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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 Bmancipation and modern anti-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 hiétoriography by several lead-
ing historianss Heéinrich Graetz, Simon Dubnow, Salo Baron,
Rapﬁae1‘Mahler, and Howard Sachar; and it discusses their
reactions to each other. A translation of an important state-
ment of method and system by Mahler, ﬁhose works unfortunate~
1y are not available in English, appears as an appendix to
this chaptér at the end of this thesis, The third chapter
examines the various interpretations given to selected nén
and movements in modern Jewish history by the historians men-
tioned above, The concluding chapter deals again with the
natufevof Jewish historiography as it has been developed by
these historians and presents some suggestions for éonceptu-

alization of Jewish history.
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Chapter I - Theory and History

""History is a science; no less, and no more," said Bury.
It'is only natural to ask to which science history may be com-
pared, The most prestigious of the sciences are the physical

sciences whoge attainments both in exactitude and magnitude

. have added to our kmowledge and our power, Yet the very claim

to truth and excellence that the sciences make is based on

the public verifiability of their theories by means of objec-
tivé5experiment. Whgther this experiment is ih-the controlled
conditions of thé 1aborgtory or is the result of nature's
perférmahc% in a p#eviously predictéd manner is wimportant.

P;edi¢tabi;ity is the criterian of truth in the physical sci~

. ences, This assumes an underlying eternal repetition of physi-

cal phenomena imbedded in unchangiﬂg relationships,

History, however, is imbedded in time, One cammot dupli-
cate under cont:olled conditions q‘revolution or a depression
which occurred in the‘past. Indeed, rare is the historian who
would venture to predict any futu;e_event on'the basis of his
studies of current trends. If he weré to do so, he would be
decried by other historians for acting in a manner unbefitting
a séieﬂfific‘historian.

- Not ohly can fhe historian not duplicate past events mnor
predict future omes, but he even runs into difficulty in tr&-

ing to compare events, The geologist or paeleantologist deals
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with the record of past events and is also limited in his ability
fox:controlledvékperimentaticn and the possibility for predice
tion, But they, at‘ieast, can compare similar perio@s or struc-
tures without the problem of individual differences. Here again
the*aétemp% of some historians to initiate comparative stud&es

(Anatomy of a Revolution, by C, Brinton) has not met with not-

able success or approval,

f‘Evér? event, it is claimed, is an unique event. It is emesh~
ed in a'paéticular web of time, place, and culture with a particu-
lar}gfbﬁp'bf individual characters, Not only do the factors them-
selves vary, but the relative intetaafton of all these forces

var@es“fr¢m event £0 event and is never exactly duplicated. Some

. havé‘even held that this difference is fundamental and that his-

tory therefore can never be scientific. However, the differemce
is not~tha£ radical, The physical sciences are esact only when
dealing with large quahtities, Oh the Level of quantum mechanics,
ioe,, the gubatomic micrechoisn,; the unceriainﬁy prineipal bé-
cones dominant, It is impossible td know at any particular time
what5any”particuiar electgon, neutron, or other barticlé'is do=
ing;;bhe cén only predict the probability thatiit wili be at a
certaiﬁ'point; but in ‘dealing with the billions of particles,
one can predict with great'éertaimty that some particles will
be in that place, The exact determination, therefore, of any
particuldr event is always beyond the ability of the observer,

even in the sciences,



The major objection, howevef, to conceiving history as
2 form of the physical sciences lies in the nature of its sube
Ject matter, The physical sciences describe material objects
and their gﬁergy;ihteractions. History, however, is concerned

with événts, but these events are the result of human decisions,

The ‘entrance pf human decision into history makes personality an

integral ﬁégf of every historical occurrance, Therefore to un-
derstand History, we must undersgtand the ideas, passions, be-
liefs, desires, and, in general, all motives which influence
people in their actions, The subjeét matter of history is thug-
ly not primarily physical in nature,.but,mentaio

“There’'are, however, sciences which deal with the mind, and,
although there are great disputes between behaviorists and psy-
choahalyti&allyworiented psychologigts and although many wo@ld

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 kn@wledge of facts or principles gained through study

of the world, then history could be a science, But if predic~-
tability and experimentation are essential to science, then his-

-tory i8 not a science,

in any case, the label that we use for history is not im~
portant, What is really behind this controversy is the question
of "law" in history. Bven with the uncertainty principle, the
physical sciences exhibit a huch'higher accuracy in prediction
than tﬁe social sciences, The laws or generalities evolved by
these sciences are judged by the accuracy of their predictions

and the universality of their applications. Can history, which
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deals with a mental world, develop laws of this type?

Some of the laws which are occasionally offered in his-
tory seem of doubtful va;ue-because of their extreme lack of
quantitative detefminanfs. Toynbee's principle of “challange
and response’ im the growth and disintegration of civilizations
is a case in point, If the civilizatian fails to respond, the
claallaﬁgé was too small. If, on the other hand, the civilization
is destroyed, the challange was too great. Yet there is no way
one ?an“tell, except by seeing what the result was, what kind
of challange, in fact, faced us.-Cﬁe&ney,has of fered six his-
‘torical laws} some of which seem tautologous and others of which
seem'only'desirable,'Baron, on the other hand, suggests a his-
torical ié& that "whenever society as a whole controls economic
liﬁethroagh intricate regimentation of its activities, the
Jews do not fare as well as uﬁder a liberalist regime, where

: st;te interference is restricted."? Baron has derived this gen-
erality ffam an examination of modern Jewish history during
the mercantilistic age, the age of capitalism and of Socialism.

>Whilé*thisigenerality may indeed relate to several historical
_ periods, the questions is how many exceptions to the rule must

-we‘findﬁinforder to disprove it. In other words, what are the

criteria 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‘?laim'that the subject matter of history is sui generisk

we thffreﬁember that both science and history talk about one
wqridwaifhough they may.be looking at different subjects frpm

different perspectives. 3
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Before we can consider the criteria for historicallgeﬁérale
itiés, WG,WHSt face another very serious problem whiéh also arises
from the mental ngturevof the subject matter of history. The sci-
entist who is concérnedeith the description of naturaléghenomena
doas hot concerﬁ himself with the question of value, An expéri~

ment may be either successful or unsuccessful, accurate or in-

accurate, but it is never moral or immoral. The scientist claims

objectivity., This means that the observation and interpretation
of the event observed is not dependent upon the personality, mor-

ality,“sex, race, ov any cultural value of the observer, This is

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

éften:difficult to achieve it in this area because we must deal
with values and motives.,

Théahistorian 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 worn by Napoleon at the Battle of Jena did not
effect the outcome, Howevet, mot.all other selections of per~
tineht:facfs will Qe this easy. What the historian thinks is

important will determime the type of information which he seeks

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

scientist., History, however, as we have indicated above, is the

study of human actions, The historiam, in order to understand

- any event, must understand why the people involved in this event

acted'as.they did. Merely to relate successive occurrences is
not to write history, The marrative including the facts is onty
théyfé;m of history. The essence of history is the historical

explanation. The scientist is concernmed with the description of



" events by classifying them and establishing relations between

. areas cleaﬁly indicates that there are limits to what we canm A
~ and do know of other minds. First we must recognize that, as

" paul Valdry once said, “history is inseparable from the his-

’Qf them professional historians, published books on the Spanish

" Civil War, In spite of the identity of their subject matters

' to the cold war between the United States and Russia, The former

»y
phenomena and his_explanation consigts of telling how these !
events came about. The historian only describes events in or-
der to then explain why they came about. The scientist does not
deal in motives which can be verified only by introspection, as

the historian does. Insofar as historians try to understand

the classes thus defined, they neglect their proper task of
penetratiné to the thoughts of the agents whose acts they are
stud&ing and gontent,themselves.with determining the externals
of thése abts. 4 ‘ B : ’
Knowledge of other minds is possible although there are

many’problems involved. Scholafship, society, and culture would

all be impossible if knowledge of other minds were impossible.

Yet the amount of disagreement and misunderstanding in these

torian,"”

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

and of the authors® official functions, the content of the
two books is absolutely antagonistic. One considers the Spanish

CiVii War as a prelude to World War II, the other, as a prelude

author is a liberal in the Jeffersonian tradition while the
latter is 4 Catholic,’

“One has only to read Napoleon: For and Against, by Pieter

Geyl to see fiow many different historical Napoleons there really
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can be. BEven in Napoleon's own lifetime Chateaubriand opposed
h;ﬁ from the right, glorifying thg Bourbons, while Madame
DeStael opposed him from the left, charging that he had as-
sassinated the republican liberty. Thiers, writing in the eight=
eénwfifties, used Napoleon as a symbol of anti-English feelings,

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

of Napbleon I1I. Landrey attacked Napoleon's greatness (and the
.govexnmeﬁt then in power) by claiming he bad 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 had re-
sulted in the disaster of 1870. Before the Dreifus Affair, .

| Arthur-LeﬁYiexcused almost all of Napoleon's mistakes, but '

afte# thé Dreifus Affair, Jules Issac saw the wars as betray-

. ing the ideals of the Revolution, Perhaps the change in the
relationship between the French army and the Jews had something
to do with this.

' How are we to account for this astonishing ability of
'differént'ﬁistoxians to see the same events so'differeutly?

i Pirst, we ﬁust recthgnize the importance of the personality of

~ the historian, It is alwaysleasier to understand the actions of

~ someone who is similarx in emotional makeup to oneself. The similar

% 'experiences and instituions which people in ome social~economic

class are exposed to also makes it easier to understand anothex

p

person of &he same class than an individual from an opposing

clas8, To a very rational individual the'behavior of a certain
historical figure might seem absurd and so he finds hidden
rational and logical motives. Another who is introspective

and psychologically oriented tends to interpret a situation




11,
with emphasis on personal charisma of a leader rather than the
trends and ngéds of his followers, One does not have to agrée’
with Mommson that '‘those who have lived through historical events,
as I have,{begin to see that history is neither written nor made
without.;ovevor hate,"® to acﬁnowledge the importance of per-
sonal éxéerience for the historian,

It is a commonplace that several witnesses to an accident

will each relate the facts differently. Bvery historical'mind

views history from a perspective, The totality of these individue

- al perspectives is historical reality., Since this totality is

 unattainable, historical certainty is limited to historical

knowledge, which is dependent on the critical ability of the

historian to reconstruct from several perspectives an approxi-

‘mation of the total perspective. : ' |

In addition to the psychological and class influehces,"
there is,tﬁe even more persuasive effect of culture, The in=-
dividual is always aware of the differences in personal values
among his acquaintances and he shouid be always aware of the

difference of class attitudes in society, Until recently, how=-

ever; cultural societies tended to be fairly isolated and it

was easy for men to think that mn had.always-thought and acted
in fhe 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~found under-

standing to analize periods in the past in which very different

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

difference between an agricultural, mercantilistic, or industrial

society, Yet the values of the present, the modes of thought, and




| even the politics often influence our evalu#tion of the past and
'; they are ewven more powerful if they operate unconsciously,

j ' The Qifferent answers given by successive higtogians to
Gibbon's q@estion of why the Roman Bmpire fell are an example of
all these ihfluences at work, -

Por Gibbon himself, the cause was the triumph

of Christianity and barbarism; for Seeck, it

! was the extermination of the Roman elite: for

| . | ‘Raphahn, physical decline; for T. PFrank, raci-

| al degeneracy; for Huntington, a climatic c¢ri-

f sis and drought; for Liebig and Vassiliev, the
degradation of the soil; for Max Weber, the de-
3 cline of slavery amd the return to matural econ-
| ' omy; for Rostovtzeff, a class struggle between

| the peasant-soldiers and bourgeois townspeople;
for Piganiol, the barbarian invasions; and, fin~
ally, for Toynbee, the danger from abroad and
the desertion by the masses,’ .-

Still*another problem facing'the historian is his knowledge

of the outcome of the past event, He can never appreciate the
anxiety of men making decisions, the eventual outcome of which

is unknown' to them, Knowing that something will occur, the hisg-
tbria@ seeﬁs antecedent causes and of ten exaggerates factors
which will only later have the imporiance he attributes to them,
.To a histovian of the Roman'Bmpiré in the first century, primative
. Christianity-~is- ‘unimportant., Only for histoxry subsequent to
this periodAwill it have any importance, If he devotes tp it an

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

prives the reader of informatiom which will in a later pexiod

i of'the Roamn Bmpire be important._If‘he.devotes considerable
space to Christianity, he distorts for the reader the histérical
f : reality of:the first century.

One mighf deal with this problem by devoting sufficient

gpace for an adequate explanation while at the same time con-
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stantly reminding the reader of the contemporary insignificance

of these even%s. Or one might abandon a strictly chronological;

approach and write about longer periods of time as seen from

different structures: the decay of the old order and then the
rise of the hew order, (me could present the same facts, as~
signing them the relative importance that they deserve for each
structure, | ’
Still another limit for the historian is the selection of

docuiments available, What has remained is often the product of

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

- tain’classesc The importance which the past assigned to certain

types of literature may be totally unrelated to the documents

the higtorian would consider important. Some historians facimg

* this situation fall into the trap of stressing the material

in his sources while skipping lightly over other areas, He may
justify this as being a comservative approach. In reality, it
is.a*histo}ical distortion unless he writes a_specialized hig=
torf 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.

