
children must also have been received into Judaism by Levy).
However, whilst the Continent was not a British colony and New
South Wales was, the conversion/s probably received no publicity and
no-one was likely to report it/them to the authorities.

The problem of the Blasphemy Act may well be rather different.
Despite the official status of the Church of England in Britain itself,
it is not certain that New South Wales had an established Church in
the same sense. The Colony had a spectrum of sects with a high
proportion of Catholics, Preshyterians and other faiths including
Jews. There were debates, analysed by Israel Getzler in Neither
Toleration Nor Favour: The Australian Chapter of Jewish
Emancipation,m as to whether this was a Christian country, with the
concomitant question of whether state aid could be extended to Jews.
Since the Blasphemy Act defended not just Christianity but its
Anglican version, it seemed out of keeping with the new, more
tolerant society that seemed in process of developing in the
Antipodes. It is thus unlikely that legislation protecting the Church
of England could be used in New South Wales to prevent Mary
Connolly from becoming Jewish or Rabbi Levy from converting her.
The question does not appear to have been litigated, so there are no
court decisions that might help us.

Still, in 182% an Act was passed in New South Wales for
‘restraining the Abuses arising from the publication of Blasphemous
and Seditious Libels’. It did not completely define blasphemy but
spoke of any action ‘“tending to excite His Majesty’s subjects to
attempt any alteration of any matter in the Church or State as by law
established otherwise than by lawful means’. It seems — though there
is no court explication — that what it opposed was not so much an
individual’s private views but any insulting or inflammatory public
attack on Christianity, on God, and/or the authority of the Scriptures.





















