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THESIS DIGEST 

This thesis presents an analysis of Jewish historiogra-

phy in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries, with special 

attention to the attitudes to and interpretation of the Jew-

ish Emancipation and modern an-ti-Semitism. The opening chap

ter discusses the nature of history and the involvement of 
the historian in the historical process. The second chapter 

presents theories of Jewish historiography by se'\leral lead-

ing historians: Heinrich Graetz 9 Simon Dubnow, Salo Baron, 

Raphael Mahler, and Howard Sachar; and it discusses their 

reactions to ea.ch other .. A translation of an important state-

ment of method and system by Mahler, whose works unfortunate-

ly are not available in English, appears as an appendix to 
' 

this chapter at the end of this thesis. The third chapter 

examines the various interpretations given to selected men 

and inovements in mod.ern Jewish history by the historians men-

tiori.ed above. '!he concluding chapter deals again with the 

nature of Jewish historiography as it has been developed by 

these historians and presents some suggestions for conceptu• 

alization of Jewish history. 

1. 
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Chapter l ... 'lbeory and History 

· 
0 History is a science.; no less, and no more 11 n said Bury. 

it is only natural to asl~ to which science history may be com-

pared. The most prestigious of the sciences are the physical 

sciences whose attainments both in exactitude and magnitude 

have added to our knowledge and our power. Yet the ve'J:Y claim 

to t;ruth aJ!ld excellence that the sciences ntake is based on 

the ·public verifiability of their theories by ineans of objec ... 

tive experiment. Whether this experiment is indhe 'controlled 

conditions of the laboratory or is the result of nature's 
' 

performance in a previously predicted manner is un.importarlt. 

Predictability is the criterian of truth in the physical sci

cmces. This assumes an underlying eternal :repeti ti.on of physi

cal phenomena imbedded in unchanging relationships. 

History, however. is imbedded in time. One cannot dupli-

cate under controlled conditions a revolution or a depression 

which occurred in the past. Indeed, rare is the historian who 

would venture to predict any future event on the basis of his 

studies of· current trends. If he were to do so, he would be 

decried by other historians for acti:ng in a manner unbefitting 

a scientific historian. 
' ' 

Not 011ly can the historian not duplicate past events nor 

predict future ones, but he even runs into difficulty in try-

ing to compare events. The ge~logist or paeleantologist deals 

' ; 
t: . 
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with the record of past events and is also limited in his ability 

for controlled expedmentation and the possibility for predic-

tlon. But they• at least 9 can compare similar periods or struc• 

tures wi thou ii the problem of individual differences-.. Here again 

the 'attemi:>'t of some historians to initiate comparative studies 

(~'thm}.'.'. <?f a;_ Revolutio,F., by c. Bdnton) has not met with not-

able success or approval. 

·Every event. it is claimed, is an unique event. It is emeSh• 

ed i11 a particular web of time, place, and culture with a particu

lar .group of individual characters. Not only do the factors them

selves vary, but the relative intet-acti'on ;of all these forces 

varies from event to evetl't and is rtevet exactly duplicated.· Senne 
' 

have ev.en held that this diff ere11ce is fundamental and that his-

tory therefore can nevet be scientific. However, the clifference 

is l,lOt that radical. '!'he physical sciences are exact only when 

dealing with la.rge quan:H:i:ies. on the· level, of· quantum 1nechanics, 

i.e., the subatomic nli.crochois:m; the uncertainty principal ~e· 

comes dominant. It is impossible to know a.t any particular time 

wha.f any p~,rticular electton, neutron, or other particle ·is de-

ing.- one can only predict tbe probability that it will be at a 

certain point; but in 'dealing with the billions of particles, 

one can predict with great certai.nty that some particles will 

be in that'place. The exact determination, therefore, of any 

particular·' event is always beyond the ability of the observer, 

even in the sciences. 
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The major objection, however 9 to conceiving history as 

a form of the physical sciences lies in the nature of its sub

ject matter. The physical sciences describe material objects 

and their energy interactions. History. however. is concerned 

with, eve11ts, but these events are the result of human decisions. 

'lhe 'entrance 9f human decision into history makes personality an 

integral paft of every historical occ~trrance. '.lberefo:re to un

derstand history, we must understand the ideas, pass:i.ons 9 be

liefs, desires, and, in general, all motives which influence 

people in their actions. The subject matter of history is thus

ly not pri1ilar.ily physical in nature, but mental .. 

Th.ere' are, however, sciences which deal with the mind. and, 

although there are great disputes between behaviorists and psy

choanalytically•oriented psychologists and although n1.any would 

deny the status of science to the latter, there can be little 

doubt that these disciplines have contributed greatly to our 

understanding of human action .. If by science Bury meant a sys

tematic knowledge of facts or principles gained through study 

of the world, then history could be a science. But if predic

tability and experimentatiQ_n are essential to science, then his

tory is not a science. 

In any case, the label that we use for history is not iiu ... 

portant. What is really behind this controversy is the question 

of "lawtt in history. Bven with the uncertainty principle, the 

physical sciences exhibit a much'higher accuracy in prediction 

than the social sciences. l'he laws or generalities evolved by 

these sciences are judged by the accuracy of their predictions 

and the u11iversa1ity of their applications. Can history 9 which 

6. 



deals with a mental world, develop laws of .this type? 

Some of the laws which are occasionally offered in his-

tory seem of doubtful value because of their extreme lack of 

quantitative determinants. Toynbee*s principle of t1challange 

and response'' ia the growth and disintegration of civilizations 

is a case in point. If the civilization fails to respond• the 

challange was too small. If t on the other hand, the civilization 

is destroyed, the challange was too great. Yet there is no way 

one can te:p, except by seeing what the result was. what kind 

of cha~lange, in fact 0 faced us. Cheyney .has offered six his

.torical lawsf some of which seem tautologous and others of which 

seem only desirable. Baron, on the other hand, suggests a his

torical ia~ that nwhenever society as a whole controls economic 

lifethrough intricate regimentation of its activities. th~ 

Jew·a· do not fare as well as under a libe:talist regime, where 

st~te interference is rest:rictea.n2 Baron has derived this gen-

erallty from an examination of modern Jewish history during 

the mercantilistic age, the age of capitalism and of Socialism. 

Whilethis 1generality may indeed relate to several historical 

periods, the question:s is how many exceptions to the rule mitst 

we find in order to disprove it. In other words, what are the 

critet'ia that we use to determine when an adequate historical 

explanation has been offered for any particular event, series 

of events, or class of similar events. Although there are men 

who claim that the subject matter of history is .s.u~. ~eneri~1

, 

we must' r'eine111ber that both science and history talk about one 

world although they may be looking at different subjects from 

different perspectives. 3 
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s. 
Before we can consider the criteria for historical gerieral~ 

ities. we must face another very serious problem which also arises 

from the me:nt"'l nature of the subject matter of history .• 'Ihe sci

entist who is concerned with the description of natural, ~henomena. 

does not concern himself with the question of value. An experi

ment may be either successful or unsuccessful. accurate o'r in-
f . ! • 

accurate. but it is never moral or imn1ora1. 'J.'he scienti~t ciaims 

objectiv~ty. This means that the observation and interp~et'ation 

of the.·event observed is not dependent up.on the perspnality~ mor-

ality, sex, race. or any cultural value of the observer .• This is 

also the ideal in the social sciences, although in fact ,it is 

often difficult to achieve it in this area because we must ~eal 

with values and n1oti ves. 

The.'.·historia.n must select from a large number of facts those 

which he thinks are important both in their influence and for 

his readers' present knowledge. Intuitively we feel that the 

color of shoes wor11 by Napoleon at the, Battle of Jena did not 

effect the;outcome. Howevet, not. a.11 other selections of per ... 

tinent facts will be this easy. What the historian thinks is 

important will deter1u:J,ne the type of information which he seeks 

during his historical inquiry. This is also equally true for the 

scientist. History, however, as we have indi.cated above, is the 

study of human actions. The historian, in order to understand 

any event, must under. stand. why the people involved .iwi this event 

acted as they did. Merely to relate SllCCessi ve occurrences is 

not to write history. The narrative ~ncluding the facts is only 

the;form of history. 'l'he essence of history is the historical 

explanation. The scientist is concerned with the description of 
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phenomena and h~s e:JCPlanation consists of telling how these 

events came about. The historian only describes events in or-

der to then ex.plain why they came about. The scientist does not 

deal.in motives which can be ve:tified only by int:rospection0 as 

the historian does. Insofar as historians try to understand 

· events by classifying them and establishing relations between 

the classes thus def ined9 they neglect their proper task of 

' penetrating to the thoughts of the agents whose acts they are 

studying and content themselves with determining the externals 

Of these aots. 4 

Knowledge .of other minds is possible although there are 

many problems involved. Scholarship, society, and culture would 

all be impossible if kn0wledge of other minds were impossible. 

Yet the amount of disagree1nent and misunderstanding ·in these 

areas clearly indicates that .there are limits to what we can 

and do know of other minds. First we must recognize thatt as 

P'aul Vallry once said, "history is inseparable from the hi.s-

tori an. n 

9,. 

Not long ago, two former American ambassadors to Spain, both 

of them prof esslonal historians, published books on the Spanish 

·Civil War. In spite of the identity of their subject matters 

and of the authors~ official functions, the content of the 

two books is absolutely antagonistic. One considers the Spanish 

Civil War as a prelude to World War n. the othero as a prelude 

to the cold war be1;ween the United States and Russia. The former 

author is a liberal in the Jeffersonian tradition while the 

latter is a r..atholic. 5 

One has .only to read Na.p<?.!eon.:. For anc!..Asain~!· by Pieter 

Geyl to see Ji.ow many different historical Napoleons there really 
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can be. Bven in Napoleon's own lifetime Chateaubriand opposed 

him from the right• glorifyi:ng the Bourbons, while Madame 

DeStael opposed him from the leftt" charging that he had as-

sassinated the republican liberty. Thiers. writing in the eight• 

een-f ifties, used Napoleon as a symbol of anti-English f eelings 0 

but he himself was later on infected by the anti-liberal actions 

of Napoleon III. Landrey attacked Napoleon's greatness (and the 

government then in power) by claiming he had only ambition and 

a lust for power. For Taine, Napoleon is devoid of all humanity. 

He felt that the cult of the Revolution and Napoleon hact r.e .. 

su.lted. in the disaster of 1870 .. Before the Dreifus Affair,. 

Arthur Levy .excused almost all of Napoleon's m.istakes 0 but 

after the Dreifus Affair, Jules Issac saw the wars as betray

ing the ideals of the Revolution. Perhaps the change in the 

telationship between the Fre~ch army and the Jews had something 

to do with this. 

How are we to account for this astonishing ability of 

different historians to see the same events so differently'? 

Pirst
9 

we must recognize the importance of the personality of 

the historian. It is always easier to understand the actions of 

someone who is similar in eD10tional makeup to oneself. 'llle similar 

experiences a11d ins ti tuions which people in 011e social-economic 

class are exposed to also makes it easier to understand another 

person of the same class than an individual from an opposing 

class. To a very :rational individual the behavior of a certain 

historical figure might seem absui:d and so he finds hidden 

rational and logical motives. Another who is introspective 

and psychologically oriented tends to interpret a situation 



with emphasis on personal charisnia of a leader rather than.the 

trends and needs of his followers. One does not have to agree · 
j 

11. 

with Mommson that "those who have lived through histodcal'events, 

as ·1 have, begin to see that history is neither written nor made 

without love o:i: hate~ 116 to acknowledge the importance of per

sonal experience for the historian .. 

It is a commonplace that several witnesses to an accident 

will each relate the facts ·differently. :a-very historical\mind 

views history from a perspective. The totality of these in(tj. vi du

. al pe~spectives is_·;historical reality. Since this totality is 

unattainable, historical certainty is limited to historical . 

knowledge, which is dependent. on the critical ability of the 

histodan to :reconstruct from seve:ral perspectives an approxi-

inati6n of the total perspective. 

In addition to the psychological and class influences,· 

there is the even more persuasive effect of culture. The in~ 

dividual .is always aware of the differences in personal values 

among his acquaintances and he should be always aware of the 

cliff etence of class attitudes in society. Until recently, how-

ever'; cultural societies te11ded to be fairly isolated and it 

was easy for men to think that nen had always thought and acted 

:i.n the past as men do presently. In an age of advanced technO ... 

logical development, our attention is drawn to the importance 

of science and economic forces, We then use this new ... f ound under ... 

standirig to analize periods in the past in which very different 

econ9mic forces were at play. We, of course, are aware of the 

ditf er.ence between an agricultural, mercantilistic 9 or industrial 

society. Yet the values of the present, the modes of thought, a,nd 
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even the politics often influence our evaluation of the past and 

they are even more powerful if they operate unconsciously. 

The different answers given by successive histo.t:ians to 

Gibbon's qµestion of why the Roinan Empire fell are a.n example of 

all these influences at work. " 

For Gibbon him.self, the cause was the triumph 
of Christianity and barbarism; for Seeck, it 
was the extermination of the Roman elite; for 
Kaphahn, physical decline; for T. Prank, raci
al degeneracy; for Huntington. a climatic cri
~is and drought; for Uebig and Vassiliev, the 
4egradation of the soil; for Max Weber, the de
cline of slavery and the return to natural econ
omy; for Rostovtzeff • a class struggle between 
the peasant-soldiers and bourgeois townspeople; 
for Piganiol. the barbarian invasions; andt fin ... 
ally, for Toynbee, the dange~ from abroad and 
the desertion by the masses.7 

Still 1 another problem facing the historian is h:i!s lmowledge 

·of the outcome of the past event. He can never appreciate the 

anxiety of men making decisions, the eventual outcome of which 

is unknow11' to them. l\11.owing that something w:i.11 occur, th~ his· 

t'orian seeks antecedent causes and of ten exaggerates factors 

which will only later have the importance he attributes to them. 

To a historian of the Roman Empire in the first century• primat·i ve 

ent'ist.iail:ity;·riS/ ;.unimportant. Only for history subsequent to 

this period will it have any importance. If be devotes to it an 

amount of space according to its contemporary importance, he de-

prives the reader of information which will in a later period 

of the Roamn .Empire be important. lf he .devotes considerable 

space to Christianity, he distorts for the reader the historical 

reality of the first century. 

One might dea.1 with this ptoblem by devoting sufficient 

l'?pac;;e for an adequate explanation while at the same time con-



stantly rem.i.nding the reader of the contemporary insignificance 
. ' 

of these events. or one might abandon a strictly chronological: 

approach and write about longer periods of time as seen. f:ron1 

different structures;, the decay of the old order and th en the : 

rise of _the new order. Ole could present the same facts, as

signing th.em the relative importance that they deserve for each 

structure.· 

Still. another limit for the histoi:ian is the selection' of 

documents available. What has remained is often the product of 

chance, censorship by the winner, or the articulation of cer-

tain classes. The importance which the past assigned to certain 

types of literature may be totally unrelated to the documents 

the historian would consider important. Son1e historians facing 

this situation fall into the trap of stressing the material 

in h.'is sources while skipping lightly over other areas. He may 

justify this as being a conservative approach. In reality, it 

is. a histohcal distortion unless he wd tes a specialized his

tory just on the area covered in his sources. Yet even if he 

does this, he must either ignore the outside influences ot still 

theorize on their influence from. the little that he knows. 

'fhus we have seen that the need fot theory appears in 

many areas of th~ historian's activity. Perhaps the most im-

portant use of theory in its most philosophical sense is to 

keep the historian aware of the htunan factors and limits in the 

writing of 'history., The theory that "the facts speak for them-

selves" is not only naive, but harmful. It makes the historian 

insensitive to his own subjectivity (and how can he try to cor~ 

rect that of which he is unaware?) and may lead to arrogance 
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in denouncing others whose interpretation differs from ''the 

facts. 0 Also- if he is aware of the different possibilities of 

theoretical reconstruction, he has more flexibility in determ.in ... 

ing which reconstruction he will use for the ordering of his own 

data and why he has chosen it. Theory is concerned, moreover, not 

only with the reconstruction of past history, but with the pur

poses of wtiting history. 
c I History has been used11 especially during the nineteenth and 

twentieth centuries, to attack or to def end the existing order. 

Prom the cry ''everything that is, is right11 to that of "this too 

shall pass away," history has been used and abused to prove both 

sides of many cases. Many historians would agree with Colling ... 

wood that "history is for human self-knowledge. ti8 Do you want to 

lmow what kind of man you are? Biology deals with men .. Psychology 

deals with you. History deals with kinds of men. If the purpose 

of history is human self-knowledge, then the needs of the reader 

are important for the historian. 

In recent generations, there has been an expansion of the 

scope of h~stotical analysis to include all aspects of human life. 