Thus We have seen that the need for theory appears in
many axeés of the historian's activity. Perhaps the most im-
portant use of theory in its most philosophical sense is to
keep the historian aware of the human factors and limits in the

wxitingvof;historyo 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 coxr-

rect that 6f which he is unaware?) and may lead to arrogance
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j in denouncing others whose interpretation differs from "the

facts.” Also, if he is aware of the different possibilities of

theoretical tecomstruction, he has more flexibility in determine
ing which reconstruction he will use for the oxdering of his own

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

only with the recomstruction of past history, but with the pur-
poses of writing history.

‘THistoiy_hasrbegnvgsgé?“especially during the nineteenth and
twentiethféentﬁries, to attack or to defend the existing order,
Prom the cry “everything that is, is right" to that of "this too
shall pass away," history has been used and abusedbto prove both
sides of many cases. Many historians would agree with Colling-
wood ¥hat "higtory is for human self-»knowledge,"8 Do yoﬁ wint to
know what kind of man you are? Biology deals with mén, Psychology

deals with you. History deals with kinds of men. if_the purpose

of history is human self-knowledge, then the needs of the reéader
are important for the historian,
In recent generations, there has been an expansion of the
scopé of historical analysis to include all aspects of human lifes
_ “No one would now dare to maintain with Seeley that history was
the biography of states, and with Freeman that it was past poli-

tics."? 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 civilizafion, Thus the historian nmust decide the
‘theoretical balance that he will maintain between the different

subjects of historical inquiry. Theory also affects his selection
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6f,evidence, How much evidence and of what kind is necessary to
.present in order to marrate a course of development or in order
to offer a historical explanation. Bven more important, theory

vis a cﬁiterig for what is an adequate explanation,

Histo;y, as has been indicated above, deals with the moti-
vations that men or groups of men have for acting in a certain
way. Natural science deals with those évents which are repeti=
tive. It 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 histori-
aﬁ'assumes a reason for any change in human behavior or in a
societ?'s 6rganization, The change occurs because a problem has
arisenhfor which the.old pattern of behavior has no éffective
answéf; The solution of the problem resulis in a new pattern of
behaﬁior or organization,

To provide an adequafe explanation of this event, the his-
torian must show that certain conditions have been satisfied, The
problem must be known to those whom it affects, How it was known,
and if in a distorted way or not, must éhen'be shown, A rfeason
is offered to explain the new pattern of behavior. The historian
muét;show that the knowledge and the congceptis invoived were avail-
able to the individuals at that time and.that the other implica-
tionSﬂwhich flow from this concept are not inconsistent with
reasons given to explain other concurrent eventss

Since men's minds are not directly available to us, we must
reconstruc; their thoughts from their acts and words. We empathize
as'ﬁuch 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 tolsee why we would act thusly. We accept an explanation
as true if we assent to it, That is, we say, "Yes, I also w0uld

do that if I were in those conditions." The explanation'of actions
by groups ot classes also depends on a feeling that the groups

or classes that I experzence today would act in the same manner
uqqex‘similar conditions. The explanations seems coherent and

thetéfore correct if it fits the facts and it fits my experiences

with people, institutions, and movements.
‘ TLere has been a shift in the recent generationg from the
ind1V1dua1 and personal o the multiple and social concept of
explanation, This is connected with a growing sophistication in
deallng with the concept of causatxon. When someone asks what
caused World War I he is really asking several questions, and
different~anewers may be correct depending upon the question they
are dnswering, The death of aﬁ Afehduke caused the war to heppen
exacthZWhen it did. Balkan ﬁelitics caused it to happen where it
did, Bconommc Livalry caused it to becone the world war that it did.
Thus the hxstorzan mast be very careful with his words. The
statement "Alexander the Great‘conquered Persia" is correct but
unclear, It is obvious that he_alone did not eonquer the Persian
Bmpire, Do we then assume the Stafement to meanﬂthat the Greek
army without Alexander could not have conquered Pers1a and that

therefore Alexander is the proximate cause. Perhaps it means - that

the Greek army could have conquered Persia under Phiilip, but that
Alexander in fact dxd ite Or perhaps 1t means that both the Greek
army and Alexander as its general were necessary for the vxctogy,
1f tbe former is the case, the e;e?ement sheu;d_;ead: "the Greek

army, with Alexander at its head, conquered PersiaY; if the lats:
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ter, it should read: "Alexander and the Greek army conquered
Persia." This lack of mathematical precision in historical writ-
ing is one of the mjor differences between science and history,

_Often the historian, for dramatic effect or simply through

carelessness, makes statements which he really would not want
taken as adequate explanations. Lest the reader think that this
exists only in theory, I offer the following example., Baron statess

Hugo Grotius, the most systematic jurist of
the seventeenth century, well conversant not
only with Hebrew Scripture, but, unlike most

" other Christian Hebraists, able to read the
Talmud, inevitablg becane 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 ié inevitable only when one is a most systematic jurist com-
mitted to certain concepts of lawe

The reason that the concept "cause"™ involves so many differw
ent questions is that in historical reality there are many dif-
féréht factors, both long-term and short-term, operating on
every person and event., From experience we know that these fac~
tors diffef in importance, but in actuality, it is not_alﬁays
éasy to separate and evaluate them. There is always the question
of cﬁﬁncé éactors. Actually these are only very short range fac~

totsrand their effects are conditioned by probability and by long

range factors,

Sainté-Beuve thought that had. there been a sufficient nupber

of petty causes, the outcome of the French Revolution could have
been the opposite of what it was. This is a great mistake. The

great social needs that gave vise to the French Revolution would
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not have been eliminated by any configuration of petty céuses.
To make the outcome of this movement the oppoéite of wha; it
was, the needs that gave rise to it would have had to be the
opposite of what they were.ll

Plekhanov defends the Marxist position that it is social
relations and not personaiities which determines the course of
history. He illustrates this well by'pointipg out that given

the opportunities created by the Revolution, certain actors,

barbers, dyers, lawyers, peddlers, and fencing masters became
grea%=military leaders, There are a sufficient number of dif~
ferent men_with'different abilities so that when the general
conditions are suitable some man will always be found with the
necessary talent.lz |
" 8ince the long range factoxs are of major importance, the
length of time covered in a historical analysis is very important.

A history of the American Revolution which does not refer to

ideas, institutions, and developments previous to the eighteenth

century and originating even earlier in Hurope would be superw

fieial,

' Yet there is a limit to how far one can regress. Already

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

ceptually, a historical period must be an intelligible whole,

Spectacular events make poor starting places, The basic institu=-

tions, economic and political forms, and ulttiral configurations

should be traced back to their original confluents., Beginning f

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

set of factors should be traced. Bach period should overlap
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both its preceding and succeeding period, for no period begins
.with one event,'During this'ovexlap, material snbun;au; present-
ed twices from the point of view of the old order and %hen from
the new, -

I have not wri%teg this introduction in'order to prove
any particular philosophy of history or even to present all of
the various theories. Nineteen pages would hardly be adequate
for either purpose. L have attempted to show my pattern of
thoughirso that in the enéuing discussion of Jeﬁish histori-
ographyythe reader is explicitly aware of the personal position
involvgd@ To explicitly present to the reader the writer®s sys-
tem of‘historical igtgrpretation and not to distort consciously
the matcrial to fit this system, seems to me to be the ciosest
that one can come to objectivity in hlstoxical treatment,

In the e xt chapter I will present in their own words the
views _cf Jewish historians on the question of conceptua;izmng
Jewish history. In the ﬁhird chapter I will discuss their ap-

- plication of these theories to several épecific movements and
personalities, I will attempt to show the inadeduacies ;nd con=
tradictioné in their treatments by the juxtapositioﬁ of incon-

sistaht statements and by my own short commentSa .
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Chapter II - Theories of Jewish History

The first modern Jewish historian was Issak Markus Jost, He
was born at Bernburg, Germany in 1793, He received both a heder
and a gymnasium training. He taught in Berlin until 1835 and then

in Rrankforf~on~the-Main, where he died in 1860. Between 1820 and

1828 he published his nine-volume IHistory of the Israelites from

the Maccabean period to our own day. In 1846 he published a tenth

vélume in three parts.

‘ Very littlebwas really known abbut 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 time Jost had issued his t+enth volume the pre-
vious nine had already become obsolete, But in additidn to this
there was another reason that his wbrk was so rapidly and totally
superseded, His cold, rationalistic approéch, a heritagg of\the
Enlightenment, ﬁas unappealing in mid-nineteenth-century Germany
where romanticism held sway, What was necded was a warm, positive,
and'ingeéd militant author who would defend Jews and Jewish his-
tory from the many accusations that history-conscious Germans
were making. This man was Heinrich Graetz.

'Born in 1817 in Posen, a Polish province of Germany, Graetz
studied in yeshivot till 1836, acquiring secular learning‘pri-
vatelyo He also studied for three years with Samson Raphael

Hirsch whose Nineteen Letters of Ben Uziel had strongly influ-

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

Jena and from 1854 until his death in 1891 he taught at the semin=-
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ary in Breslau. In 1872 he went to Palestine to study the scenes

of Biblical Jewish history, His major work was A History of the

Jews in eleven volumes (1853-1876).

Graetz's historiography set the standard which other great
historians would later revolt against. Yet Graetz in his work
does nbt'eXplicitly deal with the probiems of a philosophy of
Jewish history, although in the Bnglish edition he added a re-=
trospect in which he comments on the marvel of Jewish survival
and revival, He‘alsovwrote an address in 1887 for the Anglo-
Jewish Historical Bxhibition, 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‘ignoranbe
and persecusion, the Jews sank to the level of their neighbors,
and now recently a new marvelous rebirth. This revival of a
tace long past its youthful vigor, whose history has spread
over thousands of vears, is é miracle which deserves fhﬁ nost
attentive consideration from every man who does not stolidly
overlook what is marvelous,t

Just as amazing as the modern Jewish revival is the his-
torie survival of the Jewish people, For it wouid‘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 strongest. Why were the
Jews‘able to survive when all others failed?2

in ancient times it was the Greeks and the Jews who origin-
ated highei culture.3 But the Greeks, notwithstanding their

great qontributions, did not survive, It was the missiom of
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the Gxe?ks to bring to light the ideals of art and science, But
the Gr?eks themselves had no knowledge of this fact, The Hebrew
people, on.the other hand, had to fulfill the life task by which
it was held together and by which iﬁ direst misfortune it was

comforted and prese:ved.4 It is true that the people had to : i

evolve its ndtional soul into a consciousness of its purpose,
In the early Biblical periocd the Judges and Kings evince so few B
of the national cha;acteristics that they may equally pass for
Canaanites; Phillistines, or Moabites. But finally the body¥was '§‘¢
molided by thé national soul,?

"The péople were fully convinced that its sole impoxtance

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

nouncement of the truths of its salvation, The people existed
6

only on account of this law and in oxrder to be its exponent,
And the Jewish people has had its effect in the world, It i

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

thus gave rise to Christianity. It scattered some seeds at

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

of light left by it was derived the scholastic philosophy of ik
the second half of the Middle Ages and the Protestantisn of the
Contifignt in the sixteenth century. Not in vain then has this

people dragged its weary feet around the world and thus to

some degieé solved one of its tasks,’
The 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

Gractz's History of the Jews, The introduction, An Essay in the
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' philosophy of History, which appeared separately when the trans- i i
lation failed to materialize, was translated into German and f‘
fnglish and widely read, The essay opens with a consideration

of the range, content, and significance of Jewish history. His~

torical peoples are ﬁsually divided into three groupse8 (L) the
most ancient civilized peoples of the Orient, such as the Chinese,
the Hindus, the Hgyptians, and the Chaldeans; (2) the ancient, or
- glagsic, peoples of~the Occident, the Greeks and the Rom¢n$; and | i
(3) the modern peéples, the civilized nations of Burope and Amer- ;ij

icae of the present day.

The Jewish people, however, does not fit any of these clas=-

sifications, for it may lay claim to all three, The only des-
cription applicable to it is "the historical nation of all times," il
yThe history of the Jewish people is like an axis, crossing the

histoty of all mankind from 6ne of its poles to the other. ﬁs

an unbroken thread it runs through the ancient civilization of

Bgypt and Mesopotamia down to the present-day culture of France

and Germany,? At first glance, Jewish history during the period

of independence seems to be but slightly different from the hi g~
tory of other mations, There are the same wars and intestine %1;;

disturbances, the same political revolutions and dynastic quar- |

rels, the same conflicts between the classes of the people, the
same warring between economic interests. This is only a suxface
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 cqurse'of events, "We have before ns not a simple politieal
or racial entity, but to an eminent degree, 'a spiritual peopleil"lo

The all-perﬁasive religious tradition was associaféd with the
idea of:a patrticular spiritual mission, In the closing centuries
of the second gommonwealth the Jewish people reached its permanent
spiritual form, This store of spiritual energy was strong eno;gh
to survive the destruction of the political state, The Jews
proved that without a state, territory, azmy, and all the ex-
ternal attributes of national power, a nation could survive sole-

1y throughistrength of gpirit. This proof, adduced by Jewry at
the coét'of»eighteen centuries of privation and suffering, forms
the characteristic feature of the second half of Jewish history,
thé period of homelessness and dispefsion. Upzrooted from its
political soil, national life displayed itself on intellectual
fields exclusively, "To think and to suffer"™ became the watche-
word of fhe Jewish people not merely because it was forced upon
it b& external cigcumstances beyond its control, but chiefly be-
ciuse it was conditiomed by the very disposition of the people,
by its national inclinations,

‘In ité second half, the originality of Jewish history com=
sists in that it is the only history stripped of every politicél
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.ll 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 nér severed from the
history of mankind. Rathex it is most'intimately interWoven with
world affairs at every point throughout its whole extent., This ﬁ g
connection isvtwdfplda in thebtimes when the powers of dark- ,
ness and fanaticism heldvsway, the Jews were amenable to the ;[

- physical influence exerted by their neighbors in the form of pex- T
seqﬁtions; inquisitions, violence of every sort; and during the
‘préﬁéienuéé of‘enlightenment and humanity, the Jews were acted
-upon by the intellectual and cultural stimulus proceeding from:
the peoples with whom they entered into close relations, Momentary fﬁ
aber;ations and. reactionary incidents are not taken into account
here, ) 7 ; T i

The significance of Jewish history is also twofold. It is

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

Jewigh national being lies in the historical consciousness. In

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

nation by the triple agencies of state, race, and religion. Later, ‘ili

during the dispersion, it was chiefly religious consciousness that 3

cemented Jewry into a whole, Today historical‘consdiousncss is
the keystone of nation unity, Jewish history has universal sig-

nificance for philosophy inasmuch as it is pre-eminently a chrone-

icle of ideas and spiritual movements. It may serve, therefore,

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

12

for ﬁumanity at large .as.a means: of enobling the heart.

Graetz himself in his history follows a linear chronology,
Bvents of all kinds, from all places, are united in the same

chapter because they occurred within the datés with which a chapter I
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beginé and endé. Only the size of the chapters seems to deter-
mine how much wi;l be covered in any one period, Dubnow's es-
say suggests that in Jewish history there may be distinguished
three chief stratifications answering to its first ﬁhree!pefiods:
the:BibliCal petiod, the period of the second Temple, and'the Tale
mudic period, The later periods are nothiﬁg more than these same
formations dombined in various ways, with now and then the ad-
dition of new strata. Thesé composite periods are the Gaonic
Period'(500~980), the Rabbinic~Philosdphical Period (980-1492),
the Rabbinic-Mystical Period (1492-1739), and finally the modern
Per;od'of Enl-ightenm.entul3

The essay concludes with a consideration of the teachings
6fljewish history. Jewish history possésses the student with
the conviction that Jewry at all 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 spigit is immortal. The Jewish people

will go on living because of a creative principle which permeates

it. This principle consists first in the sum of religious; moralj:-

and. philosophical i@eas. Next, in the sum of historical memories
of what in the-cou#se of many centuries the Jewish people @xe |
‘perienced, thought, and felt in the depths of its being. Finally,
it consists in the consciousnésgs that true Judaisﬁ, which has
accomplished great things for humanity in the past, has not yet
played out its part and therefére méy not perish.;4

Simon Dubnow was born in 1860 in Mstislav, in White Russia,

He was educated.in the traditiomal 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 historyraud.for Russian literature,
Hié failure in mathematics discouraged him from unjiversity studies
and he became an autodidact in Western culture and Jewish history,
In 1922, he left Russia and moved to Berlin, where he published

“his major works, In 193% he moveg again, this time to Riga, where
he lived until he was murdered by the Germans in December, 1941,

In his introduction to his ten-volume Woxld History of the

Jewish People, Dubnow presents the reader with his new approach

to Jewish history. In order to synthesize a history which has
embraced most of hiétorical time and the entire civilized world
(except India and China), we must have a carefully worked ourt plan
of proceedure, The first condition for this plan and for a c¢leaxr
general conception of Jewish history is a clear idea of its bear-
er or subject, the Jewish people. This cénception mast not be
marred by dogmatic and scholastic concepts and it will, in turn,
détérmine in advance the pertinent methods of scientific research.
Dubnow then shows how unfil recently there were great ob-
stables in the way of such a scientific conception of Jewish
history, The theological conception both of the Orthodox and
Liberal Jews dominates the interpretation of Biblical historye
Medieval and modern Jewish history is also dominated by a one-
éidéd spiritualistic conceptidn that is based on the axiom that
a people deprived of state and territory can play an active tole
in history only in‘the field of intellectual life, while else-
where; in its social life, it is condemned to being a passive
object of the history of the peoples among whom it lives, The

historiogtaphy initiated by Zunz and Graetz deals mostly with in-
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tellectual activities and heroic martyrdomol5This concept of Jew~
ish histoxy resulted in a periodization (Talmudic, Gaonic, Rab-

binic, Mystical, and Bnlightemmeht) valid only for a history of
literature, This one-sided conception of Jewish history was due
to the origins of scientific Jewish historiography in western
Burope in the middle of the nineteenth century, when the dogma
of assimilation (that Jewry is not a natiqn, but a religious com-
munity) held complete sway there,

© The ﬁrofound revolﬁtion of national consciousness which
qha&acterizes our age imevitably wrought a transformation ih our
conception of the historical process. The secularization of the
Jewish national idea liberated historical writing and a new con-
ception much more appropriate for the content as well as the scopé
of Jewish'history came into being. The Jewish peoplé had concerned
itself with comstructing ifs life as a separate social unit undexr
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. Thué, we have
now arrived at a more comprehensive and strictly scientific con-
ception of Jewish history which Dubnow terms "sociolog;calo“
Basic to this conception is the idea which Dubmow claims ig de-
, rivéd from the totality of Jewish history, that "the Jewish peop-
ie has at all times and in all countries always and everywhere
. beeﬁ'the éubject, the c;eator of its own history, not only in
the intellectual sphere, but also in the general sphere of social
life."lﬁ"
The subject of scientific historiography is the people, the

national individuality, its oxigin and growth, and its struggle
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for existence, Initially amorphous, this national individuality ' i
moved to its final formation during the Babylonian Exile. The
victory of Rome gave rise to new forms of struggle by the dis-
persed people for its national unity. The indomitable urge to
autonomous life and to the preservation of the greatest social
and cultural individwality while amidst alien peoples found ex- yéw
prgssipn not in political, but in other social forms, The en~
 tire epititual vitality of the natiom came to be directed to
this goal. The religion of Judaism was fashioned in accordance 3 |
with the image of'social conditions of the nation's existence,
and not the reverseol7
This method of investigation is strictly evolutionary. i
Pifst the period of the formation of the national individuality
isaexamined, then the period of its struggle for separate exis-

tence for the preservation and unfolding of its characteristic

the course of centuries«lg

|
|
national traits and of the cultural treasures it accumulated in |
|

The 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 Jjudah and Israel after the division of the

realm, and with a limited Digspora during the Persian period.
Thé difficulties increased in theRoman period with the expansion |

of #¢he Diaspora, The historian's attention is divided between

Judea and the “Great Diaspora," as later it is divided between
Palestine and Babylonia on one side and the expanding Huropean
Diaspora on the other side, The difficulties further increase |

in the later Western period, for here we are faced with an
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eﬁammous number of countriesain each of which the destiny éf
' the Jewish people is intertwined with the most divérse political
and cultural conditions, |
. This mass‘éf material ﬁay be organized and presented in one
of two ways. The historian may arrange the history of the Jewish
peOpie according to the countries in which it was scattered and
' tﬁﬁgkpréseht it as a purely external collection of monographs,
‘or he may treat the history of the Jews in all 6oun$ries coh~
_cur;éntlj and, converting the history into a chromicle, he uay
bx@senm a chrononlpgical history of events that coincidgkip[
tiﬁevbut‘differ fundamenfallv in character and local conditions,
_ The latter was the method of Graetz, This artificial stringing
together of the most heterogeneous events lacks what is indis-
peﬁsable for scientific synthesis, a concatentation of events
wiih local condi;cionse With Graetz, the confusion is further
augnented by his method of throwing together political, socio-
economic, and literary data in the mnarrowest seﬁse of the woxd,
into a single chapter.19
The qnly was to avoid all of these limitations, according
to Dubnow, is to divide the material according to the three~fold
principle of time, place, and subject matter, The history of
each period must be presented according to the countxry in which
it occurs and within each country according to the order of
Gaﬁsuai’connections thai link the external conditions with those
of interﬁal life, Within the limits of each period, 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 according to their importance
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to the total national hiétoxy.lgvThe national center and the his-
torical enviornment thus become the criteria for the division of
Jewish history into periods and epochs,

;fihe period of statehood should be divided along lines @or—'
xeﬂpdndent to the changing position of Palestine amidst tﬁe world
POWers from Egybt‘till Rome, The history of the stateless perioé,
op ihe other hand, after the Jews had lost their unified center,
must be subdivided in accordance with clear-cut geographical
‘copsiderations and along lines corresponding to shifts in the cen~
ter of natiomal hegemony with the Jewish people, Hach epoch is
détexmined.by the: fact that the disﬁexsed nation possessed with-
in this period one main center or sometimes two co~existing cen=~
tess, which assumed the leadership of all other parts of the Di-
aspora because thef were able to acheive far-reachimng national
autoﬁomy and a high state cultural development,

" Thus we haye two main periods, The Oriental Period whicht
has three parts, starting with the purely Orientél (1200-332), the
period of mixed»orientdl and Western culture (332-70 C.B.), 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=-
lenium, paved fhe way for a shift of the national hegemony
from Bast to West., The eleventh éentury forms the dividing line
between the Oriental and the Occidental periods of Jewish history,
First Arab andrthe_Christién Spain and then France and the Rhine-
land took the lead. In the sixteenth 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 Jew:y'took |
the leadership of fhe progressive movement in the West, while
Poligh Jewry remained traditional ﬁntil it waslswept into the
vbrtex of the latest currents in the second half 6f the nine-
tée?th centuxyozo The exodus from Burope to America and Pales-
tiﬁefplus”the devastation of the Russian center by the Wo;ld

: wa;fand its aftermath marks a new dividing line, The . future
'iﬁdicafes Ya rivalry for national hegemony between East and
West, between Palestine and the Buropean~American Diaspora.m2l
If Dubnow Was intarestéd in a periodization of Jewish hig- -
tory around centers in orxder to synthesize Jewish experience
.in national termsg, Salo Baron was and is. interested in the
analysis of Jewish institutions and movements Wherever or ﬁ?ﬁ
wheneveg they are found, Baron was born in Tarnow, Poland,

i
. ¥ i
in 1895, He went to gymnasium there and received his Ph.D ‘wzi
it
(1917), Pol, Sc.D. (1922), and D,Jur, (1923) at the Univer- \
|

sity of Vienna. He was also ordained (1920) at the Jewish

Theological Seminary in Vienna, He came to the United States
in 1926, and since 1930 has been pfofessor of Jewish history

at Columbia University. In 1937 Baron published his three~

volume Social and Religious History of the Jews, which is

nbw 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 Bdu-

cation he read a paper explaining certain fundamental views
and methods implied rather than stated clearly in his histoxy.
Baron agrees with Dubnow that Jewish historiography has

- been dominated by idealistic conceptualizations. This has, in
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fact, been true from the very beginning, for there is no real-
ly vital distinction between the ancient theistic view of the
Biblical historians and some of the modern idealigtic approaches,
‘For the former it was God's will, humanly comprehensible even
fhough supernatural, which guided the destinies of mankind and
of Israel. Under this scheme, almost ail happenings could be
‘interpreted in the light of the moral=-religious behavisr of
thé Jewish people. This theocratic view of histoxy was carried
on with minor or major modifications by the ancient and medi-.
eval authors for whom the expérience of exile and the ensuing
ﬁeed‘fof apologetics became of paramount importance. For the
latter it was the more humanistic “spirit of Judaism" which
took éver the place of God as the determining factor,

Thé basic outlook of nineteenth céntury scholarship was
to see in Jewish history the gradual progression of the Jew-
ish religious or national spirit in its various vicissitudes
and adjustments to the ghanging enviornments. Hven the posi~
tivists, such as Dubnow, essentially accepted the primacy of
gsuch "immer" factors, It cannot be denied that this idealis-
tic approach no longer satisfies the ptesent generation. His-
torical explanations of the Jewish past must not deviate funda=-
mentally from the general patterns of hiétory of all monkind,?2

We should take into account the influence of geography.
The econ@mic approach has in recent years assumed a much great-
er importance, Students éf Marxism and exponents of Socialist
ideologies have tried to interpret the history of the Jewsvin
terms of basic changes in ccomomic structure and the class

struggle within the Jewish community, While many of these

] e e e
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étud@es have shed illuminating light on certain stages of the
higtéry of the Jewish people, no attempts have as yet been made
to extend these researches into other equally important phases
offJewish_history and to correlate their findings into a con=-
$inuous historical account of the career of the people as it
_ uﬁfoldslitself under the stimulus of preponderately ecomomic
vfactors; if not altogether under the dictates of economic de-
terminants, 23 While welcoming this new emphasis on economic -
history, Baron feels that of all human groups, Jewish history
will most stubbornly resist ény full explanation which nay be
advanced for it exclusively on the basis of the progressive
‘changes in the means of production or of any other economic
transformationsp24

- ‘Great pfomise'is,héld but by an.analysis of the important
.pOpulation developments and theit bearing upon the gengral hig~
tory of the Jewish_peoplg. The c0ntradiction and conflicts beu
tween the known facts and the legal and ethical sources will
also be‘significaﬁt, Another integral element in Jewish his~
_torinraphy ought to be the community approach to Jewish his~
toty, that is to say, the local organizatioms and communities
which influence the'daily lives of the masses. We must guard
ourselves against being misled by the sources, mostly writien
" in central points, into overestimating the significance of the
centers as against that of the local agencies, the recoxded
history of which unfortunately is very meager.zs

Pinally, Baron clarifies the meaning of the socio-religious
approach to Jewish history. I$ is evident that religion could

generally be classified as just another social force and that
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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 be admitted, is en-
tirely warranted in the case of the Jews, There is no doubt that
anong the various social fagtors, population, economics, community,

secularAculture, and religion, the latter has held the most com-

spicuous place, at least in thg consciousness of the Jews through- ;W
out the three and one-half miiienia of their ekistence. In no * .
other people's history has the impact of religion been so strong,
continuous, and-comprehensive as in the history of the Jews, es= ‘f?
peCially in pést—Biblical times, It is consequently but'the un-

avoidable and intrinsically justified adaptation of the general

method of sociological interpretation to the peculiar problems n
of Jewish bhistory when the element of religious experience ig ﬁ
given its due large share within the totality of the social

forcesa:xn this sense and in this alone, we may agree to callig H j
|

this particular variation of the gemeral sociological method a

“socio=-religious" approach to Jewish history«Z6 |

In addition to his new emphasis on different aspects of

Jewish history, Baron intfoduces into his history‘a new treaté ?