''No one would now dare to maintain with Seeley that history was 

the biography of states, and with Freelllan that it was past poli

tics.119 The new emphasis on social history, cultural history, and 

even the history of art or technology is the result of the ad ... 

vancement of the social sciences and our realization of the inter-

penetration and influences of historical forces relating to all 

aspects of· a civilization.,, Thus the historian 111ust decide the 

theoretical balance that he will maintain between the different 

subjects of historical inquiry. Theory also affects his selection 
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of. evidence,. How much evidence and of what kind is neces
1
sary to 

,present in.order to narrate a course of development or in order 

to offe,r. a histodca.1 explanation. Ev.en more important •. theory 

is a criteria for what is an adequate explanation. 

History, as has been indicated above, deals with the moti ... 

vations that men or groups of men have for acting in a certain 

way. Natur~l science deals with those events which are repeti• 

tive. lt is interested in the factors which make each event con-

form to a general pattern. History, however, is concerned with 

the unusual. Since history is concerned with change, the histod-

an assumes a reason for any change in human behavior or in a 

society• s organization. 'I'he change occurs because a problem has 

arisen for which the old pattern of behavior has no effective 

answer. The solution of the problem results in a new pattern of 

behavior or organization. 

To provide an adequate explanation of this event, the his• 

·tor.ian must show that certain conditions have been satisfied. 'lhe 

pr.oblem must be known to those whom it affects. How it was known, 

and ~f. i1.1 ~ distorted way or not, must then be shown. A reason 

is offered to explain the new pattern of behavior .. The hist6rian 

must show that the knowledge and the conpepts involved were avail-

able to the individuals at that tin1e and.that the other implica-

tions:which flow from this concept are not inconsistent with 

reasons given to explain other concurrent events. 

Since men•s minds are not directly available to us, we must 

.reconstruct their thoughts from their acts and words. We empathize 

as much as possible with their situation and then try to see how 

we would act in such a situation. or, knowing the action involved, 
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we try t'o 'see why we would act thusly. We accept an explanation 

as true if ~e ass'ent to it. That is, we say, uves, I also would 

do that' i.f' I were in those conditions.'' The explanation' of actions 
1 . 

by groups or classes also depends on a feeling that the groups 

or classes 'that J. experience today would act in the same manner· 

under similat conditions. 'lhe explanations seems coherent and ,. 

therefore correct if it fits the facts and it fits my experiences· 

with peopl~~ institutions, and movements. 

There·has been a shift in the :recent generations from the 

individu.al:and personal to the multiple and social concept of 

e,xplru1atio11. This is connected with a growing sophistication in 

dealing with the concept of causation. When someone asks what 

caused World War I, he ls really asking several questions, and 

different answers may be correct depending upon the question they 

are lUlswering. 'lhe death of an Archduke caused the war to happen 

exactly when it did. Balkan politics caused it to happen where it 

did. Economic rivalry caused it to become the world war that it did. 

·Thus, the l1istorian must be very careful with his words. '!he 

statement 0 Alexander the Great conquered Persia'' is correct but 

u~clear. It is obvious that h'e alone did not c011quer the i 1ersian 

Empire., Do we then assume the statement to mean that the Greek 

army without Alexander could not have conquered Persia and that 

therefore Alexander is the proximate cause. Perhaps it means that 

the Greek army could have conquered Persia under PhU.Up, but that 

AleJcander i.n fact did it. or perhaps it means that both the Greek . 
. -~ . ::;' 

ariny and Alexandel: as its general were necessary for the victo;y. 

If the former is the case, the s:tate1nent should read: "the Greek 

army, with Alexander at its head. conquered Persia"; if the lat.;.., 

. .....__ · ..... ~ ...... -· 

< 
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ter, it should read: "Alexander and the Greek army conquered 

Persia." •n1is lack of mathematical precision in historical writ ... 

ing is one of the 1m.jor differences between science and history. 

Of ten the historian, for dramatic effect or simply through 

carelessness, makes statements which he really would not want 

taken as adequate eJ~planatio11s .. Lest the reader think that this 

exists only in theory. :C offer the following example. Baron states: 

Hugo Grotius, the most systematic jurist of 
the seventeenth century, wel.1 conversant not 
only with Hebrew Scripture, but, unlike most 
other Christian Hebraists, able to xead the 
Talmud, inevitab16 became a political fri
end of the Jews.l 

' 
Are we to conclude that the ability to read the Talmud inevitably 

causes one to become a political friend of the Jews? Or perhaps 

it is inevitable only when one is a most.systematic Jurist com-

mitted to certain concepts of law. 

'lhe reason that the concept "causen involves so many differ-

ent questions is that in historical reality there are many dif

f ereht factors, both long-term and short-term, operating on 

e11ery person and event. From experi4nce we know that these fac-

t-0rs differ in intiorta.nce, but :i.n actuality. it is llot always 

easy to separate and evaluate them .. There is always the question 

of chance factors. Actually these are only very short range fac:-

tors and their effects are conditioned by probability and by lo11g 

range factors. 

Sainte-Beuve thought that had.there been a sufficient nui,p.ber 

of petty causes, the otttcon1e of the French Revolution could have 

.been the opposite of what it was. This is a great mistake. The 

great social needs· that ga.11e rise to the French Revolution would 
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not have been eliminated by any configuration of' petty causes. 

To make the outcome of this movement the oppoSite of what it 
' 

was, the needs that gave rise to it would have had to be: the 

opposite of what they were.11 

Plekhanov def ends the Marxist position that it is social 

relations and not personalities which determines the course of 

history• He illustrates this well by pointing out that given 

the opportunities created by the Revolution, certain actors~ 

bart;~rs, dyers, lawyers, peddlers, a.net fencing masters became 

great military leaders. There are a sufficient number of clif-

fer ent men with different abilities so that when the general 

conditions are suitable some man will always be found with the 

necessary talent .. 12 

·Since the long range factors are of major importancet the 

length or time covered in a historical analysis is very iroi)ortant,. 

A history of the American Revolution which does not ref er to 

idea.$ 9 institutions, and developments pre\lious to the eighteenth 

century and originating even earlier in Europe would be super-

fie;J.al. 

Yet there is a 1imi t to how far cme can regress. Already 

the Renaissance has been traced to the twelfth century. Con-

Ceptuallyt a historical period must be an intelligible whole. 

Spectac.:uiar events make poor starting places. The basic institu ... 

tions, economic and political f.orms, and ,r~u.t:tillltal configurations 

should be traced back to their original confluents. Beginning 

here, the rise and finally the fall and disappearance of this 

set of factors should be traced .. Bach period should oyerlap 
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both its preceding and succeeding pedod. for no period begins 

. with one event .. During this overlap, mat'erial should· re pre$ent-
I I 1 
I , 

'1 

ed twice: from the point of view of the old order and then from ! 1' 

the new,. 

I have not wri~ten this introduction in order to prove 

any particular philosophy of history or even to present all of 

the various theories,.. Nineteen pages would hardly 1'e adequate 

for either purpose. I have attempted to show my pattern of 

thought so that in the ensuing discussion of Jewish histori-

ography the reader is explicitly aware of the personal position 
.. ~ 

involved. •ro explicitly prese11t to the reader the writerws sys-

tem of historical inte.rpretation and not to distort' c.onsc:i.ously 

the material to fit this system, seems to me to be the closest 

that one can come to objectivity in historical treatment. 

In the m xt chapter I will present in their own words the 

views of Jewi.sh historians on the question of conceptualizing 

Jewish history .. In the third chapter I will discus.s their ap-

J plication of these theories to several specific m.ovexoonts and 
·.1 

,~ 
'J 

~ 
' 

personalities. I will attempt .to show the inadequacies and con• 

tradictions in their treatments by the juxtaposition of incon-

sistant statements ancl by my own short collll:lUints., . 
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Chapter II - Theories of Jewish History 

The first modern Jewish historian was tssak Markus Jost. He 

was born at Bernburg, Germany in 1793. He received both a heder 

and a gy11masium training. He taught in Berlin until 1835 and then 

in Frankf ort-on-the-Maint where he died in 1860. Between 1820 and 

1828 he published his nine ... volume Historx of .. the Israel~~es £~!11 

~_<:,ca.bean perio§. to our o!,_Jl ~· In 1846 ~1e published a tenth 

volume in three parts. 

Very little was really known about Jewish history when Jost 

started to write. Simultaneously with his work several great 

scholars were also working and would unearth a whole new world 

of the past. By the 'tim.e Jost had issued his tenth volume the pre-

vious t'l.ine had already become obsolete. But in addition to t~is. 

there was another reason that his work was so rapidly and totally 

superseded. His cQ!d, rationalistic approach, a heritage of the 

Enlightenment; was unappealing in mid-nineteenth-centu:ry Germany 

where :romanticism held sway. What was needed was a warm, positivet 

and· indeed militant author who would defend Jews and Jewish his-

tory from the many accusations that history-conscious Germans 

were making. This man was Heinrich Graetzo 

·Born in 1817 in Posen, a Polish province of Germany, Graetz 

studied in yeshivot 1;il1 1836, acquiring secular learning pri-

vately .. He also studied for three years with Samson Raphael 

Hirsch whose Nineteen Letters of Ben Uziel had strongly influ-. . .. :II.... - - _ .... _ .. ...-...-..-

enced him. In 1845 he obtained his PhoD• from the University of 

Jena and f ron1 1854 until his death in 1891 he taught at the semin-
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ary in B:reslau. In 1872 he went to Palestine to study the scenes 

of Biblical Jewish history .. His major work was :& I-!;lstory of th_~ 

J..ey¥!, in eleven volumes (1853-1876). 

Graetz's historiography set the standard which other great 

historians would later revolt against .. Yet Graetz in his wo:rlt 

does not eiplicitly deal with the problems of a philosophy of 

Jewish history, although in the English edition he added a re ... 

troapect irl which he comments on the marvel of Jewish survival 

and revival. I-le also wrote an address in 18.87 for the Anglo-

Jewish Historical Bxhibi tion. From these we see that for Graetz 

Jewish history falls into three major phases; an early period 

of creativity, a middle period when, due to general ignorance 

and persecusion, the Jews sank to the level of their neighbors, 

and now recently a new marvelous rebirth. '!'his revival of a 

race long past its youthful vigor, whose history has svread' 

over thousands of years, is a miracle which deserves the most 

attentive consideratiott from every .ma.n who does not stolidly 

overlook what is marvelous.1 

Just as amazing as the modern Jewish revival is the his-

toric survf val of the Jewish people. For it would seem that the 

persistence of a single people in the midst of an inimical world• 

hunted to death for more than a thousand. years, contradicts the 

iron law of nature: the survival of the stt·ongest., Why were the 

Jews able to survive when a.11 others failed?2 

In ancient times it was the Greeks and the Jews who origin

ated higher culture. 3 But the Greeks, notwithstanding their 

great 9ontributions, did not survive. It was the mission of 
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the Greeks to bring to light the ideals of art and science., But 

the Greeks themselves had no knowledge of this fact. Tlle Hebrew 

peop.le 9 on the other hand, had to fulfill the life task by which 

it w:as held together and by which in direst misfortune it was 

comforted and preserved. 4 It is true that the people had to 

evolve its national soul into a consciousness of its purpose. 

In the early Biblical period the judges and Kings evince so' few 

of the national charac·teristics that they may equally pass for 

Canaanites» Phillistines; or Moabites. But finally the body .was 

molded by the national soul.s 

'1he people were fully convinced that its sole importance 

lay in its possession of the law and its vocation in the an-

nouncement.of the truths of its salvation. The people existed 

only on account of this law and in order to be its exponent. 6 

And the Jewish people has had its effect in the world. lt 

scattered some sparks at Alexandria, Antioch, and Rome, and 

·thus gave rise to Christianity. It .scattered some seeds at 

Mecca and Medina, and thus gave rise to Islam., From a few traces 

of light left by it was derived the scholastic philosophy of 

the second half of the Middle Ages and the Protestantism of the 

Contib.ent in the sixteenth centm:y. Not in vain then has this 

people dragged its weary feet around the world and thus to 

some degree solved one of its tasks. 7 

'lhe influence of the historiography of Graetz is illustrated 

in great detail by the introduction prepared by the young Russian 

historian Simon Dubnow for a projected three-volume translation of 

Graetz' s ~rl.. !'f tpe Je:'I~.· 'Ihe introduction, -NJ. ~ssay in, the, 
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· Philo:s2£hI of,....?}.. ... ~.t~r.I, which appeared separa:tely when the trans ... 

lati'on failed to ma.terialize 0 was translated into German and 

English and widely read .. The essay opens with a consideration 

of the range, content, and s:i.gnificance of Jewish history. His

torical peoples are usually divided into three groups: 8 
(1) the 

111ost ancie1'1.t civilized peoples of the Orient, su.ch as the Chinese, 

the Hindus, t11e Egyptians* and the Chaldeans; (2) the ancient, or 

classic, peoples of the occident, the Greeks and the Romu:ns; and 

(3) the modern peoples, the civilized nations of Bur ope and Amer-

ica of the present day. 

The Jewish peoplet however 9 does not fit any of these elf.ts ... 

si.fica.tions, for it may lay claim to all three. The only des-

cription applicable to it is "the historical nation of 'all times. 0 

The history of the Jewish people is like an axis, crossing the 

history of all mankind from one of its poles to the other. As 

an unbroken thread it runs through the ancient civilization of 

Egypt and Mesopotamia down to the present-day culture 0£ Prance 

and Germariy.9 At first glance, Jewish history during the period 

of independence seems to be but slightly different from the his-

tory of other nations. There are the same wa.:rs and intestine 

disturbances, the same political revolutions and dynastic quar-

rels, the same conflicts between the classes of the peoplet the 

same warring between economic interests. 'Ulis is only a surf ace 

view of Jewish history. If we perceive to its depths and scru-

tinize the processes which take place, we perceive that even in 

the early period there were latent within it great powers of in

tellect, universal principles which, visible or not, determined 
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the course of events. ttwe have before us not a simple politiQal 

or racial entity, but to an e.m.inent degree, •a spiritual peoplen 11lO 

The a.U-pe:rvasi ve religious tradition was associated with the 

idea of a particular spiritual mission. 1.n the closing centuries 

of the second commonwealth the Jewish people reached its permanent 

spiritual form$ 'Ihis store of spiritual energy was strong enough 

to survive the destruction of the political state. The Jews 

proved that without a state; territory, army, and all the ex-

ternal attributes of national power• a nation could survive so,.e ... 

ly through strength of spirit. This prooft adduced by Jewry at 

the cost of eighteen centuries of privation and suffering, forms 

the characteristic.feature of the second half of Jewish history, 

the period of homelessness and dispers:i.on .. Uprooted from its 

political soil, national life displayed itself on intellectual 

fields exclusi vel.y. ,.To think and to suffer'' became the watch .... 

word of the Jewish people not merely because i,t was forced upon 

it by external circumstances beyond its control, but chiefly be· 

cause it was conditioned by the very disposition of the people, 

by its national inclinations. 

In its second half, the originality of Jewish history con~ 

sists in that it is the only history stripped of every political 

element. There are no diplomatic artifices, no wars, no campaigns, 

no unwarranted encroachments backed by armed force upon the rights 

of other nations~ nothing at all that constitutes the chief con-

tent- the monotonous and, for the most part, idealess content

of many other chapters of the history of the world,. 11· In spite 

of the note-worthy features that raise Jewish history above the 
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level of the ordinary, it is not isolated nor severed fro1n the 

history of mankind. Rather it is niost intimately interwoven with 

world affairs at every point throughout its whole extent. 1'his 

connection is twofold; in the times when the powers of dark-

ness and fanaticism held sway, the Jews were amenable to the 

physical influence exerted by their neighbors in the form of per-

secutions, inquisitions. violence of every sort; and during the 

preVid.:emU.'l'' of enlightenment and humanity, the Jews were acted 

upon by the intellectual and cultural stimulus proceeding from. 

the peoples with whom they entered lnto cl.ose relatio11s. Momentary 

aberrations and.reactionary incidents are not taken into account 

here. 

'!11e significance of Jewish history is also twofold. It is 

at once national and universal. At the present the fulcrum of 

Jewish national being lies in the historical consciousness. ln 

the days of antiquity, the Jews were welded into a single united 

nation by the triple agencies of state~ race, and religion. Later• 

during the dispersion~ it was chiefly religious consciousness that 

cemented Jewry into a whole. Today historical. consciousness is 

the lreystone of nation unity. Jewish history has universal sig-

nificance for 1.1h:i.losophy inas111uch as it is pre-eminently a chron-

icle of ideas and spiri tua.l movements. It may serve, therefore, 

a.s a means of testing theories of history. Also, it is significant 

for humanity at large ;as ... a means: of enobling the heart .. 12 

Graetz himself in his history follows a linear chronology. 