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

~

fronted anew by the problems of the relations between history

and chromology. Hvidentally the most ;mportant siﬂgle.factor

in hisfofy is that of chronological sequence. The fundamental
~concept of history is "development." Development does not neces-

sarily mean “evolution," 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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gressioﬁ f:om the lowei to the higher which may or may not be,
Bﬁt no historian can view the past of a group of men without
conceiving it in terms of the deVelopment’from oné stage ér
form to ‘another, This development takes place in time, and
chronology, therefore, is an integral part of all'historiqai
treatment.,

'Chfonology, however, if it is too limited and rigid, may
interfere with the conéeptualization of hisfory¢ The more hig-
toriography emanciﬁated itself from the mere registering of
eventS'into an interpretétion of pasf developments, the more _
were the rigid chronological shackles cast off in favoi of a
consecuti ve analysis of events and trends which for'one reason
or another appeargd to the historian as belongipg 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 leng%hén the periods re-
viewed in their inner-relationships, As long as dramatic turns
in military campaigns or diplomatic exchanges of notes occupied
the‘fOCal position in the historic narrative, so long could
historians adhere to the chronological sequence of these hap~ .
pgnings;with somewhat greater consistency. When the emphasis
was shifted, however, to undexlyiﬁg social evenis, it was easily
recognizedAthat certainvbasic wovements took decades, if not cen-
turies, to generate, grow, and decay. The analysis of each move-
ment often had to bé isolated in treatment and completed before
one could try to intexrpret another contemporary development
in a similar narrative extending over a period of many gener-

ati ons, 27
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The history of the Jewish people falls into three major
.phases: (1) that of ancient Israel, from its begihnings to
the Helienistic period; (2) that of Pharisaic-Rabbinic Juda-
ism, from 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

e roughly coincided with the chronological
sequence of Israel's origins, the era of
the momarchy and the crisis of exile and
restoration, After that time the chrono=-
logical sequence became less and less im-
portant and, for example, the history of
the Jews under Islam, 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 evolution of the kabbala and
popular ethics within the general make-
up of the medieval and early modern ghet-
to, At the same time the chronology pre-
ceding influences of the Protestant Re-
formation upon Jewish history had to be
treated in a subsequent chapter as an in-
tegral factor in the transformation of
modern Burope and in the ensuing emanci-
pation of the Jews.2

‘Raphael Mahler was born in Nowy Sacz, in the disfrict of
Cracow, 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, Hé has been very active
in-the Jewish Workers' Movement, His\scientific work in Jew=-
ish-history was carried on mainly in connection with the
act@vitieslof the Yiddish Scientific Institute. In 1937 he
came to the United States and after the rise of the State of

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

University of Tel Aviv, He has written on the Karites, the
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struggle between the Haskalah and Hasidim in Galicia, and has

phblishéd.the first four volumes of his Modern Jewish History,

which covers 1780 to 1815,

In his preface.29 Mahler gives two reasons why a new gener-
al syhthetic account of modern Jewish history is needed. First
of all, there is a tremendous amount of new material available.
Second and even more important is the change in method of ap-~
prﬁach. Most historians represented a class or political view-
point (Dubnow and his school) and did not pay sufficient at~
tention %o c;ass struggles inside the people, ignoring them al-
most entirely in the history of receﬁt generations, They des-
cribe class instittionsrand views and ascribe them to the whole
nation. They did not anal&ze the attitude of the ruling powers
to the different classes among the Jews, nor did they ade=-

- quately describe the economic structure of the people. By ig-
ndring economic conditions fhey could not give rational expianam
tions to the lead certain Jewish communities took im Jewish
history. Also, they could not clarify the intelleétual move=
ment in-recent times because they did not show the social
roots of these movements and how they satisfied the interests .
of the classes which supported them, Modern Jewish history
was restricted to the description of the progress of emanci-
pation.” The large center of Jews in America and the settle-
nent of the Jews: in Israel received scant attentiom, History
is a guide and not just "an interesting picture book for the
curious.™ The tragedy of our people in World War II has given

us a new perspective for Jewish history during the Galut. The
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system which has explained general history so well 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 materialism. In fact, only
this system can explain tﬁe disaster in Burope and the nation- é,
al liberation in Isrdel. A large space will be devoted to the
French Revolution and the wars of Napoleon because during this
period arose all the problems of subséquent genarations.
Mahler next outlines the major developments in modern

Jewish history according to his conceptuai framework of di- _ A
alectical materialism. Since his work and his viewpoint is so i

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

say has been prepared'and appears as an appendix to this work,
Therefore only a very short summary plus his periodization is
presented in this chaptez,

Jewish history is umique, On ome hand, it is so interwoven

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

the fate of the mations, On the other hamd, the Jewish people

are different from all other nations because they are not ate

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-
triess The peviod of growing capitalism was marked by eman~ ﬁ
cipatioﬁ, the entrance of the Jews into Buropean cﬁlture, and

inereasing urbanization, But the breakdown in capitalism when

the reaction attacked the spirit of progress was marked by

economi.c and social discrimination and even violence, The dif-
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ferent rates of capitalistic development in various countries
accounts for the differences among Jewish communities. XEven
Jewish tulture suffered because the bourgeoisie, instead of
developing a mational culture as the bourgeoisie of other nations
did, tried to assimilate to the native middle class and denied
the national existence of the Jewish people. Bven the proletari=-
an Yiddish culture lacked a normal wholeness which comes from

a normai state,

The reactions to social progress grew stronger and more
frequent as capitalism began fo decay during the stage of im-
perialism, The reaction to the Russian Revolution of 1917 was
the Nazi-Pascists and the destruction of Buropean Jewry. Bach
of thesé reactioms helped strengthen Jewish natiomal conscious=-
ness and stimulated aliyah to Israel which had been made feas-
ible by the capitalistic developments in production, communi-
cations, and organization, The combination of Socialism and
Zionism rebuilt the land and realized the ancient dream for a
free political state, The following is the periodization of the
primary trends in modern Jewish history, 30
I. Modern capitalism and civil emancipation

of Jews (L789-1917)
1., The French Revolution and the spread
of the new regime during the Napole-

" onic Wars (1789-1815)

2. The period of reaction in Burope (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)
1T, The international struggle between capit-
alism and Socialism and the auto-emanci-
pation of the Jewish people (1917-1950)
5, The period of the Socialist Revelu-
tion and the Counter-revolution; the

Balfour Declaration and the third Ali-
yah (1917-1924)
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The period of building Socialism in
Russia, capitalistic relative stabil-
ity, and the fourth aliyah (1924-1932)
The rising force of Fascism and the
Nazis; the fifth aliyah (1933-1939)
The Second World War and the destruc-
tion of Buropean Jewry (1939-1945)

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 History" Mahler appeats to be a dogmatic Marxist~Leninist.

In his work, however, he is much less rigid. This essay was

written after the Russiam victory over Nazism and support for

establishment of the Jewish state. It may represent the high

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

one to think that Mahler's work has little value due to his

dogﬁatismm At the very least, Mahler presents facts that others

had ignored. In addition, his conceptualizations are very in-

cisive and his explanations convincing,

. Howard M. Sachar was born in Saint Louvis, Missouri, inm

19280 He received his Ph,D. from Harvard University, his speci-

élty being Near Sastern studies, He was a Hillel director at

U.CoL.A, and is presently teaching history at Brandeis Univer-

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

book (1958) was The Course of Modern Jewish History, Unlike

the other historians previously presented, Sachar does not

base his work on origimal sources, but on secondary litera-

ture. While his scholarship cannot be compared to a Graetz

or Dubnow, I have thought it fit to include his work inmasmuch

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 Buropean Jewry and the rise
- of the State of Israel. The approach of the book as stated by
' ¢he author in his preface is to demonstrate the interaction be-
tween Jewish and non»jewish factors,

It is 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
' more transparently evident than of the modern
* period, Por the very existence of a genuinely
- modern Jewish civilization is due, almost en-
tirely, to the impact of non-=Jewish political,
economic, and cultural influences. :

The five men whose attitudes and concepts have been pre-
sented differ in many ways. During the century that has lapsed
between Graetz and Sachar both Jewish history and general his-
toriography have undergome tremendous changes, The movement to
Americd, the Russian Revolution, the new anti-Semitism, and the
rise and success of Zionism has changed completely the struc-
ture of modern Jewry. These tremendous events and experiences
alone would af fect-any writer of Jewish history, In addition,
historiography has been deepened and expanded by Buckle's methods
of statistical investigation of mass movements and his stress of
the importance of science, Karl Marx with his concept of class
struggie, Burchhantt's stress on cultural history, and the present

32 Von Ranke®s

trend to social history of the mores of the masses,
evidence that foreign felations have a decisive impact on inw
ternal developments and Toynbee's arguments that states should

not be seen in isolation but as a part of a whole (the civiliz=

ation) have been paralleled by an increasing awaremess of the
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impact of Gentile civilization on theJews and an increasing
discernment of the differemces between Jewish communities ex-
isting sinmultaneously but. differing due to their background
civilization and its state of development. L V

The passing of time has given us a decpet perspective. The
spread of Jéwish scholarship has given us a broader perspective,
Qarqn %oday can view Mendelssohn and the German Haskalah in a
context unthinkable to Graetz, Dubnow and Mahler, who lived in
eastern Burope, could see the Hasidim actuwally, and not polemical-
1y, It is not jst by chance that as a historian's birthplace

moves east from Bernberg to Posen to White Russia, their his-

tories become more concerned with the Bastern Buropean masses
and their historiography becomes more national in orientation, E?T;
In addition to time and space, the contributions of predeces-

Bors have helped change Jewish historiographya Bach man had his
own personality and his own society's outlook, but he could I

build on previous woek and was aware of the conceptualizations ' |

that preceded his own. Graetz, who was influenced in his views

by Krochmal and Rappaport, and negatively by Jost, has in turn !pt
influenced Dubnow, Baron, and Mahler, As they have all written |
about him and even about each other, let us see what theyhave
to save

Pubnow writes about Graetz after describing Giger, who

tried to mke the Jews only a religious group, and before
dealing with Moses Hess, the early nationalist.3> After quick-
ly relating his birth in the Polish part of Russia and his Ortho-

dox yotth and disposition for Samson Raphael Hirsh-type Ortho-
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doxy, he concludes with an argument that Graetz opposed Reform

Judaism "not because it was an insult to tradition, for he was a
free thinmker, bﬁt he complained of its estrangement from our
;people and its clingihg to another people." Between these {wo
fcbht:@gictory statements he also claims that Graetz denied ‘the
principle of“his generation that there was no Jewish hation in

the Diaspora. Nevertheless hé admits that “"Gaetz didn't follow
his system to its conclusions." That Graetz realized that Jew-
ish history is not just a history of ideas is clear, but that

he had in mind a separate Jewish nation in the political or

even culturally autonomous sense is not warranted by his own
statements, and especially by his treatment of the German Emanci-
pation,

Baron claims that we can see Graetz as a Nationalist with
zionist tendencies in a pre-ziomist period, He at first sup- ol
poffed the “Lovers of Zion" movement but bﬁoke away later f

because of its radical nationalism, Although he had a great

love for Hebrew, his Hebrew style was poor. He devoted little . }

space to modern Hebrew literature in his history,34

“Graetz drew inspiration for his deep matiomal pride,” |

writes Mahler, from the 1848 Revolution, just as Jost was in-

fluenced by seventeenth century cosmopolitanism, and Dubnow by
the first Russian Revolution, However Graetz, who wrote during
the Romantic’period, was still negafive to the Messianic move-
fents. He judged them as atypical adventures, the fruit of im-
agination and madness. Dubnow, the national historian, saw them

as desires of the Jewish people for liberatiom and redemption.
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These desires grew as the suffering of the people grew, and hope
for immninent -salvation was remewed in every period of inter-
natipnal political change, Dubnow had the same profound per-
ception of the Kabalah, especially the Lurianic Kabalah. Graetz,
with his rationalistic view, denounced the Kabalah as a corrupt
idea which degraded Jewish culture till the modern period, Dub-
now heard the mational feeling beating within the hearts of the
people and arrousing them to individual affirmation. The strong
bppbsifion of Graetz to any kind of mysticism reached its height
in his description of the Hasidim. I{f he admits occasionally that
the Hadidim or the Zohaxr offered anything comstructive to the
. people, it is only to show how Low pilpulistic Talmud had sunk,
Dubnow*saw more_objectively and could even compare the Hasidim
to the Haskalah, both of them emriching Orthodoxy, each ac-
cording to the different stages of development of the Jewish
people in the Bast and in the West, Graetz based his historical
ébﬁcéptualization on the dialectical system of Hagel, especially
his “idea  of the development of the world spirit through self-
realization by opposition.35 In modern Jewish histofiography,
Jost was the first to expreés the idea that the Mishnah and the
Rabbinic literatute that developed from it fulfilled the func-
tion of a moveable motherland in Jewish history. Graetz, fOLf
lowing Jost's footsteps, called it the Palestine of the exile,
Bor Dubnow and others, the religious system of separation be~
came a mechani sn for preserving the mation, Mahl r disagrees
completely, The Talmudic system is not unique (as the develop-

ment of Islam shows) and the idea of a Medieval hibernatiom is
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flot accurate and fails to explain the character of Jewish cul=
?uxe in the Middle Ages, Also, the weakness of Judaism in'tbe:pren
ﬁmancipation éra cannot be explained without reference to the
éenerﬁl trends in Buropean culture. Dubnow stresses only the ;
gﬁbjéCfive aspect of natiomality. It is necessary to under-
étand the objective forces of Jewish experience, Jewish cul@ure
ﬁés bound to the feudal and semi-feudal regimes in which the
Jews fulfilled the economic fupction of a "third estate." Dub-
now never gave enough weight to economic, even when he did dis-
cuss it, Another theme of Dubnow which Mahler criticizes is
his con;truction of individualistic religion versus collective
keligion. Dubnow says the latter is normanative Judaism, i.e,
national in orientation, All leterodoxy in Judaism is a revolt
by-theéindividual against the bonds of Jewish society, Thus un-
%il the present, anyone who rebelled égain&t the legal tradition,
eithér;due to religious feeling or due to free thought, was in .
reality rebelling against the m tionm.

“That which Graetz regardﬁd as "the essence of true Jﬁdaw
ism" becomes for Dubnow & legalistic religion which guarded the
na%ional existence, In Graetz's system there was progress, while
for Dubnow there is no progress in traditional Judaism. For Dub-
now, almost two thousand years of history has oﬁly one form of
culture~the national-—-and all other streams ére regarded as ex~-

ceptions. This ignores the general development of human thought

and apprehends events in isolation from their gocial contexts, 30

Dubnow's emphasis on autonomism hid from his eyes the desire ’

\
return to Zion which has filled the hearts of the people in A.
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genefations, “Not a permanent existence as a natiomal minority
i@ théiniaspora, but the ingathering of the exiles and the re-
bufiding of Zion was the desire of the peOple,.a“37

Baron thinks that Dubmow differed from Graetz more in theory

than in pia.ctice° The name of his major work, & World Histoxry of

the Jewish People, sugg sts a departure from the historiography

of Graétz, for whom the Jewish past was viewed separately from
all other natioms. Dubnow uses ndtional centers to organize
his material instead of Graetz's synchromistic method. He is
right in this, for Graetz “put in one chapter everything that
happened to the Jews in a cértain number of years without pay-
ing attention to the basic differences in the different lands
in which they dwelled,"38 However, in practice Dubmow has not
succeeded in avoiding the pitfalls of Graetz which he himself
éo bluntly denounced.

Bxcept 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,3
Both of them accept the primacy of spiritual factoxrs, Dubnow
set up an autonomous national will which was the driving force
in shaping the destiny of the people and which, 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 artificial at-
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témpts‘ét periodization, Dubnow objects to Baron for his lack
of periodization. The last half of the seventeenth century, ﬁhich
Baron congsiders pasrt of the period of Jewish emancipation, 5rought
about no change in the situation of the people, writes Dubnow, 40
True, the bedinnlng of capxtalxsm in Italy and Holland affec;ed
some Jews, but what is fundamental is the situation of all the
people, not just a few individuals or a small group. In the Mide
dle'Ages'we also had rich Jews and free thinkers. The chapter ﬁ

on emancipatmon is chaotic because different periods are mlxed

together¢ bubnow was afraid that the title A Social and Religious !

History of the Je®@s indicated that secularism would be subor-

dinateQ, Religion does occupy a larger part than in other his-
tories, but Baron is not one-sided, Dubnow objects to calling
. the Sa@ucees ra tionalists. They should be called‘political nation~ l
alists) and.the Pharisees spiritual mationalists., The reason for ?]‘j
his objection is revealed when he states that this struggle is HiE

continuous and manifests itself today in the Zionist movement. \%w

In;yis epiiogue, Baron surﬁeys the present situation and sug-
gests that the Jews must be willing to adjust. If the PFascists 3}i:
willvgive us corporate rights in exchange for civil rights, the ii
danger is not so great. The Stalin constitution also may givg |
us a chance to adjust to Russian Communism., Dubnow disagrees,

as f;oﬁ his point of view he must, Hitler and Stalin will pass
away. To build on them is dangerous, Unfortunately Dubnow was

;Wrang,iﬂis attachment to the Diaspora led to his rejection of

Ziqnism for spiritual autonomism, His attachment to eastern

Burope led to his refusal during thé thirties to immigrate to
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rAmepica, which he himself admitted was the new center of the
Diaspora. He was fortunate only in not living to see the full
extent of the amnihilation of Bast Buropean Jewry. ‘

It is this catastrophe which Mahler says demands a new
examination of the Emancipation in Jewish history.4l Dubnowi
uséd the attainment of equal rights by western Jews as a guide
and a reproach to Tsarist Russia., We today see emancipation
as bound up with capitalistic development 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 recent con-
frontation of imperialistic capitalism and Socialism only secure
in a Jewish state,
| Mahler's thesis that the advent of Socialism is beneficial
for the Jewish people is doubtful to Baron, He writesg and sub-
séquent history has borme him out, that Communist policy does

not justify the belief that the proletariat as a class is neceg-

sarily friendly to the Jews, The revolutiomary Pourth Bstate, in

the early stages of its struggle againsf the existing social orxder,

champions humonitarian ideals, as did the Third Estate during its
revolutionary stage, A proletariat in opposition supports civil
and political liberties and the rights of the oppressed peoples.,
But, when empowered, it might easily be persuaded to abandon
1iberty and equality for the sake of general economic equality,
The Russian experience has been too short to allow for legiti-

mate generalizationso4z
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The historians' own philosophy, having 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 inconsistancies and
difficulties in each conceptualization by the juxtaposition

of the historians® own statements,
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Chapter III ~ Jewish Hisb ry in Practice

We will now examine the treatment of several individuals and movenments
by our five historians. The selection of Mendelssohn, the Napoleonic San-
hedrin, the Bast Buropean Haskalah, and anti-Semitism has been determined

partly by the availability of material, paxrtly 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 moaern times. But he is more than a symbol, He is its cause, ‘E
Although Graetz claims that this rejuvenating 6f the Jewish people "may be
unhesitatingly ascribed to Mendelssohn,™ he states that he.neither "intended
nor suspected it.?l Graetz also mentions that Mendelssohn had enlightened o
teachers and also associates who even in his youfh had started a Hebrew .

newspaper,2 He also relates that Lessing had written his play "The Jews®

before meeting Mendelssohn.3 In spite of all this, Mendelssohn remains
the’originator of.modern Jewish culture, However Graetz admits that it did
hot occur to Mendelssohn to use the Torah tranglation he had prepared for
his children to educate his bxethren.4

For Dubnow the Haskalah was not the result of one man's activities,
nor was it the result of outside influences, The need for renewal arose
in Judaism.5 However, he interprets the actions of Mendelssohn as a conw
scious attempt to bring the Jews out of their isglation. "The best means
to accomplish this appeared to Mendelssohn to be similar to what the German
reformer, Luther, had done in his time; a new translation of scripture,"6

The book Jerusalem 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 recomstruction,

Baron emphasizes the pre~German Haskalah in Holland and Ttaly. All
the fundamental tendencies of the Hasklah, such as secular 1earning, pufi-
fied Hebrew, historicism, and the revolt of the individual against com-
minal power, had become more and more marked in Ita;y and Holland long he-
fore MendeISSOhn.7 The scene had been set for the profound transformation
which was to eminate from the German énd eastern Haskalah, The German :I
Jewish Haskalah was much less radical than the French enlightenment for
something of traditional Judaism had to be preserved if the Jews were to
survive, Baron follows Graetz in ascribing the German translation of the

_ Bible as primarily for the benefit of Mendelssohn's children.8

Por Mahler, the powerful cultural upswing in eighteenth century Germany

was sufficient to shake awake the slumbering Jewish culture.9 In addition, : f?
the upper class wealthy Jews needed a knowledge of German for their busi-
ness activities and a reform of many religious practices for their social SRl
activitieS'.lo | 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
consetvative and quite modest in his desires foﬁ Jewish advancementoll
Mahler follows Dubnow im attributing Mendelssohn's translation to an at-
tempt to aculturate the Jews, This he objects to as an undermining of
Yiddish, which could have been the basis of a national culture.l2

Sachar mentions the pre-German Haskalah, but feels that Mendelsséhn
“nevertheless emerges as the key persomality of western Buropean Jewy in
the early modern era.,"13 He emphasizes the Buropean Humanists' readiﬁesﬁ

to receive the "exception Jew" but claims that Mendelssohn left no enduring
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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
an increased awareness of the secular world about thGMa14

Mendelsgohn 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, ‘It is indeed strange that Graetzg who ascribes
the Jewish reawakening to Mendelssohn's activities does mot credit him
with imitating Luther. vAlthoﬁgh the Dutch and Italian Haskalah preceded
the German in time, it was 0 far removed in space that one can seriously
question Baron's assertion that the scene was set for the eighteenth ceﬁw
tury German Haskalah, Mahler's explanation has the advantage of intimacy
in time and apace, His remarks that Mendelgsohn was very conservative are
corrects_ from our vastly changed perspective but ignore the relative
radicalness of his secularism in the eighteenth century, Graetz and Sachar
present biOgraphieé of Mendelssohn as a model: of an age, Baron and Mahler
treat him fragmentary as examples for incidénts in a movement., Dubnow
inclines more to the former group,

The Napoleonic¢ Sanhedrin seems fto have aroused mixed emotions in Graetz.
While he describes its conception as a happy thought and the selections of
delegates as fortunate,l5 he also states that they adopted the disinte-
grating view that Judaism consisted of two wholly distinct elements -- the
pure;y religious and the purely political—legislative.l6 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 of fer of 1799 “only a trick on the part of Bonaparte intended
to win over to his side the Jewish minister of the pasha of Acco." But
he does say that had Napoleon succeeded in conquering Syria, he would per-
haps have assigned a share of his government to Jews.l8
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 P
not have much contact with the Jews and his relations to them as to all
of Burope were both beneficial and harmful, The Sanhedrin showed its |
compliance with French rather than Jewish demands by agreeing to the ‘u
opening of its first session on the Sabbath., Their spirit of servility
passed all limits when they denied Jewish nationalisty,ZO Just what ‘ 13i

national rights they were giving up in order to secure civil rights Dubnow

never makes clearx,

Baron says that the Sanhedrin left a deep impgession during its own
time. It helped the Jews of Russia by scaring the Russian government inté
withdrawing its decree of expulsion of Jews from the villages issued in
1804.% 1 spite of this he devotes very little space to the Sanmhedrin
itself or its influences on later generation, He doecs mot see it as a

= betrayal or as a watershed in Jewish‘history but srather as a part of a
larger trend toward modernization,

Mahler points out that of the 111 men who were nominated for the’
Assembly of Notables, many could not afford to come, and some who did come
could not afford to stay, the whole period (nine months). Thus the
Assembly was mainly composed of wealthy peoplea22 They slavishly glorified

Napoleon, forgetting that the Prench Revolution had brought them freedom
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and that it was Napoleon who was questioning their rightso23 Several of
their pronouncements that Judaism is only a religion and that the Messiamic
Age does noi involve a return €0 Israel were later carried on by the
Reform movement,24 in fact, 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.zs Napoleoﬁ's purpose in convening
the Sanhedrin and in issuing the Infamous Decree was to control the Jeﬁse
David Friedlander opposed the Parisian Sanhedrin, but for reasons of Ger-
man patriotism.26

Por Sachar, Napoleon himself is the prime figure. His instinct for
dealing with the religious factions of his country had always been shrewd.
wIf T were governing Jews, 1 should rebuild the Temple of Solomon,'" hé
oncezsaid, Napoleon felt he could manipulate the Jews but all changes
must appear to come voluntarily from them.27 Napoleon's motivations for
summoning the Sanhedrin were more far-reaching than might have been aﬁpatw
ent to the Jews in France. For one, he wanted the Jews to turn their
backs forever on their corporate status, their separate nationhood, He
algo wanted to gain the loyalty of the numerous Jews of Foland to supply
his recently-arrived arm%es. Pinally, he summoned the Sanhedrin to divert
attention from his plan to jssue the Infamous Decree. He succeeded in all
of these areas, Ihe Saphedrin's solemn renunciation of separate Jewish
nationhood was truly of watershed importance in Jewish history. It set
the tone for western Jewish 1ife for the next centurya28

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, Po? 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 gseveral times the theme that the definition of
Jews as a religious group was due to the influence of the Sanhedrin. Per-
haps he does this for dramatic effect, for the jnfivence of the Sanhedgin
was smali compared to the social realities of the new economic and politi-
cal organigation of the state as he himself writes in chapter three,
According to Graetz, the Haskalah in Galicia arose on one hand due'to'
the increase in communication during the Napoleonic Wars and, on the dther
hand, as a response by reasonable men td meet with firm opposition the .