Events of all kinds. from all places, ~re united in the same 

chapter because they occur(t'ecl within the dates with which a chapter 
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begins and ends. Only the size of the chapters seems to deter-

mine how much will be covered in any one period .. Dubnow's
1
es-

say suggests that in Jewish history there may be cl.!stingui'shed 

three chief stratifications answering to its fi1~st three, perlods: 

the Biblical period, the period of the second Temple, and the Tal

mudic ped<>d. The later periods are nothing more than the,se same 

formations combined in various ways, with now and then the ad-

dition of new strata. These composite periods are the Gaonic 

Period (500-980), the Rabbinic ... Philosophical l?eriod (980-1492) • 

the Rabbinic-Mystical ·period (1492"'."'1789) • and finally the modern 

Period of E111ighte11111ent.13 

The essay concludes with a consideration of the teachings 

of Jewish history. Jewish history possesses the student with 

the conviction that .Jewry at a.11 times, even in the period of 

political independence. was pre-eminently a spiritual nation. 

Being a spiritual entity, it cannot suffer annihilation; the 

body may be destroyed• the spidt is immortal'. The Jewish people 

will go on living because of a crmative principle ~h~ch permeates 

it. '!his principle consists first in i:he· sum of religious~ moral~::: 

and. ph:Uosophical ideas .. Next, in the su111 of historical memories 

of what in the course of many centuries the Jewish people ex-

·pe:rienced, thought, and felt in the depths of its bein.g .. Finally, 

it consists in the consciousness that true Judaism, which has 

accomplished great things for hun1ani ty in the past, has not yet 

played out its part and therefOre may not perish.~4 

Simon Dubnow was born in 1860 in Mstislav~ in White Russia. 

He was educated. in the traditional heder and entered the official 
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government school at the age of fourteen,. At an early age he 

developed a love: for Jewish history and for Russian literature., 

His failure in mathematics discouraged him from university studies 

and he became an autodidact in ~vestern culture and Jewish history. 

In 1922, he left Russia and moved to Berlin 0 where he published 

. his major works. In 1933 he moved again, this time to Riga, where 

he lived until he was murdered by the Germans in December, 1941. 

In his introduction to his ten-voltm1e World Histoxy of the ........,_ ... _ . 
.J.ewis!t pe_p,el!:, Dubnow presents the reader with his new approach 

to Jewish history., In order to synthesize a history which has 

embraceO. most of historical time and the entire c:i vilized wodd 

(except India and China), we must have a carefully worked ot1t plan 

of proceedu:re. The first condition for this plan and for a clear 

general conception of Jewish history is a clear idea of its bear ... 

er or subject, the Jewish people. This conception must not be 

marred by dogmatic and scholastic concepts and it will; in turnt 

determine in advance the pertinent methods of scientific research$ 

; Dubn';lw then shows how until recently there were great ?b

stables in the way of such a scientific conception of Jewish 

history. The theological conception both of the Orthodox and 

Li.beral Jews dominates the interpxetation of Biblical history. 

Medieval and 1nodern Jewish history is also dominated by a ohe-

sided spiritualistic conception that is based on the axiom that 

a people depdved of state and territory can play an active tole 

in history only in the field of intellectual life, while else-

wherej in its social life, it is condemned to being a passive 

object of the history of the peop,les among whom it lives. The 

histodogtaphy initiated by zunz and Graetz deals mostly with in-
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tellectual act.i.vities and heroic martyrdom.lSThis concept of Jew-

ish history resulted in a periodization (Talmudic, Gaonic, Rab-

binic; Mystical, and Enlightenment) valid only f o:r: a history of 

literature. 'Ihis one-sided concept.ton of Jewish history was due 

to the origins of scientific Jewish historiography in western 

Europe in the middle of the nineteenth century. when the dogma 
. ' 
of assimilation (that Jewry ls not a nation 9 but a religious com-

111unity) held complete sway there. 

!be profound revolution of national consciousness which 

characterizes our age inevitably wrought a transformation ih our 

conception of the h.i.storical process. The secularization of the 

Jewish national idea liberated historical writing and a new co11-

ception much more appropriate f 9r the content as well as the scope 

of Jewish history came into being. The Jewish people had concerned 

itself with constructing its life as a separate social unit under 

the most varied conditions of existence and therefore it is the 

foremost task of historiography to try to understand this pro ... 

cesS of building the life Of the Jewish people. Thus, we have 

now a:r:rived at a more comprehensive and strictly scientific con

ception of Jewish history which Dttbnow terms .,sociological." 

Basic to this conception is the idea. which Dubnow claims is de-

rived from the totality of Jewish history, that "the Jewish peop-

le has at all times and in all countries always and everywhere 

been the subject, the creator of its own history, not only iu 

the intellectual sphere, but also in the general sphere of social 

lif e,'•16 

The subject of scientific historiography is the people, the 

nat1.onal individuality. its origin and growth, and its struggle 
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for existence,. Initially amorphous, this national individuality 

moved to its final formation during the Babylonian Exile .. The 

vic;tory of Rome gave rise to new forms of struggle by the dis-

pe:r:sed people for its national unity. The indomitable urge to 

autono111ous life and to the preservation of the greatest social 

and cultural individuality while amidst alien peoples found ex-

pression not in political, but in other social forms. The en-

tire apititual vitality of the nation came to be directed to 

this goal. '!be religion of Judaism was fashioned in accordance 

with the image of social conditions of the nation's existence, 

17 
and not the reverse. 

'lb.is method of investigation is strictly evolutionary., 

First the period of the formation of the national individualHy 

is' examined, then the period of :i.ts struggle for separate e:kis-

tence for the preservation and unfolding of its characteristic 

national traits and of the cultural treasures it accumulated in 

the course of centuries.18 

'fhe organization of these materials covering thousands of 

years of Jewish history presents special difficulties .. In the 

most ancient period, we have only to cope with the synchronous 

existence of both Judah and Israel after the division of the 

realm, and with a limited Diaspora during the Persian period. 

The difficulties increased in theRoman period with the expansion 

of\~tli.e Diaspora. 'll1e historian's attention is divided between 

Judea and the "Gte~t Diaspora, 11 as later it is divided between 

Palestine and Babylonia on one side and the expanding European 

Diaspora on the other side. The difficulties further increase 

in the later Western pedodt for he re we a.re faced with an 
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en~Jtmous number of countries'.in ea.ch of which the destiny o~ 

the Jewish people is intertwined with the most diverse political 

and cultural conditions. 

'!hi~ mass of :mater!ai may be organized and presented in one 

of two ways., The historian may arrange the history of the Jewish 

people according to ·the countries in which it was scattered and 

th1.~~' present it as a purely external collection of monographs, 

or. he may treat the history of the Jews in all countries. con

ciu:~ently and, converting the history into a chronicle, he iaa.y 
\ 

pr~senrt a chrononl.ogical history of events that coincidf;l in. 

time but differ fundamentally in character and local conditions. 

'the latter was the method of Graetz. '!his artificial_ stringing 

together of the most heterogeneou·s events lacks what is indis-

pensable for scientific synthesis, a concatentation of events 

wH:h local conditions., With Graetz, the confusion is further 

augmented by his method of throwing together political, socio• 

economic, and literary data in the narrowest sense of the,word, 

into a. single c:hapter.19 

·rhe only was to avoid all of these limitations, according 

to Dt.ibno\t, is to divide the material according to the three ... fold 

principle of time, place, and subject n1.atter. '!'he history of 

each period must be presented according to the country in which 

it occurs and within ea9p country according to the order of 

eausual connections tt.iat link the external conditions with those 

of iriterrlal life. Within the limits of each periodp the history 

of the different segments of the nation is presented in such a 

way that the main center of national hegemony comes first and is 

then followed by the other countries accor.4ing to their impo1·tance 
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to the total national history.19 '!'he national center and the his-

torical enviornment thus become the criteria for the division of 

Jewish history into periods and epochs. 

'Ihe pedod of statehood sh?Uld be divided along lines cor

tespendent to the changing position of :Palesti.ne amidst the world 

poiiers from Egypt till Rome. The history of the stateless period, 

on the other hand, after the Jews had lost their unified center, 

m.ust be subdivided in accordance with clear-cut geographical 

co~1$iderations and along lines corresponding to shifts in the cen-

ter of national hegemony with the jewis11 people .. Ba.ch epoch is 

determined by the;·fact that the dispersed nation possessed with= 

in this period one main center or sometimes two co-existing cen-

ters, which assumed the leadership of all othex: par.ts of the Di"' 

aspora because they were able to acheive far-reaching national 

autonomy and a. high state cultural development. 

Thus we have two main periods. The Oriental Period which 

has three parts• starting with the purely Oriental (1200 .. 332), the 

period of mixed Oriental and Western culture (332-70 c.E.), and 

finally the period of dual hegemony of Roman-Byzantine Palestine 

and Persian-Arab Babylonia with leadership passing from the former 

to the latter. The second millenium of the Oriental Period in 

Jewish history. which coincides with the fir st Christian mil-

le1il.um, paved the way for a shift of the national hegemony 

from Bast to West. The eleventh century forms the dividing line 

bet-ween the Oriental and the Occidental periods of Jewish history~ 

First Arab and the Christian Spain and then France and the Rhine-

land took the lead. In the sixteei1th to eighteenth centuries Ger-

many and the autonomous Jewish center in Poland shared the hege ... 
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mony. Under the impact of the Enlightenment German Jewry took 

the leadership of the progressive movement in the West, while 

Polish Jewry reniained tradi tiona.1 until it was swept into the 

vortex of the latest currents in the second half of the. nine-

20 ' 
teenth century. The exodus from Europe to America and Pales-

ti:rie ;plus the devastation of the Russian center by the World 

War· and its aftermath marks a new dividing line. The,'future 
,l 

indicates "a rivalry for national hegemony between Bast and 

West, between :Palestine and the nu:ropean ... Ameri.can Diaspora. 11 21 

32. 

If Dubnow was interested in a periodization of Jewish his-

tory around centers in order to synthesize Jewish experience 

in national terms, Salo Baron was and is.interested in the 

analysis of Jew.isP. institutions and movements wherever or 

wheneve:t: they are found. Baron was born in Tarnow, Foland, 

in 1895. He went to gynmasimu there and received his Ph.U 

(1917), Pol. sc.D. (1922), and D.jur. (1923) at the Univer-

sity of Viemi.a. He ·was also ordained (1920) at the Jewish 

'.rheological Seminary in Vienna. He came to the United States 

i.n 1926, and since 1930 has been professor of Jewish history 

at Columbia University. ln 1937 Baron>p'Ublished his three-

volume .~,ocial a.!ld Relig,~ou..:'! JI.isto,;-z _of tl~e Jew~, which is 

now being expanded to over a dozen volumes. The work itself 

does not contain a statement on Jewish history, but at the an-

nual session (1938) of the National Council for Jewish Edu-

cation he read a paper explaining certain fundamental views 

and methods implied rather than stated clearly in.his history. 

Baron agrees with Dubnow that Jewish historiography has 

peen dominated by idealistic conceptualizations. This has, in 
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fact, been true from the very begim1ing, for there is no real• 

ly vital distinction between the ancient theistic view of the 

Biblical historians and some of the modern idealistic :approaches. 

For the former it was God 9 s will, humanly co1Bt>rehensible even 

though supernatm:al, which guided the destinies of mankind and 

of Israel. Under this scheme, al.most all happenings could be 

interpreted i11 the Hght of the moral-religious behavior of 

the Jewish people. This theocratic view of history was carried 

on with minor or major modifications by the ancient and medi-

eval authors for whom the experience of ex:i.1e and the ensuing 

need for apologetics became of param.omtt importance. Por the 

latter it, was the more humanistic ''spirit of Judaism" which 

took over the place of God as the determining factor. 
i 

The basic outlook of nineteenth century scholarship was 

to see i11 Jewish history the gradual progression of the Jew:... 

ish religious or national spirit in its various vicissitudes 

and adjustments to the changing enviornments. Even tb.e posi-

tivists 9 such as Dubnow, essentially accepted the primacy of 

such "inner" factors. It cannot be denied that this idealis-

tic a.pp1·oach no longer satisfies the present generation,. His-

toric:al explanations of the Jewish past must not deviate funda

mentally from.the general patterns of history of all mankind. 22 

We should take into account the influence of geographyo 

The economic approach has in recent years assumed a much great-

er importance. Students of Marxism and exponents of Socialist 

ideologies have tried to interpret the history of the Jews in 

terms of basic changes in eco11omic structure and the class 

struggle within the Jewish community. While many of these 
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stud3;es have shed illuminating light on certain stages of tp.e 

h~story of the Jewish people, no at;tel:l\Jts have as yet been made 

to extend these researches into other equally important phases 

of Jewish history and to correlate their findings into a. con

tinuous historical account of the career of the people as it 

urifolds itself under the stimulus of preponderately economic 

factors, :i.f not altogether under ·the dictates of economic de

terminants~23 While ~elcontlng this new emphasis on economic · 

history, Baron feels that of all hum.an groups, Jewish history 

will most stubbornly resist any full explanation which may be 

advanced for it exclusively on the basis of the progressive 

changes in the means of ptoduction or of any other economic 

t<tansf ormatio:ns. 24 

Great pl:omi.se is held 0'1t ·by an:-~nalysis of the important 

population developments and their bearing upon the general his-

tory of the Jewish people. 'Ule contracticHon and conflicts be-

tween the known facts and the legal ~nd e·thical sources will 

also be significant. Another integral element in Jewish his-

toriography ought to be the c:omn1unity approach to Jewish his-

tory, t'hat is to say, the local organizations and communities 

which influence the daily lives of the masses. We must guard 

ourselves against being misled by the sources, mostly written 

in central points, into overestimating the significance of the 

centers as against that of the local agencies, the .recoJided 

history of which unfortunately is very meager.25 

Finally, Baron clarifies the meani~g of the socio-religious 

approach to Jewish history. It is evident that religion could 

generally be classified as just another social f orc:e and that 

'' 
I : ~ 
: : 

' ' 
i I 



J 

a socio-religious approach would only be the equivilant of a 

general sociological approach with some specific emphasis upon 

religion. Such specific emphasis, it must re admitted, is en

tirely 11\larranted in the case of the Jews. There is 110 doubt that 

among ~he various social fadtors, population, economics 0 comrnttn.-1.ty, 

secular culture, and religion, the latter ha.s held the most coa .. 

spicuous place, at least in the cons~ioueness of the Jews through

out the three and one-half millenia of their existence .. In no .: 

other people's hi story has the impact of .religion been so strong, 

continuous, and-comprehensive as in the history of the Jews~ es-

pecially in post-Biblical times. It is consequently but the un ... 

avoidable and intrinsically justified adaptation of the general 

method -of sociological i11terp1:etation to· the peculiar problems 

of Jewish history when the element of religious E:1XPerience is 

given its clue large share within the totality of the social 

forces,. In this sense and in this alone, we may agree to calllt'g 

this particular variation of the general sociological method a 

"socio-religious" approach to Jewish history" 26 

In addition to his new emphasis on different aspects of 

Jewish history, Baron intnoducesinto his history a new treat-

ment of chronology. Present day scholarship, he cl.aims, is con-

fronted anew by the problems of the relations between history 

and chronology. Rvidentally the most important single factor 

in history is that of chronological sequence. The fundamental 

concept of history is ''.development$" Development does not neces-

sarily ntean "evolution, 0 and still less does it imply the idea 

of "progress .. " Both of these terms intorduce an element of 

evaluation based on an assumption that history reveals a pro-
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gression from the lower to the higher which may or may not qe .. 

But no historian can view the past of a group of men without 

conceiving it in terms of the development from one stage or 

form to 'another,. This development takes place in time, and 

chronology~ therefore, is an integral part of all his·torical 

treatment,. 