29 The most appropriate method of removing the

spread of the Hasidic cult.
boorish ignorance in religious and secular matters, and the childliké
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, Oraetz does not conceive of the Haskalah as a social movement rooted
in the needs of some groups, and unappealing to other groups, due to their
different circumstances,

Dubnow algo treats the Galician Haskalah through biographies rather
than as a social movement. The Russian Haskalah however is treated exten-
sively and as a social movement. In concluding his section dealing with
the Haskalah in Galicia, Dubnow differentiaties between the literature in

Austria, which was nationalistic, and in Germany, where it was assimila-

tionist.3o But elsewhere he writes that the budding Haskalah in Péland
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resulted in "Poles of the old covenant" who for the first time included
themselves in the Polish nation.3l Dubnow devotes considerable space fo
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 government to reform the Jews.32 It would seem that
things permitted to'an_East Buyopean 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 assumption
of power by the Poles after 1867, tﬁere began the large scale Polonization
of the Jewish intellengentsia. Between the extremes of rigid Orthodoxy
and Hasidism on one hand, and assimilation on the other, the Haskalah had
little chance to survive,33 Baron devotes oﬁly two lines to the conflict
between the Hasidim and the Haskalah and this is found only in his notes.34
He does, hdwever, 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, especially after 1827 when it be-
came responsible for the delivery of Jewish boys into the army, the Has-
kalah Was much more antagoﬁistic to religious tradition, especially during
its Yiddish phase.35 Dubnow had glossed over this antagonism when treating
the Jewish cantonists and the Khappers, He only mentioms it in reference
to the abolition of the Kahila.36
Mahler points out that the wealthy merchant who was the social founda-

tion of the Haskalan movement is in its literature held up as a model for

the Jew., Although he admits that many of the Maskilim had to struggie for
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their daily bread, he claims that their identification with their wealthy
benefactors is patent in an analysis of the Haskalah program. Bducation,
the main watchword, of the Haskalah was necessary for a merchant-trading
class, The Maskilim disdained the poor who they idéntified with either
the ignorant or the lazy.37 They were not nationalists, but rather re-

ligiously conservative, They were also politically conservative, They

kept aloof from the revolutionary struggle, allying themselves with the
5 . Austrian government in its period of reactiomary absolution.38 The
struggle between the Haskalah and the Hasidim was socio=political, I%
mirrored the antagonism between the rising Jewish upperclass, who looked
upon the government as an aid in their 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 oppression of
the Jews, The Hasidim evaded the excessive wedding taxes and the law
concerning the examination of all perspective bridal couples on a Haskalah
- cateschism prepared by Hertz !Hombyerg and evaded the government's prohi-
bition of selling liquor in the villages, They evaded military service,
and the civil courts, and succeeded in iransferring money illegally to
Palestine.39
Sachar places the awakening of secular interests among the Jews of
Russia as an integral part of a laxger Russian response to Western ideas.40
He sees the close tie of the Haskalah to the middle c¢lass. In fact, his
whole treatmentA(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 siruggling against oppressive
absolutism, as the liberals and the Maskilim, who are allied with the
govermment, as the conservatives. This is the very opposite of Gaetz,
Mahler is happy to bring evidence of Jewish resistance to the laws of the
government which for most non-revolutionary-oriented historians would prove
embarrassing., Dubnow and Graetz see the Haskalah asprimarily the intru-
gion of Western ideas into Bastern Burope. Baron sees it in the context
of a national revival versus intéllectual.assimilation° Sachar realizes
the importance of Mahler's contribution, but seems to feel that the prob-
lem of Jewish cultuxal creativity is more significant for his readership.
He devotes most of hig attention to the problem of culftural creativity in
Jewish forms versus assimilationist forms, He claims that emancipation
clearly could not have been effectively extended as an act of grace from
above unless the Jewish community was prepared intellectually and emo-
tionally for it. Yet the 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 anti-Semitism will
dépend 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 lifetime and in
his historical materials. The word "anti-Semitism” is a vague term used
to describe everything from social exclusion at a fraternity to the masge
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 various kinds of anti~-Semitism) and show their inter-action,

Graetz regards anti-Semitism as an irrational quirk, A professor will
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become a Jew-hater if an officer gives him a grudging salute¢41 Voltaire
hated all Jews because one Bnglish Jew caused him to lose money and an-
other Prussian Jew sued him.42 Graetz does admit that frustrated nationalm
ism could be directed against the Jews, but even this ne sees ags unplanned
and illogical.43 He never conceives of anti=-Semitism as a problem of
society itself,

Dubnow sees the new anti-Semitism as part of the reaétionary movement
after 1870, It was not directed against Jﬁdaism, but against Jews. In
Frauceﬂracial anti=Semitism was imported from Germany, but was really more
hational than racial.44 The Poles resented Yiddish, the Litwvaks, and the
attempt to create a separate Jewish culture in Poland, This 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-Semitism as a political prob;em befween hostile peoples rather
than individuals (Graetz) or classes (Mahler). He fails to differentiate
adequately between anti-Semitism in Prance where the Jews as a small
assimilated minority are only used as a wedge for a major attach directed
against another segment of society, and Poland where the large Jewish
population had a definite economic¢ and cultural position whicﬁ could be
opposed for itself,

Baron lists numerous factors causing anti-Semitism, The dissatisfac-
tion of the masses was directed into'anti—Jewish channels., In Russia this
éven 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 Bastern Burope showed., Jews were
attacked because of their economic concentration by radicals and for their
radicalism by conservatives, and for their infernationaiism by everybody.
The fact was that the Jews had not succumbed to ethuic or economic absorp-
tion, The increasing nationalism of the last decades whetted the resent-
ment of the majorities., The unification of Gérmany had resuscitated the
antagonism of the national state toward the Jew, On the other'hand, in the
struggle of nationalities in Bastern Burope the Jew was a buffer and a
scapegoat.47 If the Jew had been attacked for his separateness in thg
past, he was now accused of dominating the nation of culture, Some anti-
Semites want as far as to reject»that Jewish heresys ChristiaﬂitYo48

Baron shows his understanding of the multi~-faceted aspects of anti- f‘h

Semitism and its causes as the long list above shows., But as it also

shows, he has made littie attempt to determine the relative importance
of these factors and under which circumstances the different factors be-

come stromger or weaker, In other writings he has suggested a regular !
formula to explain the alternation of toleration and intoleration through
the inner efalution of the host countries, In addition to religious an=-
tagonisms and economic riﬁalry, one must pay close attention to mational=-
ism as a major factor in changing Jewish destinies, especially in the
medieval and early modern period, States with a nationally homogeneous

population, sonner or later turned against their Jewish "subjects" and

sought to eliminate this “alien" ingredient, On the other hand, milli-

national states considered their Jews valuable to help maintain imperial

unity and gave them many privileges.4?
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If Baron presents us with dozens of reasons,.Mahlér finds only one
basic cause of anti-Semitism and that is socio-economic, The Jewish ques.
tion in 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 Jews, even though they needed them for their eco-
nomi.c¢ activifies.so The peasants' interests did not conflict violemtely
with those of the Jews. It was the economic rivalry of the Polish and
Jewish bourgeois that was driving force behind Polish anti-Semitism for
centuriesasl Mahler does admit that after the 1867 revolt, anti-Semitism
came to a standstill for several decades., He also admits that the spécial
-character of Folish anti~Semitism was due to Jewish national and cultural
separatenessasz

Mahler also tries to maintain that the peasants and the masses wete
not really anti~Semitic and that the Poles did not cooperate with the Ger-
mans in the “final solution.™®3 fThe former is a.result of his Marxist
attitude that the masses are.the "good guys.," The latter is due to his
Polish loyalties. In the first version of this essay written early in the
War, he thought that the common enemy would serve to unite the “two nations
on one soil,” This remark was dropped from the revised edition,

“In his latest essay om anti-Semitism (5723), Mahler rejects the

54 It is ttue that anti-

socio-economic interpretation of anti-Semitism,
Semitism is caused by competition within a class and/or opposition from an
exploited class, but these are conflicts which are continuous and do not,
therefore, explain the rise and fall of anti-Semitisn during different

periods, Nor does it explain why, given the weakness of the Jews, anti-
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Semitism is restricted at all, Purther the anti-Semite does not distin-
guish between‘different classes of Jews, buf hates all Jewsass The
angwer is that the Jews are useful as political enemies., They are used
a8 a diversion for economic and political unrest.s6 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, Inasmuch as
this progress is dialectical, there will be conflagrations which will
envelope the Jews, The ingathering of the exiles.is the real solution
for the Jewish people,
Sachar focuses on the individual in his analysis of anti-Semitism,
but he, unlike Graetz, finds in the very irrationality of anti-Semitism
its zatiomal (psychological) explanation, While upperclass comservatives ‘
may have suppdrted respectable anti~Semitism as a means of fighting the
liberals, it was the frustrated and embittered lower-middle classes that
the demogogues were able to mobilize for the new nihilistic anti-Semitism, 57
Sachax diffgrentiﬁtas between men like Von Plehev, who used the Jews as part
of their political policy, but personally had little against them,58 and
those like Drumont and Ahlwardt, who sublimated their own frustrations
in racist Jew baiting.sg Sachar does not ignore the economic considefa_
tions, especially in the Slavic countries, However, he regards the tétal
nibilism 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 "big bfother" state to protect them, 'The Jews were
markéd out for special treatment for they alone of alllthe minority peo=

ples had no influential intercessor in Burope to speak and, if necessary,
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retaliate on their behalf,™ The reactionary aspects of Buropean culture
generally ignored by liberal assimilated Jews, are given extensive treat-

6l

ment, Not that they were such important causes of anti-Semitism, but

in order to call to the attention of today's Jewish intelligentsia that
"Burope did not, could not, would not, love them back.“62 These fhemés
are the historiographic and didactic'outgrowth qf Sacharts Zionist commit-
ﬁent.

The development of Jewish hi§toriogxaphy is nowhere better iliusﬁrated
than in the differing analyses of anti-Semitism, Graetz, writing in a
pre-Marxian and pre-Bweudian intellectual climate, can only see anti-
Semitism as a perversion of man's normal nationality, The elimination
of ignorance and supersfitious religions would be enough to solve the
problem, The obvious cultural achicvement of German Jews should convince
any anti-Semite of his error. Dubnow, although living after the inpitial
impact of Marx and Freud, is influenced by his experiences among the come
peting nation minorities of Bastern Burope. He camnot derive anti-Semitiem
from the unique social and economic position of the Jews because he béw
lieves in the Diaspora., Dubnow rejects anti—ngitism a% a permanent
factor of society, He believes it can be fought and overcome,%3 Mahler,
who is also an Bastern Buropean Jew, has, in his Marxist framework of class
conflict, an explanation of anti-Semitism, Yet even he lately seems to
feel that mexe 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 flood, Mahlex
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disregards the capitalist crisis in America during which relatively little
anti-Semitism occurréd, Sachar disregards the German industrialists®’
preference for the radical right due to their violent anti-Communist pro-
gram, But the "Pinal Solution" itself is intelligible only in terms éf
psycoanalysis, Mahler sees the importance of “diverting the people’s
unrest” but lacks the wneceptualization of how this takes place. A much
closer study of the men who joined the Nazi party is needed for theAdetailsv
but the main tremnd of Sachar's arzgument 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

Bach of our historians has criticized his predecessors for ignozing
non~Jewish factors be they cultural, sociological or economic, Jewish
history, intertwined as it is in Gentile history, must take all these
factors into account, Sachar goes the furtherest when he says that
modern Jewish civilization is due almost entirely to the non-Jewish factorsal
This, at first, may seem strange fér Sachar is a Zionist, and nationalists
usually do not like to admit tﬁat there have been foreign influences in
their history, But Sachar, living in the United States, e#periences a
Jewish society built almost completely in mon-Jewish forms, If he
stresses the non-Jewish factors more than an Hast Buropean historian, it
is because American Jewry is more “modern in form than Bast Buropean
Jewry was, While Elbogen lists six yishevot in his index the only
Yeshiva listed by Sachar is Yéshiva»University. Even language, the basic
form for most nationalists, is not stressed, In fact, Sachar himself
knew neither Hebrew nor Yiddish when he wrote his book. Yet, he is aware B
of a strong American Jewish idemtification expressed through “Jewishness." é
Thus, his nationalism is very different from that of Dubnow or Mahler
which was the result of Jewish experience in Bastern Burope,