Chronology, however, if it is too limited and rigid, may 

ihterf ere with the conceptualization of history. The more his-

toriography emancipated itself from the mere registering of 

events· into an interpretation of past developments, the more 

were the rigidchronologic:al shackles cast off in favor of a 

cb11secuti ve analysis of events and trends which for one rea.l;lon 

or another a.ppeared to the historian as belonging to the same 

whole. Also, the progress of recent historiography from a 

primarily biographic and military-diplomatic to a preponderate-

ly social orientation has tended to 1eng·then the periods re-

viewed in their inner ... relationships., As long as dramatic tur11s 

in military campaigns or diplomatic exchanges of notes occupied 

the focal positio11 in the historic narrative, so long could 

histo'dans adhere to the chronological sequence of these hap-

penings'with somewhat greater consistency .. When the emphasis 

was shifted, however, to underlying social events, it was easily 

recognize<;t. that certain basic inovements took decades, if not cen ... 

turies, to generate, grow, and decay,. The analysis of ea.ch move-

ment of ten had to be isolated in treatment and completed before 

one could try to interpret another contemporary development' 

in a siiitllar. narrative extending over a period of many gener-

ations. 27 
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The history of the Jewish people £alls into three major 

phases: (l) that of ancient Israel, from its beginnings to 

th~ Hellenistic period; (2) that of Pharisaic-Rabbinic Juda-

ism, f :rom Alexander the Great or the Maccabees to the seven-

teenth century; (3) that of modern Judaism during the last 

three centuries. 

!· .. 

In the history of ancient Israel, the per
iods of the socio-religious developments 
roughly coincided with the chronological 
sequence of lsrae1•s origins. the era of 
the· lllOnarchy and the crisis of exile and 
rest9ration. After that tin1e the chrono
logical sequence became less and less im• 
portant and, for example, the history of 
the Jews u11der Islam9 medieval as well as 
modern, had to be separately treated from 
medieval and early modern Christiandom.,. 
The story of the rise and development of 
Hasidism had to be told in conjunction 
with the e~olution of the kabbala and 
popular ethics within the general make~ 
up of the medieval and early modern ghet
to. At the same tim.e the chronology pre
ceding influences of the Protestant Re
formation upon Jewish history bad to be 
treated in a subsequent chapter as an in
tegral factor in the transf orroation of 
modern Europe and in the ensuing emanci
pation of the Jews.28 

Raphael Mahler was born in Nowy Saez, in the district of 

era.cow, Poland• in 1899. He received his Ph.D. at the Univer-

sity of Vienna in 1922. From 1924 until 1937 he taught Jew .. 

ish and general history in Warsaw. He has been very active 

in,the Jewish Workers' Movement. His scientific work in Jew-

ishhistory was carried on ma.inly in connection with the 

activities of the Yiddish Scientific Institute. In 1937 he 

c~me to the United States and after the rise of the State of 

Israel he moved there, where he l8 presently teaching at the 

University of Tel Aviv. He has writ~~n on the Karites, the 
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struggle between the Haskalah and Hasidim in Galicia, and has 

' 
published the first four volumes of his Modern Jewish H~sto!.l• 

which covers 1780 to 1815. 

In his preface,29 Mahler gives two reasons why a new gener ... 

al synthetic account of modern Jewish history is needed. First 

of all, there is a tr~mendous amount of new nia.tedal available. 

Se_cond and even more important is the change ~n method of ap

proach. Most historians represented a class or political view

point (Dubnow and his school) and did not pay sufficient at

tention to class struggles inside the people, ignoring them al-

most entirely in the history of recent generations. 'l"hey des

cribe class instiution:sviand views and ascribe them to the whole 

nation. They did not analyze the attitude of the ruling powers 

to the different classes among the Jews~ nor did they ade-

· quately describe tl;le economic structure of the people. By ig

noring economic conditions they could not give ratior1al explana

tions to the lead certain Jewish communities took:il'I. Jewish 

history. Also, they could not clarify the intellectual move

ment in:recent times because they did not show the social 

roots of these movements and how they satisfied the intex.·es~s ,, 

of the classes which supported them. Modern Jewish history 

was restric·t:ed to the description of the progress of emanci

pation.-· The large center of Jews in America and the settle-

ment of the Jews in Israel received scant attention. History 

is a guide and not just "an interesting picture book for the 

curious. 0 The tragedy of our people in World War II has given 

us a new perspective for Jewish history during the Galu·t. 'lbe 
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system which has explained general history so weil and will al

so explain Jewish history is historical materialism. With all 

·the abnormality of Jewish history in the Galut, it does not 

escape the analysis of historical 11:1aterialism. In fact, only 

this system can explain the disaster in Europe and the nation-

al liberation in Israel. A large space will be devoted to the 

French Revolution and the wars of Napoleon because during this 

period arose all the ptoblems of subsequent generations. 

Mahler next outlines the major developments in modern 

Jewish l1istox:y according to his conceptual fram.ework of di

alectical materialism. Since his work and his viewpoint is so 

little known in the United States, a translation of this es-

say has been prepared and appears as an appendix to this work .. 

The ref ore only a very short sumn1.ary plus his pe:r:iodizati.on is 

presented in this chapter .. 

Jewish history is unique., On one hand• it is so interwoven 

with general history that the fate of the Jews is tied up with 

the fate of the nations. On the other hand~ the Jewish people 

are different from all other nations because they are not at ... 

tached to a homeland. The lack of a normal basis for their 

economy (a peasant class) causes them to have an inverted 

class structure both in capitalistic and in Socialistic coun-

tries~ The period of growing capitalism was narked by eman-

c;i..pa.tion. the entrance of the Jews into European culture, and 

increasing urbanization. But the breakdown in ca.pi talis111 when 

the reaction attacked the spirit of progress was marked by 

economic and soc:i.al discrimina. tioij, ~nd even violence. '!he dif .. 
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f erent rates of capitalistic development in various countries 

accounts fot the differei.ices among Jewish communities. Even 

Jewish culture suffered because the bourgeoisiet instead of 

developing a national culture as the bourgeoisie of other nations 

did9 tried to assimilate to the native middle class and denied 

the national existence of the Jewish people. Bven the proletad-

an Yiddish cultui:e lacked a normal wholeness which comes from 

' a normal state. 

!be reactions to social progress grew stronger and more 

frequent as ca.pi ta.lism began to decay during the stage of if!l-

perialism. The reaction to the Russian Revolution of 1917 was 

the Nazi ... Fa.scists and the destruction of :suropean Jewry. Ea.ch 

of these reactions helped strengthen Jewish national conscious-

ness and stimulated aliyah to Israel which had been made f eas-

ible by the capitalistic developments in production. comm.uni-

cations, and organizatio11. The co1nbination of Socialism and 

Zionism rebuilt the land and realized. the ancient dream for a 

free political state. The following is the periodization of the 

primaxy trends in inod.ern Jewish historys 30 

I. Modern capitalism and civil emancipation 
of Jews (1789-1917) 
l. 'J11e Frencll Revolution and the spread 

of the new regime during the Napole
onic Wars (1789-1815) 

2. The period of reaction in Europe (1815-1848) 
3. The period of the flourishing of liber• 

al capitalism and the national move
ments (1848-1878) 

4. The period of Imperialism, declining 
stage of .capitalism (1878-1917) 

II. !be international struggle between capit~ 
alism and Socialism and the auto-emanci
pation of the Jewish people (1917-1950) 
5

9 
'!he period of the Socialist Revolu• 
tion and the Counter-revolution; the 
Balfour Declaration and the third Ali
yah (1917-1924) 
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6. The period of building Socialism in 
Russia, capitalistic relative stabil• 
ity, and the fourth aliyah (1924-1932) 

7. The .rising force of Fascism and the 
Nazis; the fifth aliyah (1933-1939) 

8. The Second World War and the destruc
tion of European Jewry (1939·1945) 

9. The War of Liberation and the Declar
ation of Independence of the State of 
Israel (1945-1950) 

In this introductory essay "Periodization in Modern Jew-

ish Historyn Mahler appears to be a dogmatic Marxist-Leninist .. 

In his workt however, he is much less rigid .. 'Ibis essay was 

written after the Russian victory over Nazism and support £or 

establishment of the Jewish state. It may represent the high 

point of his faith in Russian Socialism. It should not lead 

one to thiJ;Ik that Mahler's worlc has 1i ttle value due to his 

dogmatism. At the very leastt Mahler presents facts that others 

had ignored. In ad.di tion 9 his conceptualizations a.re very in ... 

cisive and his explanations convinchtg., 
'· 

Hqward M. Sachar was born in Saintl,.ouis, Missouri• in 

1928. He received his Ph.D .. from Harvard university, his speci-

alty being Near Eastern studies. He was a Hillel director at 

u.c.L.A. and is presently teaching history at Brandeis Univer

sity, of which his father is President. His first published 

book (1958) was '!he Cours.e oi. M;odefn J:ewi.s!1; His~2!I• Unlike 

the other historians previously presented9 · Sachar does not 

base his work on original sources, but on secondary litera.-

ture. While his scholarship cannot be compared to a Graetz 

or Dubnow, l have thought it fit to include his work inasmuch 

as it represents an important modern development in Jewish his-
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toriography: the emergence of native Americans as Jewish scholars 

and the impact of the destruction of European Jewry and the rise 

of the State of Israel. The approach of the book as stated by 

the author in his pref ace is to demonstrate the interaction be ... 

tween Jewish and non-Jewish factors. 

It ls hardly necessary to add that Jewish 
history cannot be understood without an 
evaluation of the influence of non-Jewish 
factors. This is true of every phase of Jew .. 
ish civilization; but nowhere, surely, is it 
JnOte transparently evident than of the modern 
period. For the very existence of a genuinely 
modern Jewish civilization is due, alJOOst en
tirely, to the i.mpact of non-Jewish political, 
economic, and cultural influences.31 

The five men whose attitudes and concepts have been pr,e-

sented differ in many ways .. During the century that has lapsed 

between Graetz and Sachar both Jewish history and general his-

toriograpby have undergone t:re111endous changes. The movement to 

.l\J.1ieric~- the Russian H.evolution, the new anti-Senli tism., and the 

rise and success of Zionism has changed completely the struc .. 

ture of modern Jewry. These tremendous event~ and experiences 

alone would affect·any writer of Jewish history., In addition, 

historiography has been deepened and expanded by Buckle's nwthods 

of statistical investigation of mass movements and his stress of 

the importance of science. Karl Marx with his concept of class 

s·t:cuggle, Burchha.ntt's stress on cultural history, and the presen·t 

trend to soc.ial history of the mores of the masses. 32 Von Ranke's 

evidence that foreign relations have a decisive impact on in-

·te:rnal developments and Toynbee• s arguments that states should 

not be seen in isolation but as a part of a whole (the ci viliz-

ation) have been paralleled by an increasing awareness of the 
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impact of Gentile civilization on thejews and an increasing 

discernment of the di ff ere:nces between Jewish communities ex-

isting-sira.ultaneously but, differing due to their background 

civilization and its state of development. 

The passing of time has given us a deepe.r .perspective. The 

spread of Jewish scholarship has given us a broader petspecti ve. 

Baron today can view Mendelssohn and the German Haskalah 3.n a. 

context unthinkable to Graetz. Dubnow and Mahler, who lived in 

eastern Europe, could see the Hasidim actually, and not polemical-

ly. It is not jst by chance that as a historian's birthplace 

moves east from Bern berg to Pos<m to White Russia, their his-

tories become more concerned with the Eastern European masses 

and their historiography becomes more national in orientation. 

In addition to time and space. the contributions of predeces-

sors .have helped change Jewish historiography. Each man bad his 

own personality and his own society's outlook, but he could 

build on previous woek and was aware of the conceptualizations 

1:hat preceded his own. Graetz, who was influenced in his views 

by Krochmal and Rappaport 11 and negatively by Jos'l:, has :ln tur11 

influenced Dubnow. Baron, and Mahler. As they have all written 

a.bout him and even about each other, let us see what they have 

to say .. 

Jiubnow writes about Graetz after describing Giger 9 who 

tried to make the Jews only a religious groupt and before 

dealing with Moses Hess, the early nationalist .. 33 After quick

ly relating his birth in the Polish part of Russia and his Ortho

dox youth and disposi Hon for Sa111son Raphael Hirsh-type Ortho ... 
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doxy, he conclude.s with an a:r.gmoont that Graetz opposed R~form 

Judaism "not because it was an insult to tradition, for he was a 

free thinker, but he complained of its estrangement from our 

1
people and its clinging to another people." Between these two 

contra.~ctory statements he also claims that Graetz denied '<the 

principle of his generation that there was no Jewish nation in 

the Diaspora. Nevertheless he admits that "Gaetz didn't follow 

his system to its conclusions.n 'l"hat G:raetz realized that Jew-

ish history is not· just a history of ideas is clear, but that 

he had in 11tl.nd a separate Jewish nation in the political or 

even culturally autonomous sense is not war.ranted by his own 

statements, and especially by his treatrie nt of the German Emancii-

pation,. 

Baron claims that we can see Graetz as a Nationalist with 

Zionist tendencies in a pre-Zionist period. He at first sup-

ported the 11Lovers of Zion" U10vement but broke away later 

because of its radical nationa.1isn1. Although he had a great 

love for· Hebrew, his Hebrew style was poor. He devoted H.ttle 

space to modern Hebrew- literature in his history,.34 

'Graetz drew inspiration for his deep national pride," 

writes Mahler, from the 1848 Revolution, just as Jo$t was in-

fluenced by seventeenth century cosmopolitanism, and Dubnow by 

the first Russian Revolution. However Graetz, who wrote during 

the Romantic period, was still negative to the Messianic 1i10ve-

ments$ He judged thetll as atypical adventures• the fruit of im-

agination and madness. Dubnow, the national historian, saw them 

as desires of the Jewish people for liberation and redemption. 
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These clesires grew as the suffering of the people grew, and hope 

for:imminel'lt :,salvation was renewed in every period of inter

natipnal political change. Dubnow had the same profound per

cep~ion of the Kabalah, especially the Luria11.ic: Kabalahe Graetz, 

with his rationalistic view, deno'unced the Kaba.lab. as a corrupt 

idea which degraded Jewish culture till the modern period. .. Dub· 

now heard the national feeling beating within the hearts of the 

people and arrousing them to individual affirmation. The strong 

bpposition of Graetz to any kind of mysticism reached its height 

in hit:; description of the Hasidim .. If he admits occasionally that 

the Ha.Sidim or the Zoha.r offered anything constructive to the 

people, it is only to show how low pi~pulistic Talmud had sunk. 

bubnow ·saw more objectively and could even compare the Hasidim 

to the Haskala.h, both of them enriching Orthodoxy, each ac

cording to the different stages of development of the Jewish 

~eople in the Ba.st and in the West. Graetz based his historical 

conceptualization on th~ dialectical system of Hagel, especially 

his -idea of the development of the world spid t through self

realization by opposition.35 In modern Jewish histodography, 

Jost was the first to express the idea that the Mishnah arid the 

Rabbinic literature that developed from it fulfilled the func

·'l;ion of a moveable motherland in Jewish history. Graetz, fol• 

lowing Jost's footsteps, called it the Palestine of the exile. 

For Dubnow and others, the religious system of separation be• 

ea.me a mechanism for preserving the aa. ti on. Mahle r disagrees 

completely• 'lhe Talmudic system is not unique (as the develop

ment of Is.tam. shows) and the idea of a Medieval hibernation is 
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rtot accu~ate and fails to explain the character of Jewish culd 

~ure in the Middle Ages,. Also, the weak11ess of Juda.is111 in the :pre-
, I 

Entit11ci1>at:i.on era cannot be explained without reference to the 

get'lerti.l trends in European culture. Dubnow stresses only the 

subjective aspect of nationality~ It is necessary to under-
' 
stand the objective forces of Jewish experience. Jewish culture 

was bound to the feudal and semi-feudal regimes in which the 

Jews fulfilled the economic fup,.ction of a .. third estate. 0 , Dub-

now never gave enough weight to economic, even when he did. dis-

cuss it. Another theme of Du~now which Mahler criticizes is 

his construction of individualistic religion versus collect1ve 

religion. Dubnow says the latter is normanative Judaism, i.e. 

:national in orientation. All heterodoxy in Judaism is a revolt 

by the 1individual against the bonds of Jewish society. Thus un-

' til the present, anyone who rebelled against the legal tradition, 

either·due to religious feeling or due to free thought 0 was in 

teality rebelling against the m.tion. 

That which Graetz regard,ed as t 1the essence of true Juda ... 

:lsm" becomes for Dubnow a. legalistic religion which guarcled the 

national existence. In Graetz's system there was progresst while 

for Dubnow there is no progress in· traditional Judaism. Por Dub-

now, almost two thousand years of history has only one form of 

culture-the l'lational-and all other streams are regarded as ex ... 

. c;~ptions. This ignores the general development of human thought 

and apprehends events in isolation from their social contexts.36 

Dubnow•s emphasis on autonomism hid from his eyes the desir~ " 
\ 

return to Zion which has filled the hearts of the people in a, 
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generations., ''Not a permanent existence as a national minority 
/.' 

in the Diaspora, but the i.ngathering of the exiles and the re-

building of Zion was the desire of the people"" .. u37 

Baron thinks that Dttbnovi differed from Graetz more in theory 

than in practice. 'lbe name of his major work, !,.}'lorld Historl of 

the Jewish ~~opl!t sug~sts a departure from the historiography 

of Graetz, for whom the Jewish past was viewed separately from 

all other nations., D~bnow uses national centers to organize 

his material instead of Graetz' s synchronistic method., He is 

right in this, for Graetz "put in one chapter e"Verything that 

happened to the Jews in a certain number of years without pay

ing attention to the basic differences in the different lands 

in which they dwellea."38 However, in practice Dubnow has not 

succeeded in a.voiding the pitfalls of Graetz which he himself 

so bluntly denounced. 

Except for his artificial attempts at per
iodization, his forced quest for hegemony 
centers in various periods and, due to his 
own political 'autonomism, ! his special at
tention to Jewish self government, one finds 
in Dubnow's otherwise remarkable attempt at 
a new synthesis of Jewish history little that 
is a substantial advance over Graetz•s still 
unsurpassed Jewish history.39 

Both of them accept the primacy of spiritual facto~s. Dubnow 

set up an aiitonomous national will which was the driving force 

in shaping the destiny of the people and which 7 in the sup .. 

reme interest of national self-preservation, made all the 

necessary adjustments required in different periods and re-

gions. 

If Baron objects to Dubnow because of his a1:tificial at-
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tempts at pe~iodization, Dubnow objects to Baron for his lack 

of periodization. 'Ihe last half of the seventeenth century, which 

Baron considers pasrt of the period of Jewish emancipation, brought 

about no change in the situation of the people, writes Dubno~~40 

True, the beginning of capitalism in Italy and Holland affected 

some Jews, but what is fundamental is the situation of all the 

people, not just a few individuals or a small group. In the Mid• 

dle Ages we also had rich Jews and free thinkers. 'lhe chapter 

on emancipation is chaotic because different periods are mixed 

together. Dubnow was afraid that the title {\ Sp_ci~). !-nd Reli&,!o~s. 

fI}.s:to:z . .2f_th;e. Je0s inclica:ted that secularism would' be subor

dinated. Religion does occupy a larger part than in other his

tories, but Baron is not one-sided. Dubnow objects to calling 

the Saducees m. 'tionalists111 They should be called political nation

alists• and the Pharisees spi:dtual nationalists,. The reason for 

his objection is revealed when he states that this struggle is 

continuous and manifests itself today in the Zionist movemebt. 

In his epilogue, Baron surveys the present situation and sug

gests that the Jews must be willing to adjust. If the Fascists 

will give us corporate rights in exchange for civil rights, the 

danger is not so great. The Stalin constitution also may give 

us a chance to adjust to Russian CQ\nmunism. Dubno:w disagrees, 

as from his point of view he must. Hitler and Stalin will pass 

away. Te build on them is dangerous. Unfortunately Dubnow was 

:wrong~ His attachment to the Diaspora led to his rejection of 

Zionism for spiritual autonomism. His attachment to eastern 

Europe led to his refusal during th«:t thirties to il11llligrate to 
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Anterica, which he himself admitted was the new center of .the 

Diaspora. He was fortunate only in not living to see the full 

extent ~f the annihilation of East European Jewry .. 

It is this catastrophe Which Mahler says demands a new 
I 

examina~ion of the Emancipation in Jewish history.41 Dubnow 

used the attainment of' equal rights by western Jews as a guide 

and a reproach to Tsarist Russia. We today see emancipation 

48. 

.as bound up with capitalistic di:!velopment to a certain stage at 

which the regime itself generates reactionary forces which en-

danger<its existence. Jewish existence, which was always de:. 

pendent on a Jewish economic function, is during the J:ecent con-

frontation of imperialistic capitalism and Socialism only secure 

i11 a Jewish state .. 

Mahler's thesis that the advent of Socialism is beneficial 

for the Jewish people is doubtful to Baron,. He writes, and sub-

sequent history has borne hiJll out 9 that Communist policy does 

not justify the belief that the proletariat as a class is neces-

sarily friendly to the Jews. 1'he revolutionary Fourth Estate, in 

the early stages of its struggle against the existing social order, 

champions humanitarian ideals, as did the Third :Estate during its 

revoluHonary stage. A proletariat in opposition supports civil 

and political liberties aQ.d the rights of the oppressed peoples. 

But, when empowered, it might easily be persuaded to abandon 

lib~rty and equality for the sake of general economic equality. 

The Russian experience has been too short to allow for legiti= 

mate generalizations.42 
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The historians' own philosophy; ha\l:lnz been presented, plus 

their criticism of each other's work, we now turn to an analysis 

of their. principles in action through selected historical cases .. 

Here again our method will be to present inconsista.ncies and 

difficulties in each conceptualization by the juxtaposition 

of the historians' own statements. 
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Chapter III ... Jewish Hist> ry in Practice 

We will now examine the treatment of several individuals and movements 

by our five historians. 'rhe selection of Mendelssohn, the Napoleonic San-

hedrin, the Bast European Haskalah, and anti-Semitism has been determined 

partly by the availability of material9 partly by their controversial nature, 

and partly by the different types of historical reconstructions possible, 

For Graetz, Mendelssohn is the symbol of the revival. of the Jewish 

people in modern times. But he is more than a symbol. He is its cause. 

Although Graetz claims that this rejuvenating of the Jewish people "may be 

unhesitatingly ascribed to Mendelssohn," he states that he neither °'intended 

i ul 
nor suspected t •. Graetz also mentions that Mendelssohn had enlightened 

teachers and also associates who even in his youth had started a Hebrew 

2 
newspaper.. He also relates that Lessing had written his play 11'lbe Jews 0 

3 
before meeting Mendelssohn .. In spite of all this, Mendelssohn remains 

the originator of modern Jewish culture. However Graetz admits that it did 

not occur to Mendelssohn to use the 'forah translation he had prepared for 

4 
his children to educate his brethren. 

For Dubnow the Haskalah was not the result of one man's acti vi tit1s, 

nor was it the result of outside influences., '.t'he need for renewal a:rose 

. J . 5 in ucla1sm. However, he interprets the actions of Mendelssohn as a con-

scious attempt to bring the Jews out of their isolation. 0 'I'he best means 

to accomplish this appeared to Mendelssohn to be similar to what the German 

refo:rmer, Luther, had done in his time; a new translation of scripture. 116 

The book ~was intended to answer those who claim that the Jews 

should not receive equal rights in a Christian state. It was not a new 
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program for Jewish reconstruct:i.on. 

Baron emphasizes the pre-German Haskal.ah in Holla.net <md Italy. All 

the fundamental tendencies of the Hasklah 9 such as secular learning, puri

fied Hebrew, historicism. and the revolt of the individual against com-

mUnal powe1·, had become more and more marked in Italy artd Holland long be

fore Mendelssohn. 7 The scene had been set for the profound transfo~111.ation 

which was to emtlnate from the German and eastern Haskal.ah. .The· German 

Jewish lfaskalah was much less radical tha:n the French enlightenment for 

so1nething of traditional Judaism had to be preserved .i.f the Jews were to 

survive.. Baron follows Graetz in ascribing the German translation of the 
8 

Bible as primarily for the benefit of Mendelssohn's children. 

Fo:r. Mahler, the powerful cultural upswing in eighteenth century Germany 

9 
was sufficient to shake awake the slumbering Jewish culture. In addition, 

the upper class wealthy Jews :needed a knowledge of Ger.man for their busi-

ness activities and a reform of many rel:i.gious practices for their social 

. i 10 acti v:i. t es .. Mendelssohn did not want to lead a struggle. He was forced 

to defend himself and the Jews by others. He was really much more of a 

11 
conservative and quite modest in his desires for Jewish advancement. 

Mahler follows Dubnow in attributing Mendelssohn's translation to an at-

tempt to aculturate the Jews. This he objects to as an undermining of 
12 

Yiddish, which could have been the basis of a national culture. 

Sachar mentions the pre-German Haskalah, but feels that Mendelssohn 

nnevertheless emerges as the key perso11ali ty of western European Jewy in 

13 
the early modern era., 0 He emphasizes the European Humanists' rcad.iness 

to receive the "exception Jew" but claims that Mendelssohn left no enduring 

I ; 
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mark on their thinking.. His main impact was on the Jewish people through 

his Bible translation which was done to prod the Jewish community into 

14 
an increased awareness of the secular world about themo 

Mendelssohn himself states that he prepared the translation of the 

Torah for his children. Dubnow, Mahler, and Sachar do not accept this .. 

For all three of them, the later assimilationist. groups, which claimed to 

harken back to Mendelssohn's example and which they oppose, have colored 

their picture of the man. lt ls indeed strange that Graetz. who ascribes 

the Jewish reawakening to Mendelssohn•s activities does not credit bim 

with imitating Luther. ·Although the Uutch and Italian Haskalah preceded 

the German in tire, it was so far :removed in space that one can serious! y 

question Baron's assertion that the scene was set for the eighteenth cen-

tury German Haskalah.. Mahler's explanation has the advantage of intimacy 

in time and apace. His remarks tha.t Mendelssohn was very conservative are 

correct,.~ £1rou1 our vastly changed perspective but ignore the relative 

radicalness of his secularism in the eighteenth century. Graetz and Sachar 

present biographies of Mendelssohn as a model' of an age. Baron and Mahler 

treat him fragmentary as examples f.or incid.ent·s in a movement. Dubnow 

inclines more to the former group. 

The Napoleonic Sanhedrin seems to have aroused mixed einotions in Graetz .. 

While he describes its conception as a happy thought and the selections of 

15 delegates as fortunate, he also states that they adopted the disinte-

grating view that Judaism consisted of two wholly distinct elements -- the 

purely religious and the purely JP<>li tica.1-legislati ve .. 
16 

He denounces 

Napoleon for the Infamous Decree and writes that he who deceived the whole 

world could not be expected to :keep his word with the Jews and leave their 
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17 
freedom unmolested. Thismay have influenced him to see in Napoleon's 

Palestine off er of 1799 ''only a trick on the part of Bonaparte intended 

to win over to his side the Jewish minister of the pasha of Aceo,. 0 But 

he does say that had Napoleon succeeded in conquering Syria, he would per

haps have assigned a share of his government to Jews.18 

Napoleon's promise, for Dubnow• was a device to get the Jews in the 

Middle Bast to assist him in his conquest of Palestine. 
19 

Napoleon did. 

not have much contact with the Jews and his relations to them as to all 

of Europe were both beneficial and harmful. The Sanhedrin showed its 

compliance with French rather than Jewish dent.ands by ag:reelng to the 

,} opening of its first session on the Sabbath. Their spirit of servility 

I r. 
I 

. 20 
passed all limits when they denied Jewish nationalisty. Just what 

national rights they were giving up in order to secure civil rights Dubnow 

never makes clear. 
' 

Baron says that the Sanhedrin left a deep impression during its own 

time. It helped the Jews of Russia by scaring the Russian government into 

withdrawing its decree of expulsion of Jews from the villages issued in 

1804. 21 In spite of this he devotes very little space to the Sanlledrin 

itself or its influences on later generation. He does not see it as a 

betrayal or as a watershed in Jewish history but ntatne'r as a part of a 

larger trend toward modernization. 

Mahler points out that of the 111 men who were nomlnated foi: the 

As.sembly of Notables, many could not afford to come, and some who did come 

could not afford to stay. the whole period (nine months). lbus the 
22 

Assembly was mainly composed of wealthy people. They slavishly glorified 

Napoleon, forgetting that the French Revolut:i.011 hacl brought them freedom 

11 
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and that it was Napoleon who was questioning their rights. 
23 

Several of 

their pronouncements that Judaism is only a religion and that the Messianic 

Age does not involve a return to Israel were late1; carried on by the 

24 Reform movement. In fa.ct, they reinterpreted Jewish history to show 

that only the poor left Babylonia to return to Israel with Bzra. that most 

of the people remained in Babylonia. 25 Napoleon's pu:cpoze in convening 

the Sanhedrin and in issuing tlle Infamous Decree was to control the Jews~ 

David Friedlander opposed the Parisian Sanhedrin, but for reasons of Ge:r-

26 
man patriotism .• 

Por Sacha.:r~ Napoleon himself is the prime figure. His instinct for 

dealing with the religious factions of his country had always.been shrewd& 

"If I were governing Jews* I should :rebuild the Temple of Solomon,," he 

once said. Napoleon felt he could manipulate the Jews but all changes 
27 

must appear to cone voluntarily from. them. Napoleon •s motivations for 

summoning the Sanhedrin were more far-reaching than might have been appar

ent to the Jews in France. For one~ he wanted the Jews to turn their 

bacl1:s forever on their corporate status0 their separate nationhood., He 

also wanted to gain the loyalty of the numerous Jews of Poland to supply 

his recently-arrived armies. PinallYt he st1mmoned. the Sanhedrin to divert 

attentiotl from his plan to :i.ssue the Infamous Decreee He succeeded in all 

of these areas,. The Sanhedrin's solemn renunc:i.ation of separate Jewish 

nationhood was truly of watershed importance in Jewish history. It set 

the tone for western Jewish life for the next century.
28 

Por Dubnow, Mahler, and Sachar. the Sanhedrin represents a betrayal of 

Jewish national interests. For Mahler., it is a betrayal by the upper class 
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For Dubnow; it is a betrayal by the assimilationists• Por Sachar, whose 

fellow countrymen would agree, more or less, with the statements of the 

Parsian Sanhedrin. it is Napoleon who outwitted these men into a unforeseen 

betrayal. Sachar repeats several tin~s the theme that the definition of 

Jews as a .religious group was due to the influence of the Sa.11hedtin. I'.er-

haps he does this for dramatic effect, for the influence of the Sanhed.i;in 

was small compared to the social realities of the new economic and politi-

cal organization of the state as he himself writes in chapter three. 
'7 

According to Graetz, the Haskalah in Galicia arose on one hand due to 

the increase in communication during the Napoleonic Wars and 9 on the Other 

hand, as a response by reasonable men to meet with firm opposition the 

29 spread of the Hasidic cult. · The most appropriate method of removing the 

boodsh ignorance iri religious and secular matters, and the childlike 

credulity was by means of education.. While the affects of trade on the 

Haskalah are mentioned, they are bypassed as merely incidental. The gen-

eral treatment of the Haskalah is of men and their work in Jewish scholar-

ship. Graetz does not conceive of the Haskalah as a social movement rooted 

in the needs of some groups 9 and unappealing to other groups, due to their 

different circumstances. 

Dubnow also treats the Galic:i.an Haskalah tl1rough biographies rather 

than as a social movement. The Russian Hasltalah however is treated ex.ten-

sively and as a social movement. In concluding his section dealing with 

the Haskalah in Galicia, Dubnow differe11tiaties between the literature in 

Austria. which was nationaHstict and il1 Germany. where it W8.S assimila

tionist. 30 But elsewhere he writes that the bud.ding Haskalah in P&land 
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resulted in "Poles of the old covenant" who for the first time included 

themselves in the Polish nation. 31 Dubnow devotes considerable space to 

the machinations of Hertz Homberg who used the Austrian Government to fight 

the Hasidim. Yet he rationalizes the actions of Levinsohn who used the 

oppressive Tsarist govermuent to reform the Jews. 32 It would seem that 

things permitted to an East European Jew are prohibited to a German Jew. 