While the impact of Gentile culture and society 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 relating Stolypin's rise to power, he

informs us that he'was a gemial and charming person, handsome, superficially
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friendly, a devoted husband and fathero"z

Por Menachem Ussischkin, Sachar has hardly a word, It is doubtful
that Sachar thinks that anti-Semites are of more concern for Jewish his-
tory than Jewish national leaders, Perhaps the real_explanation is his
desire to show that for political reasons anybbdy can be an anti-Senite.
Also he tends to ignore internal Jewish conflicts. Ussischkin led the
opposition to Weizmann at the twentieth Zionist Congress and also led
the Zione ;ion during the ﬁganda fight. Sachar's partisan presentation
of Zionism is clearly indicated by his omission of Jabotensky anc the
Jewish Legion., The altelena affair is also ignored, Lest‘one thinﬁ that
these omigsions are.due to the limitation of space, it should be noted
that Berphard Berenson (an apostate) is not only listed but receives
more space than Ussischkin, Abba Hillel Silver and Judah Magnus combined,
This is not due to an odd concept that the aliemated Jewish intellectual
is more important for Jewish history than the committed and active Jew:
but to Sachar'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 teo use secondary sources in Western languages
and so includes much informafion irrelevant (that Mescherski a Slavophile
editor was the Tsars confident) in a study of Jewish history, While the
couw se of Jewish history cannot be umlerstood part from its Gentile en-
vironment,'it must be stresséd that it is not the environment itself but
the details of the Jews reaction to the environment, that makes up Jewish
history. The frequent omission 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, The 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 comparisom to the peasants
would be favorable, 7The historian must not complain of Jewish lack of
rights and ignore the fact that other groups also lack rights., To do
50 leaves the reader with the impression that everybody had what only

the Jews lacked, In writing of Jewish emancipatiom in Bngland, the
historian must mentiom Catholic and nom-conformist disabilities and the
restriction on voting due to use of property qualification, The his-
torian must always present Jewish disabilities 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 conflicts in pailiaments, newspapers and pamphlets
1ittle has been done to analyze elections which are really vast public
opinion polls., Through the study of issues, candidates and local voting
patterns, we could discover a great deal of information about Gentile at-
tidues to Jews.

The initiative amendment to the Swiss constitution which prohibited
Shehita was carried 101,527 to 127,701, A study of who voted for and
who voted agaimst 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 inf luences

are much greater than the influences of one culture on another, Jewish
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history is more often subjected to outside influences than the history of
geographically contained cultures, This does not mean, however, that
Jewish history is only a series of successive societies., There are
several factors which unite all Jewish history,

Prom the earxliest period of Jewish history, there wasa conséiousﬂess
of a difference between "Israel™ and the "nations," The Jew in the
twelfth century Rhineland may have had more in common with his Gentile
neighbors than with a Jew in Muslim Spain but since he never met the
Spanish Jew he saw only the differemce between Jews and Gentilesin the
Rhineland, Thus he felt that all Jews were unified and differentiated
from all Gentiles, Bven the literétume 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 centuty but by the sixteenth century Isserles could
write a commentary on it not because he was closer to Islamic culture than
Peudal Christiran culture but becausé he was too far removed to seec the
coﬁflict. The literature then, although of diverse origims and repre-
senting different societies, becomes an unifying factor as it was inter-
preted, The slow rate of change and the poor commumications characteristic
of the pre-modern period made it easy tp see the past as only slightly
different from the present. Babylonian epics, Hellenistic legal codes,
and Islamic philosophical works were all studied in Bastern Burope. What-
ever conflict there was when the new forms penetrated the old, disappeared
when all the previous forms were assimilatéd 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 iewish historian, Not only must he -
select and ogganize his data, and then explain them, but he must first
decide who are 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 criteriom: because it iself is the ﬁroduct 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 hiatory forces
the Jewish historian to evaluate every marginal figure and some that are
not even marginal. The usual decision is to include him, espécialiy if
he is famous or admired or colorful. This can reach aﬁsurd limits.
Lowenthal, in a book directed against German racism, wi tes tﬁaf Baron
Richthofen “when he fell bled Jewish blood from his veins."4

Yet, Jéwish history cannot be limited to those who live and'act»Only
within the Jewish community. Often a man influences Jéwish history due
to his influence in Gentile history (Trotsky). Often a man influences
Gentile history due to his influence by Jewish hisfory (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 problem is related to another ome; the modern Jewish actiwists.
rejection of a passive part., Hazaz has one of his characters say "Yéa've

already heard that 1'm opposed to Jewish history... I want to explain

"WhY .ese PFirst, I will begin with the fact that we have no history at all.
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That's a facts... Because we didn't make our own history, the goyim made it
for use...they made our history for us to suit themselves, and we took it |
from them as it came. But it's not ours, it's not ours at all! Because
we didﬁ't make it, we would have made it differently..,.. we have no his-
térv of our own."5

To what extent is this true? Has the Jewish people "at all times
and in all countries, zlways and everywhere, been the subject, the cre-
ator of its own histor,}","6 in the samé way that the Chinese in theix
geographic isolation have been? The foreign relation of two sovereign
states with different languages and forms of society are not the sanme as
the relations of a small minority living in close proximity and subject
to a majority. Yet, just because the Jews were so exposed to cultural
configurations of varying types we cannot ignore the selectivity of th;
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 Qhat,ﬂid happen. |

However the historian may choose to imterpret his information, hé
must find some system to present it. Graetz chose time, Within the
time span of each chapter 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 time and spaée to concentrate on
subject matter. Mahler‘emphasizes world progress measuréd in time but
modified byvarea according to its stage of development., Sachar also
basically structures his history in time, but divided spacially and with
the addition of culture sections in given space-time strucfures.

Periodization is necessary in history not omnly 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, Dubmow, Mahler and Sachar begin with the transformation
wrought by the PFrench revolution in political and civiec organization
which for them led to emancipation for the Jews. Baron draws from the
sixteenth century onward for the social movement that will modernize

tﬁe Jews, Dubnow objected to Baron that we must comsider the majority

of the people, In this he is wrong. Bven a small groupis still part of
Jewry and if its history must he consider separately to be intelligible
that fact is very important for Jewish historiography. 'The transformation
of Jewish society in seventeenth century Italy did not affeqt the Jews in
Russia just as the transformation of nineteenth century Jewish society

in Russia did not affect the Jews in the Middle Bast. ‘Bmancipation starts
in the Western hemisphere in 1740 when England naturglized Jews in the
colonies, Por the Jéws of Yemen emancipation came in 1949 when they moved
to Israel., To ignore the edges for the sake of unity is to disfigure

Jewish history. 7The adjustment to modern Israel of Jews from Arab lands

= is part of a series of adjustments to new forms of techmology.and social-

political organization that marks modern Jewish history.

We may expect future historians to modify the present preoccupation
with Buropean Jewish history as interest and information about Sephardic
Jewry grows. The careful differentiation of Jewish communities, according
to the environment will also be more in evidence, as historians can now -
travel and see the different forms of community life., Psychological in-
terpretation of Jewish activity should grow since Gentile comparisons

are so readily available. If Jews are the most historical of all people
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then Jewish historiography should be the most philosophical of all social

studies, They are and it is.

SR
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APPENDIX

“Periodization in the History of the Jewish People
in Recent Generations®
by

Raphael Mahler

During the dramatic period of human history in recent generations
(the last hundred and fifty years) in which occurred earth shaking revolu-
tions in the fields of economics, technology, social and political rela-
tions, and existing 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 mamkind to the point that it could
be justly compared to a barometer, for by their conditions in any period,
we can definiteiy determine the direction, mnot only of the development of
mankind, but also of each state. In spite of this, there is not any
people similar to the Jewish people in the uniqueness of its national
history, its special economic and cultural development, and its severe
struggle for biological and national existence, It is not necessary to
bring rational or historical proof for this while the most tragic example
of its terrible fate during World Watr Two is still fresh in our memories,
But on the other hand, one can point to a fact that is incomparable in the
history of other nations, némely, the restoration of its political inde-

pendence two thousand vears after it was expelled from its land, Indeed,
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these two trends in Jewish history seemingly contradictory, are only two
sides of the same phenomemon and this is the detachment of the Jewish
people from the soil, This “detachment" 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 cule-
tural condition, This same “detachment" is also the reason for its un-
usual politidal weakness which makes it dependent more than any other
people on the situation of the world's nations and the direction of their
development.,

Because of this "detachment™ the Jewish pgople's historical develop-
mént in every period can only be explained in relation»to parallel develop=
ments in each period of universal history. Bvery period of human progress
results in improvements for the Jewish people while every reaction in the
life of othex natiéns bﬁings double calamity and suffering on a people
lacking political power, The great iuequalify in the social, political
ciiltural9 and economi.c development of different Jewish communities ig a
direct by-product of the inequality in the development of mankind, especi~
ally du;ing the period of capitalism. Just as this same unequal general
development cannot obscure the main trend of world capitalismlinﬂévemf

period, so alsgo in periodizing modern Jewish history we must view first
of all, thg general trends of development of this universally dispersed

people including all the visible deviations in the various Jewish communities.

The fundamental law in the development of society is progress and
never has progress advanced in all areas of human life with such giant
steps as in recent generations. The outstanding development in economics

and the great advance of civilization and culture can be measured only by
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méasuring the distange between feudalism, which still enchained mankind on

& the eve of the French Revolution,and.the Socialism that today  rules more

s

than one-third of mankind, Through unceasing class warfare, through re-
peated bloody revolutioms, and through destructive warfare, mankind, ele-
vated duzing these same turbulent generations, reached this stage.
= Simultaneously with the development of capitalism, a <dhange occurred
in the economic and social foundation of the Jewish people., A nation of
middlemen, a nation of usurers and peddlers in Western Burope, of tenants,
tavern-owners, shopkeepers, and artisans in Bastern Burope was signifi-
cently transformed into a nation with a capitalistic economic and class
structure, Commerce and industry became the basic branches of Jewish
economy and in the liberal professionsbthe 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 major cities, especially in Western Surope, and in the new
center, the biggest of the Jewish communities in the world, in America.

The Socialist Rewlution marks, first of all, a higher stage also in
the economic development of the Jewish people, Shopkeepers, peddlers,
tailors, shoemakers of the past penetrated in fhe Soviet Union 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 of fice
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 upper classes of the very rich, were restricted in their freedom of
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settiement and entrance into all economic activities. They were bent
under the heavy burdeh of épecial taxes and additionally they stood out-
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 revolution advanced, so too Jewish emancipation
spread out and included more and more states and area, In the footsteps
of the bourgeois revolution which brought legal liberty to the Jewish =
community of America, came the French Revolution and the Napoleondc era
which presented civil rights to the Jews of Western Burope, The Revolu-
tion of 1848 declared emancipation for Jews in central Burope, With the
stabilization of the bourgeois legal state at the beginning of thé last
third of the nineteenth century, emancipation of Jews was completed in

all of Burope except for the absolute regime of Tsarist Russia and for
Rumania, which was subjugated to the regime of the Boyars., The Socialist
Revolution of 1917, besides bringing for the first time civil equality

to the largest Jewish community in Buropey also formed ‘the first experience
in history for real equality of Jews, The:difference between emancipation
of Jews in a Socialists regime and their emancipation in bourgeois states
is as big as the difference between social equality in Socialism and the
legal civil equality in a society based on a class regime, -

In the same measure a$ the gemeral progress, surely we can measure
the cultural adVance of the Jewish people in recent centuries. During the
decline of feudalism, the culture of the Jewish people, more than that of
other nations, was frozen in ancient tradition and sunk in religious

lethaxgy 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 famished, who had suffered cen~
turies from rightlessness and cultural isolation, jumped enthusiastically
into occupations of technology, science, art and literature, and their
names are among the most distinguished pionee:s of general human culture,
In this generation Jewish national culture sta:téd to flower in various
ways: Jewisgh scholarship, literature, the Hebrew and Yiddish press, the
plastic arts, and music, 7The victory of the Socialist revolution revealed
new horizons also for Jewish culture. Jewish culture in Socialistic lands
ceased to be a monopoly of theuupperxclasses and became a possession of
the masses, Jewish literature and science reached new heights to the

same extent that the Socialist seminal idea was profound and the new view-
point broad,

In spite of this, a powerful curse was trailing behind the Jewish.
people, i.e., its unigue national existence,'the outcome of its “detach-
ment* from the land, This abnormality was a dark shadow accompanying the
progresé 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 them in all their achievements and finally caused the very exist-
ence of an uprooted people {to become mortally dangerous.