Baron finds the major difference between the German Haskalah and the 

Galician and Russian Haskalot in the large masses of Jews living among 

national minorities with no strong national culture. With the asstui1ption 

of power by the Poles after 1867 9 there began the large scale l?oloniza:tion 

of the Jewish intellengentsia. Between the extremes of rigid Orthodoxy 

and Hasidism on one hand, and assimilation on the other, the Haskalal1 had 

little chance to survive. 33 Daron devotes only two lines to the conflict 

between the Hasidim. and the Haskalah and this is found only in bis notes. 34 

He does, however, indicate one of the important differences between the 

Haskalah in Galicia and Russia. In the latter, where the Kahal had become 

an instrument of government oppression 1 especially after 1827 when it be-

came responsible for the deli very of Jewish boys into the army, the Has-

kalah was much moi:e antagonistic to religious trad.i ti on, especially during 

its Yicldish phase. 35 Dubnow had glossed over this antagonism when treating 

the Jewish cantonists and the Kp,a,p.12,ers. He only mentio11s it in reference 

to the abolition of the Kah;ila. 36 

Mahler points out that the wealtby merchant who was the social found.a-

tion of the Haskalan movement is in its literature held up as a. model; for 

the Jew.. Although he admits that many of the MaskiHm. had to struggle for 
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their daily bread, he claims that their identification with their weal thy 

benefactors is patent in an analysis of the Haskalah program. Educat:tou, 

the main watchword, of the Haskalah was necessary for a merchant-trading 

class. •n1e Maskilim disdained the poor who they i4entified with either 

37 the ignorant or the lazy. 'l'hey were uot nationalists, btit rather re-

1igiously conservative.. Tuey were also politically conservative. They 

lcept aloof from the revolutionary struggle, allying themselves with the 

Austrian government in its period of reactionary absolution. 38 
'l'he 

struggle between the Haskalah and the Hasidim. was socio ... politlcal. It 

nti.rr.ored ·the antagonism between the rising Jewish upperclass, who looked 

upon the government as an aid in thei:r social elevation, and the masses 

who struggled to escape the burden of taxation, oppression, and the alien 

German culture. The Hasidic teachings complain against the oppressio11 of 

the Jews.. 'l'he Hasidim evaded the e'rcessi ve wedding taxes and the law 

co11cerning the examination of all perspect:i. '1e bxidal couples on a Haskalah 

cateschisni prepared by Hertz 'Homb>erg and evaded the government's prohi-

bi ti on of selling liquor in the villages. They evaded military service, 

and the civil courts, and succeeded in transferring money illegally to 

l.,a1estine. 39 

Sa.char places the awakening of secular interests among the Jews of 

Russia as an integral part of a larger Russian response to Western ideas. 40 

He sees the close t:i.e of the Haskalah to the middle class. In fact, his 

whole treatment (page 201) is really a paraphrase of Raphael Mahler" How-

ever the major part of his chapter is devoted to the intellectual conse-

quences rather than the social significances of the Haskalah$ 
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Mahler views the Hasidim. the masses struggling against oppressive 

absolutism9 as the liberals and the Maskilim, who are allied with the 

government, as the conservatives. This is the very opposite of Gae"l;z. 

Mahler is happy to bring evidence of Jewish resistance to the laws of the 

govermnent which for most non-revolutiona:cy-oriented historians would prove 

embarrassing. Dubnow and. Graetz see the Haskalah asprimarily the intru

sion of Western ideas into Eastern Europe. Baron sees it in the conte:d 

of a national revival versus intellectual assimilation. Sachar realizes 

the importance of Mahler's contribution, but seems to feel that the prob

lem of Jewish cultural creativity is more significant for his rea.dership. 

He devotes most of his attention to the problem of cultural creativity in 

Jewish forms versus assimilationist forms.. He claims that emancipation 

clearly could not have been effectively e;}~tended as an act of grace from 

above unless the Jewish conununi ty was prepared intellectually and em.o ... 

tionally for it. Yet tlle motive of reforming the Jews and giving them 

more rights was often urged from above for state reasons entirely inde

pendent of Jewish cultural enlightenment .. 

The attitude a historian takes to the phenomena of ant:i.··Semitisn1 will 

depend upon his conception of why men fight and hate in general and on the· 

kind of anti-Semitism that he experiences both in his own lifeti111e and in 

his historical materials. 'fhe word uanti-Semitism" is a vague term used 

to describe everything from social exclusion at a fraternity to the mass

murder of men, women, and children. Therefore, the historian cannot find 

a cause for anti-Semitism, he must find many causes (at least equal in 

number to the var:i.ous kinds of anti-Semitism) and show thei:r inter ... action. 

Graetz regards anti .. Semi tis111 as an irratio:nal quirk., A professor will 
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become a Jew-hater if an officer gives him a grudging salute .. 4i Voltaire 

~ated all Jews because one English Jew caused him to lose money and an

other l?russian Jew sued him. 
42 

Graetz does admit that frustrated national ... 

ism could be directed against the Jews, but even this he sees as unplanned 

and illogical,. 
43 

He never conceives of anti-Semitism as a problem of 

soc:i.ety itself. 

Dubnow sees the new anti-Semitism as part of the reactionary mo'\lement 

after 1870. It was not directed against Judaism, but against Jews.. In 

France racial anti-Semitism was imported from Germany, but was really more 
44 

national than racial. The Poles resented Yiddish, the Litvaks, and the 

a·ttempt to create a separate Jewish culture in l?oland., '!'his and election 

politics for the fourth Duma led to a major boycott of Jewish enterprises 

in an attempt to push the Jews out of the economy. 45 Defeated Hungary 

attacked the Jews for participation in the Communist Revolution., 46 Dubnow 

sees anti ... semi tism as a political problem between hostile peoples rather 

than individuals (Graetz) or classes (Mahler). He fails to differentiate 

adequately between anti-Semitism in l1rance where the Jews as a small 

assimilated minority are' only used as a wedge for a major attach directed 

against another segment of society, nnd Poland where the large Jewish 

population had a definite economic and cultural position which could be 

opposed for itself. 

Baron lists nume1;ous factors causing anti-Semitism. 'l'he dissatisfac-

tion of the masses was directed into anti-Jewish channels. In Russia this 

even led to pogroms, something which had not happened previously. The new 

anti-semitism concentrated on biological issues. Psychologically the very 

defenselessness of the Jews provoked hatred.. Religious prejudice was still 
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alive as the blood ritual charges in Eastern Europe showed. Jews were 

attacked because of their ec:onolnic concentration by radicals and for their 

radicalism. by conservatives, and for their internationalism by everybody., 

The fact was that the Jews had not succumbed to ethriic or eco1101nic absorp-

tion. 'Ihe increasing nationalism of the last decades whetted the resent-

ment of the majorities. The unification of Germany had resuscitated the 

antagonism of the national state toward the Jew. On the other hand, in the 

struggle of nationalities in Eastern Europe the Jew was a buffer and a 

scapegoat. 47 If the Jew had been attacked for his separateness in the 

past, he was now accused of dominating the nation of culture. Some anti

Semites want as far as to reject that Jewish heresy: Christianity. 48 

Baron shows his understanding of the multi ... f aceted aspects of anti-

Semitism and its causes a.s the long list above shows. But as it also 

showst he has made little attempt to deter1nine the relative importance 

of these factors and under which circumstances the different factors be .. 

come stronger or weaker. In other writings he has suggested a regular 

formula to explain the alternation of toleration and intoleration through 

the im1er evelution of the host countries. In addition to religious an-

tagonisms and economic rivalry, one must pay close attention to national-

ism as a major factor in changing Jewish destinies, especially in the' 

m¢dieval and early modern period. States with a nationally homogeneous 

population, sonner or later tur11ed against their Jewish "subjects" and 

sought to eliminate this ualien" i'ngredient., On the other hand, milli-

national states considered their Jews valuable to help maintain imperial 

uni·ty and gave them many privileges.49 
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If Baron presents us with dozens ot reasons, Mahler finds only one 

basic cause of anti-Semitism and that is socio-economic,. llle Jewish ques-

tion hi Poland was not solved because the fundamental social questions were 

not solved and because the status of the peasants was not changed.. The 

nobility despised the Jewst even though they needed them for their eco

nomic activities. SO 'l'he peasants' interests did not conflict violentely 

with those of the Jews. It was the economic rivalry of the Polish anct 

Jewish bour8eois that was dr.i ving force behind Polish anti-Semitism for 

51 
centuries.. Mahler does admit that after the 1867 revolt, anti-Semit:i.sm 

came to a standstill for several decades,. He also admits that the special 

. cha1:acter of Polish anti-Semitis111 was due to Jewish national and cultural 
52 separateness. 

Mahler also tries ·to ni.aintain that the peasants and the masses were 

not really anti-Semitic and that the Poles did not cooperate with the Ger

mans in the "final solution .. "53 The former is a result of his Ma:r:.dst 

attitude that the masses are the '°good guys .. " The latter is due to his 

Polish loyalties.. l:n the first version of th1.s essay written early in the 

War~ he thought that the COilltllon enemy would serve to unite. the "two nations 

on one soil." This re1nark was dropped from the revised edition,. 

"ln his latest essay on anti-Semitism (572.3)• Mahler rejects ·the 

socio-economic interpretation of anti-Semitism., 54 It is true that anti-

Semitism is caused by competition within a class and/or opposition from an 

exploited class, but these are conflicts which are continuous and do nott 

therefore. expl~in the rise and fall of anti-Semitism during different 

periods. Nor does it explain why, given the wealtness of the Jews, anti-
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Semitism is restricted at all.. further the anti-Semite does .not distin

guish between different classes of Jews, but hates all Jews,, 55 lhe 

answer is that the Jews are useful as political enemies. They are used 

as a diversion for economic and political unrest. 56 The Jews have been 

the prime scapegoats (and now are the traditional scapegoats) because they 

are different in religion~ customs, and economic function. The only 

solution to this problem would be world peace and progress. lnasniuch as 

this progress is dialectical, there will be conflagrations which will 

envelope the Jews$ 'lhe ingathedng of the exiles*is the real solution 

for the Jewish people. 

Sac.liar focuses on the indi vldual in his analysis of ·anti ""'Semi tism9 

but he, unlike Graetz. finds in the very irrationality of anti-Semitism 

its rational (psychological) explanation. While upperclass conservatives 

may have supported respectable anti-Send tism as a llleans of fighting the 

liberals, it was the frustrated and embittered lower-middle classes that 

the demogogues were able to n1obilize for the new nihilistic anti .. Semi tism. 57 

Sachar d:i.ff erentiates between men like Von Plehev, who used the Jews as pa1·t 

of their political policy, but personally had little against them, 58 and 

those like Drumont and Ahlwardt, who sublimated their own frustrations 

. . J b . t' 59 1n rae1st ew a1 ·111g. Sachar does not ignore the economic considera-

tions,. espec:i.ally in the Slavic countries. However, he regards the total 

nihilism of the Nazis as intelligible only in terms of abnormal psychology. 

Another theme which reappeared several times in Sachar' s book is the 

Jews' lack of a nbig brother" state to protect themo "The Jews were 

marked out for special treatment for they alone of all the minority peo-

ples had no influential intercessor in Europe to speak and, if necessary, 
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retaliate on their behalf .. 060 'Ihe reactionary aspects of European culture 

generally ignored by liberal assimilated Jews, are given extensive treat-

61 
ment. Not that they were such important causes of anti-Semitism, but 

in order to call to the attention of today's Jewisp intelligentsia that 
62 . : 

"Europe did n.ot t could not t wou.ld not, love them back." These themes 

are the historiograpbic and didactic outgrowth of Sa.char• s Zionist comrni t-

ment. 

The development of Jewish historiography is nowhere better illustrated 

than in the differing analyses of anti-Semitism,, Graetz. writing in a 

pre ... Marxian and pre-R11i:e:ud,;i.a-n1 intellectual clinate. can only see anti-

Semitism as a perversion of man's normal nationality. The elimination 

of ignorance and superstitious religions would be enough to solve the 

problem. l'he obvious cultural achievement of Ger.man Jews should convince 

any anti-Semite of his error.. Dubnow, although living after the initial 

impact of Marx and Freud, is influenced by his experiences among the com .. 

peting 11ation minod ties of Eastern :Bu:i:ope. He cannot derive anti ... Semi tism 

from the unique social and economic position of the Jews because he be-

lieves in the Diaspora. Dubnow rejects anti ... Semi tism as a permanent 

£actor of society. He believes it can be fought and overco111e,, 63 Mahler, 

who is also an Eastern European Jew. has, in his Marxist framework of class 

conflict, an explanation of anti-Semitism,, Yet even he lately seems to 

feel that mere economic competition is not sufficient to explain Germany's 

total war against the Jews.
64 

While for Mahler, Nazism was the reaction of 

decadent capitalism to rising Socialism, Sachar sees it as a violent revo-

lution against law, order, and conventional morality. It was not the 

system, but the collapse of the system that loosed the f l.ood. Mahler 

I ,, 



dl.sregards the capitalist crisis in America during which relatively little 

anti-Se1n.itism occurred. Sachar disregards the German industrialists'' 

preference for the radical right due to their violent anti-Comtnun.i.st pro-

gram. But the "Pinal Solution" itself is intelligi bl.e only in terms of 

psycoa.nalysis.. Mahler sees the importance of "diverting the people's 

unrest" but lacks the o:>nceptual.ization of how this takes place. A much 

closer study of the men who joined the Nazi party is needed for the details 

but the main trend of Sachar•s argument rings true., It was the obsession 

for domination, the total involvement of the Nazis with the Jews, and 

the intoxication of racism that drove them to destroy and be destroyed. 65 
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Chapter IV - Conclusions and Suggestions 

Each of our historians has cri tic:ized his predecessors for igno.r.ing 

non-Jewish factors be they cultural, sociological or econom..lc. Jewish 

history~ intertwined as it is in Gentile history, must take all these 

f actor.s into account.., Sachar goes the furtherest when he says that 

modern Jewish civilization is due almost entirely to the non-Jewish factors. 1 

This~ at first, may seem strange for Sachar is a Zionist, and nationalists 

usually do not like to admit that there have been foreign influences in 

their history. But Sachar, living in the United States, experie11ces a 

Jewish society built almost completely in non•mJewish forms$ If he 

stresses the non-Jewish factors more than an .East European historian, it 

is because American Jewry is more umodernu in form than Bast European· 

Jewry wass \'11hile Elbogen lists six yishevot in his index the only 

Yeshiva listed by Sachar is Yeshiva University. Even language~ the basic 

form for most nationalists; is not stressed., In fact, Sachar himself 

knew nei the:r. Hebrew nor Yiddish when he wrote his book. Yet, he is 'aware 

of a strong A111edcan Jewish identification expJ;essed through ''Jewishness. u 

Thus, his nationalism is very different from that of Dul.mow or Mahler 

which was the result of Jewish experience in Eastern Europe. 

While the impact of Gentile culture and soc:i.ety is important for 

Jewish history, the :biographies of non ... Jews are not. They acted out of the 

structure of their society and thereby do not deserve a place in Jewish 

history unless it be as an example of the societies pressures.. Sachar 

goes too far when in addition to r.elat:l.ng Stolypin's rise to power, he 

informs us that he 'was a genial and charming person, handsome, superficially 
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' f 2 friendly, a devoted husband and ather. 0 

Por Mena.chem Ussischldn, Sachar has hardly a word; It is doubtful 

that Sachar thinks that anti-Semites are of more concern for Jewish his-

toty than Jewish national leaders., Perhaps the real explanation is his 

desire to show that for political reasons anybody can be an anti-Semite • 

Also he tends to ignore internal Jewish conflicts. Ussischkin led the 

opposition to Weizmann at the twentieth Zionist Congress and also led 

the Zione Zion duri1ig the Uganda fight. Sachar' s partisan presentation 

of Zionisn1 is clearly indicated by his omission of Jabotensky and the 

Jewish Legion. 'l'he altelena a.ff air is also ignored. Lest one think that 

these omissions are due to the limitation of space. it should be noted 

that Bernhard Berenson (an apostate) is not only listed bu·t receives 

more space than Ussiscbltin, Abba Hillel Silver and Judah Magnus combined. 

This is not due to an odd concept that the alienated Jewish intellectual 

is moi:e important for Jewish history than the committedr and active Jew· 

but to S<l,char' s long contact with -the Jews on the University campus and 

his desire to show them that they could and should create Jewishly. In 

addition, Sachar was forced to use secondary sources in Western languages 

and so includes 1nuch information irrelevant (that Meseherski a Slavopbile 

editor was the ·rsars confident) in a study of Jewish history. While the 

cou: se of Jewish history cannot be um er stood ~art from its Gentile en-

vironment, it must be stressed that it is not the enviro1llJlent itself but 

the details of the Jews reaction to the environment, that makes up Jewish 

history. The frequent ontlssion of the principal is one of the most serious 

faults in Sachar's history. 
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Definition of the subject is not the only problem which arises from 

Jewish inter-involvement. 'lbe position of the Jews must be related to 

that of the Gentile population. Since the Jews are not distributed pro-

portionately among the various classes in society, the historian must 

always make clear to whom he compares the Jews. Any comparison to the 

ruling classes would be unfavorable& Any con1parison to the peasants 

would be favorable. '!he historian tltust not complain of Jewish lack of 

rights and ignore the fact that other groups also laclt rights. To do 

so leaves the reader with the impression that everybody had what oi1l.y 

the Jews lacked. In writing of Jewish emancipation in England, the 

historian must mention Catholic and non-conformist disabilities and the 

restriction on voting due to use of property qualification. The his-

todan must always present Jewish disa.biliti.es in relation to all seg-

ments of the population or. the reader will be misled to believe things 

were worse than they really were. 

The democratic election offers us vast new possibilities. While much 

has been written about confH.cts in parliaments 9 newspapers and pamphlets 

little has been done to analyze elections which are really vast public 

opinion polls. Through the study of issues 9 candidates and local voting 

patterns, we could discover a great deal of information about Gentile at-

tidues to Jews. 

The initiative antendment to tlle Swiss constitution which prohibited 

Shehita was carried 191,527 to 12.7 0 701 .. 3 A study of who voted for and 

who voted against this issue would tell us of the varying class, religions 

and national attitudes of swiss citizens to the Jews. 

The fact that Jews live in a culture means that the external influences 

are much greater than the influellces .of one culture on another$ Jewish 
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hisw ry is more often subjected to outside influences than the history of 

geographically contained cultures. This does not n1ean, however. that 

Jewish history is only a series of successive soci~ties. 111.ere ate 

several factors which unite all Jewish history .. 

Pro111 the earliest period. of Jewish history, there was a consciousness 

of a difference between "lstaeit• and the "nations." The Jew in the 

twelfth century nhineland m.ay have had more in conuuon with his Gentile' 

neighbors than w.ith a Jew in Muslim Spain but since he never 111et the 

Spanish Jew he saw only the difference between Jews and Gentilesin the 

Rhineland. Thus he felt that all Jews were unified and differentiated 

from all Gentiles. Even the literature which did circulate was interpreted 

by the reader in terms of his own culture. The Guide was a source of con-

flict in the thirteenth centu:ry but by the sixteenth century Isserle s 'could 

write a commentary on it not because he was closer to Islamic culture than 

Feudal Christiran culture but because he was too far removed to see the 

confl'ict.. Tue literature then. although of diverse origins and repre-

seuting different societies~ becomes an unifying factor as it was inter-

preted. 111e slow rate of change and the poor communications characteristic 

of the pte-m.odern period made it easy to see the past as only slightly 

different fro111 the present. Ba.by.tonian epics, Hellenistic legal codes, 

and Islamic philosophical worlc:s were all studied in Ba.stern Europe. What-· 

ever conflict there was when the :new forms penetrated the old, disappeared 

when all the previous f or111s were assimilated in ·the next cultural state. 

Por the historian this interaction is not a foreign influence but the 

unique aspect of Jewish history$ 

The problems facing every historian seeking to conceptualize history 
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are even more complicated for the ,Jewish historian. Not only must he · 
1 

select and organize his data, and then explain them, but he must first 

decide who ar.e the Jews and what is Jewish. The normal categories of 

land, language, or government used to define the subject of a historical 

study are not sufficient for Jewish history. Judaism cannot be used as 

the criteri<.Tr because it iself is the product of the Jewish historical 

experience. One feels that Graetz has erred in treating Borne so ex~ 

tensively in a "History of the Jews,.•• Borne was no longer a Jew nor did 

he make a contribution to Judaism or the development of Jewish history. 

The constant involvement of Jewish history and Gentile history forces 

the Jewish historian to evaluate every marginal figure and some that are 

not even marginal. The usual deci.sion is to include him, esp~cially if 

he is famo~s or admired or colorfu.t. 'this can reach absut'd limits .. 

Lowenthal, in a boolt directed against Ger:m.an racism, wli. tes that Baron 

Richthofen °when he fell bled Jewish blood from his veins .. "
4 

Yet, Jewish history cannot be limited to those wbo live and act only 

withit1 the Jewish community. Often a man influences Jewish history due 

to his influence in Gentile history (Trotsky). Often a man influences 

Gentile history 'ue to his influence by Jewish history (Preud). Often a 

man contributes to mankind's heritage and it is impossible to determine if 

his Jewish heritage had anything to do with it or not (Disraeli). 

This probl.em is related to another one; the modern Jewish actiw:i..,s:ts 

rejection of a passive part. Hazaz has one of his characters say "You've 

already heard that l 8m opposed to Jewish history ••• l want to explain 

·why • ... First, I will begin with the fact that we have no history at all. 

I i 
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That's a fact ••• Because we didn't make our own history, the goyim made it 

for us ••• they made our history for us to suit themselves 9 and we took it 

from them as it came. But itis not ours, it's not ours at all! Because : . 

we didn't make it, we would have made it differently ..... we have no his-

5 tory of our own. 11 

To what extent is this true'? Has the Jewish people ''at all times 

and in all countries, always and everywhere, been the subject, the cre-
6 . 

ator of i.ts own history.•• in the same way that the Chinese in their 

geographic isolation have been? Tue foreign relation of two sovereign 

states with different la11guages and forms of society are not the same as 

the relations of a small mi1tori ty 1i ving in close proximity and subject 

to a majority. Yet, just because the Jews were so exposed to cul.tui:al 

configurations of varying types we cannot ignore the selectivity of the 

Jewish society.. Historians have paid too much attention to what was 

borrowed or adopted and not enough to what was rejected. What did not 

happen may be as significant as what ,ill,d happen. 

However the historian 111ay choose to interpret his information. 9 he 

must find some system to present it. Graetz chose time. Within the 

time span of each chapte~ be included all kinds of events from every 

place.. Dubnow related his material to a geographical center with discourses 

for the periphery. Baron abandoned both Hme and space to concentrate on 

subject matter. Mahler emphasizes world progress measured in time but 

modified by area according to its stage of development. Sachar also 

basically structures his hi.story in time, but divided spacially and with 

the addition of culture sections in given space-time structures. 

Periodization is necessary in history not only for organization but 
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for conceptualization. Graetz starts the modern period with Mendelssohn 

for this marks the cultural awakening which for Graetz characterizes 

this period. Dubnow, Mahler and Sachar. begin with the transformation 

wrought by the French revolution in political and ci vie organi:&ation 

which for them led to emancipation for the Jews. Baron draws from the 

sixteenth century onward for. the social movement that wi.tl modernize 

the Jews. Pubnow objected to Baron that we must consider the ma.Jori ty 

... of the people., In this he is wrong. Even a small group:JS. st£U part of 

Jewry and if its history must he consider separately to be intelligible 

that fact is \lery important for Jewish historiography. 'l'he transformation 

of Jewish society in seventeenth century Italy did not affect the Jews in 

Russia just as the transf orma.tion of nineteenth century Jewish society 

in Russia did not affect the Jm'ls in the Middle East. J.imancipation starts 

in the Western hemisphere in 1740 when England naturalized Jews in ·the 

colonies. For the Jews of Yemen emancipation came in 1949 when they moved 

to Israel. 'l'o ignore the edges for the sake of unity is to disfigure 

Jewish history. '!he adjustment to modern Israel of Jews from Arab lands 

-· is part of a series of adjustments to new forms of technology. and social" .. 

political organization that marks modern Jewish history. 

We may expect future historians to modify the present preoccupation 

with European Jewish history as interest and information about Sephardic 

Jewry grows.. The careful differentiation of Jewish comm.unities 9 according 

to the environlllent will also be niore in evidence, as historians can now 

travel and see the different forms of co1nmm1ity life.. Psychological in-

terpretation of Jewish activity should grow since Gentile comparisons 

are so readi.ly available.. If Jews are the mo::>t historical of all people 



71. 

then Jewish historiography should be the most philosophical of all social 

studies. They are and it is. 
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ul?eriodization in the History Of the Jewish l?eople 

in Recent Generations" 

by 

Raphael Mahler 

During the dramatic period of human history in recent generations 

J (the last hundred and fifty years) in whicll occurred earth shaking revolu

tions in the fields of economics, technology, social and political rela-

tions, and existl.ng cultural patterns~ the history of the Jewish people 

stands out in its unique development. On one hand, Jewish history is 

fully interwoven with the history of mankind to the point that it could 

be justly compared to a barometer, for by their conditions in any pedod, 

we can definitely determine the direction, not only of the development· of 

ma:nlcind, but also of each state. In spite of th:i.s, there is not any 

people similar to the Jewish people in the uniqueness of its national 

history, its special econom.i.c and cultural development, and its severe· 

struggle for biological and national existence. lt is not necessary to 

bting rational or historical proof for this while the most tragic e:xample 

of its terrible fate during World War Two is still fresh in our men10ries. 

But on the other hand, one can point to a fact that is incomparable in the 

history of other 1tations, namely, the restoration of its political inde-

pendence two thousand years after it was expelled from its land. Indeedt 



these two trends in Jewish history seemingly contradictory, are only two 

sides of the sa111e phenomenon and this is the detachment of the Jewish 

people from. the soil. This' "detacl1111ent" is the foundation of the people's 

special economic function in all,the lands of its dispersion and is the 

foundation of its special social structure and the uniqueness of its cul .. 

tural condition. This same 11detachment" is also the reason for its un-

u"ual political weakness which makes it depe11dent in.ore than any other 

people on the situation of the world's nations and the direction of their 

development. 

Because of this "detachment" the Jewish people 8 s historical develop

ment in every period can only be explained in relation to paraUel develop .. 

ments in each period of unlversal history. Every period of human progress 

results in improvements for the Jewish people while every reaction in the 

life of other nations brings double calamity. and suffering on a people 

lacking po.1i ti cal power. The great i11equality in the social, political 

cultural. and economic development of different Jewish commuitlties is a 

dire~t by-product of the inequality in the development of mankind, especi~ 

ally dudn,g the pedod of capitalism. Just as this same unequal general 

development cannot obscure the main trend of world capi talislll'l in1 ~ve:ry 

period, so also in periodizing mode:m Jewish history we must view first 

of all t the general trends of development of this universally c.Hspersed 

people including all the visible deviations in the various Jewish communities. 

The fundamental law in the development of society is progress and 

11ever has progress advanced in all areas of human life with such giant 

steps as in recent generations. The outstanding developn~nt in economics 

and the great advance of civilization and culture can be measured only by 
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measuring the distance between feudalism• which still enchained mankind on 

the eve of. the French Revolution,aneJ\,:t.he: Socialism that toda.y ·rules m.ore 

thaJ.1 one-third of mankind. Through unceasing class warfare. through :re-

peated bloody revolutions, and through destructive warfare, mankind, ele-

vated during these saine turbulent generations. reached this stage • 

. ,-::-: Simultaneously with the development of capitalism, a cha:Q.ge occurred 

in the economic and social foundation of the Jewish people. A natio11 of 

middle111en, a nation of usurers and peddlers in Western Europe, of tenants, 

tavern-owners. shopkeepers, and artisans in Eastern Europe was signif i~ 

cantly transformed into a nation with a.capitalistic economic and class 

) structure. Commerce and industry became the basic branches of Jewish 
I ', 

economy and in the liberal professions the Jews occupied a disproportion-

ate position. In place of dispersal into small communities in distant 

villages, there was during capitalism a continually increasing concentra-

tion in the majoJ: cities, especially in Western Europe 9 and in the new 

center, the biggest of the Jewish cominunities in the world, in America. 

The Socialist Revo.tution marks, first of all, a higher stage also in 

the economic development of the Jewish people.. Shopkeepers, peddlers, 

tailors, shoernakers of the past penetrated in the Soviet Un.ion into fac-

tories in all branches of industry. The Jewish population• the over-

whelming majority of which was for generations middle class. was 'trans-

formed completely into a laboring class, a class of factory and office 

workers .. 

Not less prominent is the development of its legal and political con-

dition in modern times& During feudalism., the Jewish people, except for 

the uppe:i:.· classes of the very rich• were restricted in their freedom of 
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settlement and entrance into all economic activities. They were bent 

und.er the heavy burden of special taxes and additionally they stood ot'lt ... 

side of the political life of the· land in which they dwelled. With the 

victory of the bourgeois regime arrived the era of Jewish emancipation, 

the equality of Jews with the rest of the citizens of the land before 

the law. As the bourgeois re\folu'tion advanced, so too Jt'?Wis.h emancipation 

spread out and included n10re and· more states and area. In the footsteps 

of the bourgeois revolution which brought legal liberty to the Jewish 

coD1t111..mi ty of America, came the French Revolution and the Napoleonic· era 

which presented civil rights to the Jews of Western Europe. The Re\folu

tion of 1848 decl.ared emancipation for Jews in central Europe. With tl1e 

stabilization of the bourgeois legal state at the beginning of the last 

third of the nineteenth century. emancipation of Jews was completed in 

all of Europe except for the absolute regime of Tsarist Russia and for 

Rumania, which was subjugated to the regime of the Boya.rs.. The Socialist 

Revolution of .l 917, besides 'bringing for the fir st time ci vi! equality 

to the largest Jewish community in Europe• ;ilso formed the first experience 

in history for real equality of Jews.. The, difference between emancipation 

of Jews in a socialists reginie and their emancipation in bourgeois states 

is as big as the diffe.rence between social equality in Socialism and the 

legal civil equality in a society based on a class regime. 

In the same measure as the general progress, surely we can measure 

the cultural advance of the Jewish people in recent centuries. Outing the 

decline of feudalism. the culture of the Jewish people 1 more than that of 

other nations. was frozen in ancient· tradition and sunk in religious 

lethargy and above all, separated by a Chinese wall from the surrounding 
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world. But in the period of modern capitalism the gates of general human 

culture and education were opened.. The fam.isl'e d• who had suffered cen ... 

turies from rightlessness and cultural isolation, jumped enthusiastically 

into occupations of technology, science. a.rt and literature, and their 

names are among the roost distinguished pioneers of general human culture. 

In this generation Jewish national culture started to flower in various 

ways: Jewish scholarship, literature, the Hebrew and Yid.Q.ish press, the 

plastic arts, and music. '1.'he victory .of the Socia.list revolution revealed 

new horizons also for Jewish culture. Jewish culture in Socialistic lands 

ceased to be a ntonopoly of the,:upper :classes and beca111e a possession of 

the masses. Jewish literature and science reached new height.s to the 

same e,(tent that the socialist seminal idea was profound and the new view-

point broad., 

ln spite of this, a powerful curse was trailing behind the Jewish 

peoplet i.e., its unit1jue national existence, the outcome of its 11d.etach-

ment 0 from the land. This abnorma.li ty was a dark shadow acconu:>anying the 

progress of the people in all areas of life. not only as an obstacle in 

its striving for equality with landed nations, but it restricted and 

damaged then1 in all their achievements and finally caused the very exist-

ence of an uprooted people to become mortally dangerous. ':I 
I 

The economic development of the Jewish people in· capitalism came to a 

dead end because of its unique means of production. Because of its aliena-

tion from the basic branches of production, especially from agriculture, 

the Jewish people in all capitalistic countries reflects an inverted 

pyramid of economic structure. Co11111lerce, or commerce and industry, serve 

as a base., An unusual amount of free artisans rest upon this, and a few 
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farmers are on the top. Jewish industry is restricted to a few btanches 

of consumer industry alone, princ:i.pally clothing and food,, In Eastern 

Europe, the Il41.jor center of Jewish population, Jewish industry was dis-

tributed in such small units that its plant was hardly different from the 

workshop of artisans. nven the new center of Jew.ish mass immigra:Uon .in 
America where the rapid progress of industrialization first occurred and 

resulted in concentratiµ.g immigrants in large factories, Jewish industry 

didn't break out of the narrow framework of the traditional branches and 

the Jewish people remained essentially a nation of "sissors and irons.It 

Also, this process of industrialization was halted by the cessation of 
/ 

mass immigration. Fro111 then on, the reverse process of permanent deproli

tarization became stronger with a flowing into corrunerce, liberal p1·0-

fessions~ and clerical work. '111is situation was worst in the new centers 

of iinmigration in the twentieth century in Central and South America, 

South Africa, and Australia.. '111e working class there is almost non ... 

existent. , ! 

The abnormality of the social structure of the people is bound to the 

inverted pyramid, whose outstanding sign is the overwhelming majority of 

the middle class. In the Americas and in Western Europe and the utl.ddle 

and lower ... middle class in Eastern Burope,. Parallel. to this is the weakness· 

of the Jewish working class chained in the narrow and stifling limits of 

special branches of production. This narrow lintit which chains the pro-

ducti ve f or.ces of the Jewish people is also the reason for the unusual. 

poverty of the Jewish population in the lnads of underdeveloped capitalism 

in Eastern Europe. More than this the concentration of Jews in commerce 

and consumer industries in all the capitalistic lands and especially in 
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middle and Eastern Europe causes growing sharp competition from the native 

middle class and lower middle class. Especially among: shop•keepers and 

artisans who are gradually impoverished by the concentration of capital. 

This competition is evident not only in the field of economics through 

the elimination of Jewish shop•keepers and artisans and their severe im-

pove:rishment, but also serves as a social-economic foundation similar to 

the competition in liberal professions and trades for the anti-Jewish 

propaganda of ev.ery politica1 reaction which exists in a capitalistic 

society. lt appears in the end as an organized anti-Se1nitic movement. 