The economic development of the Jewish people in capitalism came to 2
dead end because of its unique means of production. Because of its aliéna-
tion from the basic branches of production, especially from agriculture,
the Jewish people in all capitalistic countries reflects an inverted
pyramid of economic structure. Commerce, 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 tops Jewish industry is restricted to a few btanches
of comsumer industry alone, principally clothing and'food. In Bagtern
Hurope, the major center of Jewish pqpulation, Jewish industry was dis-
tributed in such small units that its plant was hardly different from the
workshop of artisans. Bven the new center of Jewish mass immigration in
America where the rapid progress of industrialization first occurred and
resuited in concentrating immigrants in large factories, Jewish industry
didn't break out of the marrow framework of the traditional branches and
the jeWish people remainad essentially a nation of "sissors and irons,"
Also, this procéss of industrializatioﬁ was hglted by the ceSSatiop of
mass immigration. From then on, the rgverse process of permanent deproli-
tarization became stronger with a flowing into commerce, liberal pro-
fessionsy; and c¢lerical work. ‘This situation was worst in the new centers
of immigration in the twentieth century in Central and South America,
South Afrxica, and Australia, The 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 Burope and the'middle

and lower-middle class in Basterm 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 limit which chains the pro-
ductive forces of the Jewish people is also the reason for the unusual
poverty of the Jewish population in the Inads of underdeveloped capitalism
in Bastern Burope, More than‘this the concentration of Jews in commerce

and consumer industries in all the capitalistic lands and especially in
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‘ middie and Bastern RBurope causes growing sharp competition from the native

middle class and lower middle class, BEspecially among shop~keepers and
artisans who are gradually impoverished by the councentration of capital.
This competition is evideént not only in the field of ecodnomics through
the elimination of Jewish shop~keepers and artisans and their severe im-
poverishment, but also serves as a socjialeeconomic foundation similar to
the competition in liberal professions and trddes for the anti~Jewish
propaganda of every political feaction which exists in a capitalistic
society, It appears in the end as an organized anti—Semitic movement.

The special economic structure of a "detachéd“ people has left unique
characteristics also on the Jews in socialist countries. With all the
serious consequences of effurtsvby Socialist regims to integrate the
Jews in all branches of production the Jewish population itself does not
reveal a tendency to exploit the new possibilities of mass return tecthe
land and thus its proportionate share of office work and professions is
higher than the rest of the population,

The abnormal life conditioms of this dispersed people is an evident de-
fect also in Jewish cultural development in recent generations. The
unique natiopal 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 was borne by the new ruling classes, Not so
with the new Jewish bourgeois in Western and Central Burope. 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 Jews, nationality
and by the anouncement that the Jews are only a geligious group, Through
this the Jewish bourgeois noisily strove to uproot the traditional Jewish
culture and first of all the Yiddish language from the midst of the Jewish
people in order to activate and further the process of cultural and lin-

guistic similation, Thus the breach was deep and bitter between the con-
tinually assimilated Jews of Western Burope and the Jews of Eastern Burope
who were the backbone of the people, This same process of assimilation :in
areas of developed capitalism in time also sucked into its whirlpool the

new large center of the Jewish people in América, The greatest masses of

the Jewish people who were concentrated in the underdeveloped lunds of

= capitalism in Bastern Buropegwere guardians of the mational and linguistic

tradition, and the builders of a mew Jewish culture., Bven here the leaders
of the bourgeois class did not stop from preaching assimilation in the
fashion of Western Burope. DBut even the glorious Renaissance of the
Jewish folk culture in Bastern Europe was expressed only in the field of

belle-lettres in Hebrew and Yiddish, A people which is not concentrated _

on its 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 technology, land and sea communication, physical science,
medicine, modern jurisprudence, and the other numanitieé do not enter its
domain and mostly aren't even reflected in its language., This hollow de~
fective naturé of Jewish culture under the conditions of "detachment" is
very evident in the same way as is the danger‘of asgimilation, especially
in the days of the flowering of capitalism,

This abnoxmality appears in its sharpest form in lands that have already
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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 rapidify unknown in
Jewigh history. With the destruction of the Jews in Bastern Burope,
among them the majority of the Jews of Soviet Russia, the flowing spring
Jewish cultural creativity in the dispersion of the exile was sealed, The
existence of tﬁe Jewish nation as a special national gm up had reached a
crisis point in the Diaspora, Bwen more than this the political devel-
opment of Capitalism especially in its second stage, the stage of decay
and encounter with increasingly powerful Socialism, indicates to the
Jewish people clearly the bloody 1esson.that under conditions of exile
not only its national existenée but even its physical existence is in
mortal danger,

In recent generations, as in all history of ciass society, the pro=-
gress of mankind isn't a straight ascending line, but is comparable in
the classic expression of Karl Marx, to a spiral, 'The éurves of retreat
in it are the outcome of the temporary success of the forcés of social
and political reaction in society, ‘The rapid progress of mankind in
modern times is also compounded by a incomparably severe class struggle.
Just as the last 150 years of economic developﬁent was dynamic so too the
frequent revolutions were dynamic, one more radica; than the next, and
opposed to this, the recurring counter-revolutions by which reaction
tries 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: ip is the Jewish people, Dispersed in the world
for two thousand years, because of its political weakness and its social-
economic stiuctural uniqueness, and outcome of its dispexsion the Jewish
people was selécted as a sacrifice for any reaction., Not without reason

was a book of Jewish history during the exile called Ihe Book of Tears.

However, in recent generations the time of respite from suffering grows
shorter and the sufferings increase until they reach the most texrible
tragedy in all history. |

| Even at the apex of capitalism the process of em#ncipation of the
Jewish éommunity was interrupted_time and again by the curtailment of
their rights and by anti-Semitic movements parallel to the counter -
revolutiénary periods; The reactionary period of Metternich against the
Prench revolution, the counter revolution that killed the Rewlution of
1848, and the political reactions of Impe;ialism, a Stage of decline in
capitalism that began with the cruel suppression of the Paris commune
were also the hour of the birth and spread of modern anti-Semitism, It
was also the time of the oppressive decrees and riots against the Jews
in Tgarist Russia, thevfortress of European reaction, The height of
these pogrommes was the wave of bloody pogrormes which overwhelmed the
Russian Jews during a period of cruel terror against the Revolution of
1905,

Wifh the victory of the Socialist Revolution in Russia (1917) a new
wave of reaction arose in the Capitalistic world which reached its climax
in the years of PFacist and Nazi<power in Burope. 'This 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 declining world of
private property against Socialism that had come to power. No wonder,
therefore, that the fturbulent united reactionary forces, the most terrible
in history, which turned 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 im the history of suffering
ﬁntil this time. The story of the suffering of the people parallels in
all its'steps the stages of the most decadent of reactions. The counter
revolutionary experience 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. The transition to Nazi
rule in Germany, the merceﬁaries of world capitalism’s preparation’for
war against Soviet Russia, cast the Jews of Germany aidneighboring Fag-
c¢ist lands into an abyés of suffering and mortal danger. After the in-
vasion of the Nazis into most Buropean states in World War iI, the most
terrible hour of the tragic exile of the Je&ish people arrived: the
murder in various ways of the majority of Buropean Jews, This “solution"
of the "Jewish question" was arranged by the mescenaries of Fascism, the
child of declining capitalism, which in its growimg period, had been
overflowing with slogans 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.

However, the law of progréss, the igon 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 commands 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" “brethten dwelling to-
gether in unity." Bspecially in recent turbulent and fateful genera-

tions, we and all the world are witnesses to this great undertaking of

- the Jewish people which is incomparable in the history of mankind,

This giant effort of a people to resolve the strange contradiction in
its living conditions between the economic and cultural means of produc-
tion which raged forward and between the rootless conditions of produc-
tion, Bven more contradictory is the contradiction between the strong
human and national sense of self-preservation and the pérmanent danger
to its very natiomal and physical lifeo The resolution of this tremen-
dous contradiction has only ome 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,
Bvery period in recent generations is also a new stage in the deepening
national consciousness of the Jewish people and a new achievenment in
its efforts to revive its past in the land of its fathers,

In every gemeration in its long exile, the yearning for Zion and
the desire for redemption in its land filled the people’s hearts and the
ideal of the return to Zion was the light motif of its culfural cre-
ativity and the perpetual goal of all spiritual and social trends. How-~
evér, 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 for all

mankind so too for a people itself a general rule is “a society doesn't
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make a goal in any period which can't be realized" Marx, Only with the
development of modern capitalism occurred the changes in economics,
society, politics, and world culture which paved the way for the realistic
proposal of building the 1and of Israel by the Jewish people, Just, one
direct outcome of the development of meams of production by capitalism,
namely, transportati om by railroad and steamship, played an important
tole 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 population which was a prerequisite to the appearance of an orgmnized
movement for the natiomal liberation, i,e,, modern Zionism,

During the dawn ofmode;n capitalism in the period of the French and
American Rew lutions and during the Napoleonic Wars, realistic political
programs appeared concerning the revival of the Jews in their own iand,
In these programs the Brench and English statesmen-authors involved their
own states interests in the Middle Bast. These programs were enthusi-
astidally received by the heads of the Jewish communities in America and
a few farsighted intellectuals in Western BurOpe'where the victory of
the Revolution in their lands strengthened in-their hearfs national pride
andkthe desire foxr mational 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 Burope, Also Jewish agencies
were organized to reform the economy of the old settlement in Israel
(Moses Méntefiore)e The period of the flourishing of liberal capitalism

following 1843 aroused in the footsteps of the beginning of economic and
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political expansion of the Western powers into the Middle Bast, a politiw
cal movement into Western Burope, especially in England, for settlement
of Palestine by Jews, Under the influence of the nationalist movement
in Europe, national congciousness was aroused also among Jewish intel-
lectuals in Western Burope (Moses Hess) and by the first apostles of the
"lovers of Zion® movement.

All these phenomena are only‘the first "buds* of an awakened people,
the echoes. of a message for a movement of national liberation to come,
In the same period of capitalistic'development there still were many
powerful factors delaying the progress of national consciousness of the
Jewish peéple and undermining the realization of the historic goal to
return to Zion. The unequal development of world capitalism is the basis
of the phenomenon that Palestine, as part of the Ottoman Hmpire, which
was immersed in decadent feudalism, was closed to immigration 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, semi~feudalistic Burope and the Jewish popu-

lation in this main center of the diaspora did not quickly awaken from its

‘Medieval religious lethargy to its natiomal and social comsciousness, On

the other hand, the enlightened didn’t see that the “detachment" was the
root of the abmormality in the people's lives, On the contrary, they

made special efforts to convince their people that the sooner they adjhsted
to the diaspora, the better would be their chances to improve their con-
dition, Most of the Jewish bourgeois in Western Burope erred in the
illusion that, by cutting every connection with the historic homeland of

the people and denying their national character, and by assimilating into
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the midst of the ruling bourgeois, they would find the definite answer to
the question of existence. The haskalah ﬁovement of the new bourgeois and
the Jewish intelligentsia in Hastexrn Burope didn't go so far as to preach
clear assimilation, but even they appeared with a program of intellectual,
social, and political adjustment to the native population and ignored any
connection 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 economy and when the

modern anti-Semitic movement spread out, and‘after the oppressive laws

= and pogrommes against Russian Jews, the modern Zionist movement was

aroused and increased its power as a national mass movement, However,
the difficult economic and political conditions for an active resettle-
ment in the land of Israel caused the major immigration to flow to the
United States, a nation of flourishing capitalism and great absorbtive
power, Immigration 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. Immigra-
tion and settlement in this period is stamped in the character of early
pioneers who were a historical necessity because of the situation in the
land and also because of the social-economic development of the people
in the period of the galut. A large settlement was beyond the realm of
possibility as long as conditions were not made suitable by pioneering
labor, tramsforming 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 mational consciousness,

S
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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 galut. The pioneers, the men of the second aliya, were
drawn mostly from the pionmeering 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 homeland 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 stage in the growth of modern capitalism was characterized
in Jewish history by the process of civil emancipation, which was inter-
rupted by periods of reaction during which the achivements of emancipation
were weakened or eliminated, The second stage, a result 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 generation of the progress of Socialism in the world the
land of their fathers was transformed. It was revived thanks to the pio-
neering power 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 Diaspora., The terrvible experiences
‘that the people went through during the confrontation qf the old and the
new order, served as stages in its growing immigration to the land and

its rebuilding., 'The pogroms of Petlura‘s troops in the Ukraine strengthened
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the third ﬁiixm. The national suppression in Poland strengthened the
fourth aliya. The wave of Nazism and Pascism in central and Bastern
Burope incited the fifth aliya, the biggest immigration until the outbreak
of World War II.

The worst catastrophe in Jewish history, in which one-third of the
people were destroyed, is the blood-price that they pald for the two
thousand years of galut, This people, which in the midst of the nightmare
of Nazi hell was able to arouse the admiration of the whole world by its
heroic uprising in the Ghettos, awoke after the destruction to battle for
independepce in its own land, A péople dwelling in Zion bought with its
own blood the freedom of its'land and was supported in its battle by the
political and moral aid of the socialist sector of the divide¢ world and
the progressive elements in the captialistic states. On the fourteenth
of May, 1948, the independence of the State of Israel was declared by
the people in Israel, The echo of the words of Bialik on the Kishnev
pogrom seemed a prophecy, "because God called for spring and slaughter
together,” 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 spriﬁg 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 ingathe;ing of the wanderers, dispersed and divided among the nations,
The path to complete national restoration is still as long and hard as the
splitting of the Red Sea., As hard as the struggle of oppressed and suffer-
ing mankind for the complete victory of progressive Socialism, but strong
as a rock is the future of that people which builds its national renewal

on the foundation of the fighting, toiling, vanguard of mankind.
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