The special econoutlc structure of a 11detached1
' people has left unique ,, characteristics also on the Jews in socialist countries. With all the 

seriot1s consequences of efforts by Socialist regiile s to integrate the 

Jews in all branches of production the Jewish population ~tself does not 

reveal a tendency to exploit the new possibilities of mass ~eturn t.0<the 

land and thus its proportionate sh~re of office work and professions is 

higher tban the rest of the population., 

The abnormal life conditions of this dispersed people is an evident de-

feet also in Jewish cultural development in recent generations. The 

unique national culture was preserved by the people as a precious jewel 

and enriched from generation to generation in every period of the long 

exile. The first crisis already came upon them at the beginning of cap-

italism. With the other nations the bourgeois revolution served to revive 

the national culture which w~s borne by the new ruling classes. Not so 

with the new Jewish bourgeois in Western and Central Europe. At the 

first taste of the new regime of civil emancipation. they didn't desist 

from any effort in order to buy consideration and respect from the native 
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bourgeois by denying the principle of their existence as Je1:1s, nationality 

and by the anouncement that the Jews are only a religious [J:?U~. Through 

this the Jewish bourgeois noisily strove to uproot t,be traditional Jewish 

ctll ture and first of a.1.t the Yiddish language from the midst of the Jewish 

people in order to activate and further the process of cultural and lin .. 

guistic simi!ation. '.Ihus the breach was deep and bitter between the con-

tinually ass:i.mU.ated Jews of Western .Europe and the Jews of Eastern Europe 

who were the backbone of the people .. This same process of assimilation:in 

areas of developed capitalism in time also sucked into its whidpool the 

new large center of the Jewish people in Atn.erica. 'Ib.e greatest masses of 

the Jewish people who were concentrated in the underdeveloped lands of 

"""·- capitalism in Eastern Burope.,we·.te:, guardians· of the national and linguistic 

tradition, and the builders of a new Jewish culture. Even here the leaders 

of the bourgeois class did not stop from preaching assimila:tion in the 

fashion of Western :Europe. But even the glorious Renaissance of the 

Jewish folk culture in nastern Europe was expressed only in the field of 

belle-lettres in Hebrew and Yiddish., A people which is not concentrated 

on U:s lands had no possibility to include in its national culture all the -
creative cultural vocations. Not only is it lacking a political life of. 

its own, but also tech.nology, l.and and sea comnn.mication, physical science. 

medicine, modern jurisprudence, and the other humanities do not enter its 

domain and mostly aren't even reflected in its language. This hollow de-

fective nature of Jewish culture under the conditions of "detachment" is 

very evident in the same way as is the danger. of assimilation, especially 

in the days of the flowering of capitalism. 

This abnormality appears in its sharpest form in lands that have a1rea4y 
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entered the stage of Socialism. In spite of modern Jewish schools and 

cultural institutions that were established by the state itself, a phe-

nomenon unique in history, the Jewish Socialist culture which flowered 

did not last.. Already during the period before the disaster, assimilation 

had spread among the Jews of Soviet Russia with a rapidity unknown in 

Jewish history. With the destruction of the Jews in Eastern Europe, 

among them the majority of the Jews of Soviet Russia, the flowing spring 

Jewish cultural creativity in the dispersion of the exile was sealed. '!be 

existence of the Jewish nation as a special national gm up had reached a 

crisis point in the Diaspora. Even more ·than this the political <level-

opment of Capital.ism especially in its second stage. the stage of decay 

and encounter with increasingly powerful Socialism, indicates to the 

Jewish peopie clearly the 'bloody lesson that under conditions of exile 

not only its.national existence but even its physical existence is in 

mortal danger. 

In recent generations. as in all history of class society, the pro-

gress of m.-inkind isn't a straight ascending line, but is comparable in 

the classic expression of Karl Marx, to a spiral. 'rhe curves of retreat 

in it are the outcome of the temporary success of the forces of social 

ai1d political reactioir1. in society. 'rhe rapid progress of mankind in 

moder11 times is also compounded by a incomparably severe class struggle ... 

Just as the last 150 years of economic development was dynamic so too the 

frequent revolutions were dynamic, one more radical than the next, and 

opposed to this, the recurring counter-revolutions by which reaction 

tr.ies in vain to stop the march of mankind forward with waves of blood and 

terror. The usual scapegoat of the reaction as a social and political 
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diversion is well known: it is the Jewish people. Dispersed in the world 

for two thousand year.s, because of its political weakness and its social-

economic structural uniqueness, ~nd outcome of its dispersion the Jewish 

people was selected as a sacrifice f o:r: any reaction. Not without reason 

was a book of Jewish history during the exile called '!be Book of Tears. 

However, in recent generations the time of respite from suffering grows 

shorte1· and the sufferings increase until they reach the most terrible 

tragedy in all history. 

.Even at the apex of capitalism the process of emancipat:i,on of the 

Jewish comm.unity was interrupted time and again by the curtailment of 

their rights and by anti-Semi tic movements parallel to the counter-

tevolutiona:r:y periods. 'Ille reactionary period of Metternich against the 

French revolut:i.on 9 the counter revolution that killed the Rewlution of 

1848 0 and the political reactions of Imperialism. a stage of decline in 

capi talis111. that began with the cruel suppression of the Paris commune 

were also the hour of the birth and spread of 111oclern anti-Semitism..,, It 

was also the time of the oppressive decrees and rio·ts against the Jews 

in Tsarist Russiap the fortress of European reaction. 'Ihe height of 

these pogromm.es was the wave of bloody pogrommes which overwhelmec\ the 

Russian Jews during a period of cruel ter:ror against the Revolution of 

1905. 

\'ii th the victo1:y of the socialist Revolution in Russia (1917) a new 

wave of reaction ,u:ose in the Capi ta.listic world which reached its climax 

in the years of Fac:ist and Nazi power in Eur.ope. 'lbis was not a. reaction 

of camp against camp in the body of the property classes& as in the days 

of the fight of feudalism and absolutism against the industrial bourgeois. 
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This was a reaction of a united middle class in the declini11g world of 

private property against Socialism that had come to power. No wonder, 

therefore, that the turbulent united reactionary forces. the most terrible 

in history, which tur.ned against the fortress of man's social advance-

ment, overwhelmed in bloody terror the workers and brought disaster on 

the Jewish people such as hasn • t been written in the history of suffering 

until this time.. The story of the suffering of the people parallels ill 

a.11 its steps the stages of tlle most decadent of .reactions. n1e counter 

revolutionary e~perience of the White Guard in the Ukraine was stained 

by the blood of Jewish victims whose number was not in the hundreds, as 

in Tsarist times, but in the tens of thousands. 1'he transition to Nazi 

rule in Germany, the mercenaries of world capitalism's preparation for 

war against Soviet Russia, cast the Jews of Germany mdneighboring Pas-

cist lands into an abyss of suffering and mortal danger. After the in-

vasion of the Nazis into most European states in World War II, the most 

terrible hou;r of the tragic exile of the Jewish people arrived: the 

murder in various ways of the 1najori ty of Europeai1 Jews. This 11solution•1 

of the "Je.·dsh questionu was arranged by the me:i:cenaries of Fascism, the 

child of declining capitalism, which in its growing period, had been 

overflowing with sloga11s of "the eternal rights of man" and of Jewish 

emancipation and, the necessity of their assimilation. And this is only 

the beginning of its decay. 

Hpwever, the law of progress, the iron law of all human development, 

neither exempts nor skips any nation in the world, including the Jewish 

people, in spite of its terrible experiences. History co1nn~nds a bless-

ing also for the Jewish people, a blessing by the author of Psalms: 

... 
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"eternal life" there "on the mountains of Zion" "brethren dwel.li11g to-

gether in unity." Especially in recent turbule11t and fateful genera-

tions, we and all the world are witnesses to this great undertaki11g of 

--- the Jewish people which is in·comparable in the history of mankind. 

This giant effort of a people to resolve the strange contradiction in 

its Hving conditions between the economic and cultural means of produc-

·ti on which raged f orwa.rd and between the rootless conditions of produc ... 

tion. Even more contradictory is the contradiction between the strong 

human and national sense of self-preservation and the permanent danger 

to its very national and physical life. 'lhe resolution of this tremen-

dous contradiction has only one solution: the elimination of the curse 

of "detachment" which is its base and therefore the marvelous effort of 

the people to return to its historical territory, its motherland. 

Every period in recent generations is also a new stage in the deepening 

national consciousness of the Jewish people and a new achieven1ent in 

its efforts to revive its past in the land of its fathers. 

In every generation in its long exile, the yearning for Zion and 

the desire for .redemption in its land fi !led the people's hearts and the 

ideal of the return to Zion was the light motif of its cultural ere-

ativity and the perpetual goal of all spiritual and social trends. How-

ever, in the economic, social, political. and cultural situation of 

Feudalism, it was impossible that this historical striving be realized 

as a concrete national goal. All the necessary conditions to materialize 

it were lacking both in the world and in the people. Just as fer all 

mankind so too for a people itself a general rule is •ta society doesn't 
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n1ake a goal in any period which can ~t be realizedtt Marx. Only with the 

develop1nent of modern capitalism occurred the changes in economics, 

society, politics, and world cultm:e which paved the way for the realistic 

proposal of building the land of Israel by the Jewish people. Just, one 

direct outcome of the development of means of production by capitalism, 

namely, transportation by railroad and steamship, played an .:f.mportant 

role in the great immigration to Israel. Following the progress of 

capitalism, economic and social development was aroused also among the 

Jews, a process of rising cultural, social and political organization of 

the po!Julation which was a prerequisite to the appearance of an organized 

movement for the national li berat.i.on, i ,e .. , modern Zionism .. 

During the dawn of modern capitalism in the period of the French and 
\ 

American Re\IOlutions and during the Napoleonic Wars, realistic political 

programs appeared concerning the revival of the Jews in their own land., 

In these programs the French and English statesmen-authors involved their 

own states interests in the Middle Bast. These programs were enthusi-

astically received by the heads of the Jewish connnuni ties in An-erica and 

a few farsighted intellectuals in Western Europe where the \1.ictory of 

the Revolution in their lands strengthened in their hearts national pride 

and the desire for national liberation of their people. The programs of 

return to Zion appear more often in the first half of the nineteenth 

century both in Jewish periodicals and in Jewish articles in the general 

political literature in America and Western Europe. Also Jewish agencies 

were organized to reform the economy of the old settlement in Israel 

(Moses Montefiore). The period of the flourishing of liberal capitalism 

following 1848 aroused in the footsteps of the beginning of economic and 

I 
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political expansion of the Western powers into the Middle .East, a politi-

cal movement into Western Europe, especially in England, for settlement 

of Palestine by Jews. Unier the influence of the nationalist movement 

in Europe, national consciousness was aroused also among Jewish intel-

lectuals in Western Europe (Moses Hess) and by the first apostles of the 

u1overs of Zionu movement .. 

All these phenom.ena are only the first 11budsu of an awakened people, 

the echoes of a message for a movement of nat:i.onal liberat.i.on to come., 

In the same period of capitalistic development there sti 11 were many 

powerful factors delaying the progress of national consciousness of the 

Jewish people and undermining the realization of the historic goal to 

return to Zi0n. The unequal development of world capita.tism is the basis 

of the phenomenon that Palestinet as part of the ottoman Elllpire, which 

was immersed in decadent feudalism, was closed to imntlgration and settle-

ment of the wastelands. Immigration was still illegal at the beginning 

of the twentieth century. This unequal capitalistic development is also 

the reason for a backward, se11ti-feuclalistic:: Europe and the Jewish popu-

lation in this main center of the diaspora d:i.d not quickly awaken from its 

- Medieval religious lethargy to its national and social consciousness. On 

the other hand, the enlightened dich1 't see that the ''detachme11t" was the 

root of the abnormality in the people• s 1i ves. On the contrary, they 

made special efforts to convince their people that the sooner they adjusted 

to the diaspora, the better would be their chances to improve their con-

dition. Most of the Jewish bourgeois in Western Europe erred in the 

illusion that, by cutting every connection with the historic homeland of 

the people and denying their national character, and by assintllati.. ng into 

------- ----~-------·-J 
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the midst of the ruling bourgeois, they would find the definite answer to 

the question of existence,. The haskalah movement of the new bourgeois and 

the Jewish intelligentsia in Eastern Europe didn't go so far as to preach 

clear assimilation, but even they appeared with a program. of intellectual, 

social 9 and political adjustmeut to the native population and ignored any 

connec'tion between the Jewish people and the land of Israel. 

During the stage of Imperialism., when the Jewish middle and lower 

classes werE! pushed out of their position in the eoonouty and when the 

modern anti-Semitic movement spread out. and, after the oppressive laws 

,c and pqgro11DD1es against Russian Jews, the modern Zionist movement was 

aroused and increased its power as a uational mass movement. However, 

the difficult economic and political conditions for an active resettle-

m.ent in the land of Israel caused the major immigration to flow to the 

United Statest a nation of flourishing capitalism and great absorbtive 

power• lmnligrat.ion to Israel, which grew especially after the suppression 

of the Revolution of 1905 in Russia. established in the moterhland of the 

people a normal population rooted in the soil. The quantity of the popu-

lation however was only a foundation for the masses to come.. Inunigra-

tion and settlement in this period is stamped in the character of early 

pioneers who wemie a historical necessity because of the situation in the 

land and also because of the social-economic developn1ent of the people 

in the per:i.od of the ,S!l:,luj:_.. A large settlement was beyond the realm of 

possibility as long as conditions were not made suitable by pioneering 

labor, transforming the desolation into an inhabitable area .. And so the 

people detached from the land and basic productivity for several genera• 

tions, were not ready, in spite of their deepening national consciousness, 

I 
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and their desire for their motherland to abandon the occupations they were 

accustomed to and to enter new pioneering occupations. as long as they 

weren't forced by the pressure, an increasingly strong pressue, from the 

structure in the aa.lu,t.. The pioneers, the men of the second a,1,~t were 

drawn mostly fron1 the pionee:t:i.ng stream of ·the Jewish working class which, 

in opposition to ·the majority party of this class, connected the libera

tion of the people in its llomelamt with its program of Socialist class 

warfare. 

With the Socialist Revolution in 1917, which opened a new era in world 

history, a new period in the history of Jewish national liberation began .. 

The previous sti1ge in the growth of modern capi tali.sm was characterized 

in Jewish history by the process of civil emancipation, which was inter

rupted by periods of reaction during vilhich the achi vements of emancipation 

were weakened or eliminated~ The seco11.d stage 9 a resu 1 t of the decay of 

the capitalistic world, was the period of the greatest destruction and 

of, the severest crisis of existence in Jewish history.. It was also the 

period of auto-emancipation of the people when "the sons returned to their 

land." In this generat:i.on of the progress of Socialism in the world the 

land of their fa the rs was transformed. It was revived thanks to the pio

n<~ering powex of selected sons and daughters, enthused by the idea of 

national. socialistic liberty. It became the great refuge of the wander

ers and a spiritual center for the D:j;aspo:r.a; '!he ten:ible experiences 

that the people went through during the confrontation of the old and the 

new order, served as stages :i.n its growing immigration to the land and 

its rebuilding. The~ pog.r·om:s of l?etlura's troops in the Ukraine strengthened 
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the third !1-.l,i)'.!. The national suppression in Poland strengthened the 

fourth aliya. '.rhe wave of Nazism and Fascism in central and .Eastern 

Europe incited the fifth aliya, the biggest .:i.nnuigration until the outbreak 

of World War II. 

'I1le worst ca.ta.strophe in Jewish h:i.story 9 in which one-third. of the 

people were destr. oyed, .i.s the blood-pr.ice that they paid for the two 

thousand years of .[a.;.l_u;!. This people, which in the midst of the nightmare 

of Nazi hell was able to arouse the adrnirat:ton of the whole world by its 

heroic uprising in the Ghettos, awoke after the destruction to battle for 

independence in its own land. A people dwelling in Zi.on bought with its 

own blood the freedom of its land and was supported in its battle by the 

poli t.ical and moral aid of the socialist sector of the divided world and 

the progressive elements in the captial.i.stic states. On the fourteenth 

of May, 1948, the independence of the State of Israel was declared by 

the people in Israel. Tite echo of the words of Bialik on the Kishnev 

pogrom seemed a prophecy, 11because God called for spring and slaughter 

together, 11 The slaughter was arranged by the Fascist reaction of bank-

rupt capitalism. The spring was seized by the weakest of people through 

hard labor and arms, during the spring of Socialism in mankind's history .. 

The powerful expectation of all generations of Jews for a free political 

state was realized. A new chapter started in Jewish history. A period 

of ingathering of the wanderers, dispersed and divided among the nations., 

The path to complete national restoration is still as lotig and hard as the 

splitting of the Red Sea. As hard as tlle struggle of oppressed and suffer-

ing mankind for the complete victory of progressive Socialism, but strong 

as a rock i.s the future of that people which builds its national renewal 

on the f oundat:i.on of the fighting, toiling, vanguard of mankind. 
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