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MA EXAMINATION, 2004

HEBR G023: ADVANCED MODERN HEBREW (NON FICTION)

A ONE—VOLM HEBREW-ENGLISH / ENGLISH-HEBREW DIC TIONARY MAY
BE BROUGHT BY FACH STUDENT INTO THE EXAMINATION ROOMAND.

USED DURING THE, EXAMINATION.

 Attempt FOUR quesam All questions amyequal marks.

Translate the following passages into fluent, idiomatic English:
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Translate the following passages into Hebrew, paraphrasing where necessary but
remaining as faithful as possible to the original:

4.

HEBR G023: MA Avanced Moder Hebre,

- “This article analyzes the attitude of the Zionist historians 10 the question of objectivity,

or, in other wirds, their methodological foundations. This question has been rather
neglected in the study of Zionist historiography. The underlying assumption that Zionist

) hstmogmphylnsadwndedogwalslmhasddamdmwehasﬁomammngﬂn

methodological and historiographic world of the Zionist historians. As opposed to the

. prevailing academic assumption that Zionist historiography should be studied only in the
nationalist conteit, this study examines the methodological environment in which two-

generations of Ziovist historians. labouyed. The development of Zionist historiography as
an academic discipline; and the methodologics that influcnced the Zionist historians in
the period under discussion are analyzed. This article reaffimms the need to study Zionist
hﬁmogqhyhdnmdammofmodankw@hsuxngmphyandmdcm
hstonognphyhmlﬂnm:mhonofﬂnmdhoddogyoflimnsthsﬁmwgmphyaﬂm

' for a ready diffcrentiation between historians who saw themselves as committed to the
principles of rescarch and those who preferred a nationalistic style of writing. Despite
. ‘the differences in spproach described here, we can conclude with confidence that

historiographers in the period discussed perceived of their discipline as a positivistic
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also true-during the carly years of statehood when a number of schools of historiography
were to be found. Some considered history ss an autonomous discipline, such as the
members of the Jerusalem school of thought, while others, such as Katz and Goitein,

- supposted the imtegration of history and other social sciences. All, however, agreed that

the goal of rescarch was to reveal the historical truth.

Tbcpbcnomenmcfmigrationoﬂ-:astﬁu:opanjewsinmcmodem
period before World War I is by no means 2 neglected area of,
research.® The attention given to migration is justified because large-
scale population movements coastitute one of the outstanding
characteristics of the modern period — in general history as well as in
Jewish history. However, in order to understand the role and dynamics
of migration among Jews in the Russian Empire in the late nineteenth
. century, one must consider not only international and long-distance
migration but also internal migration among Jews, including the
distinctive features of Jewish migration as compared with migration in -
other populations. Once the scope and features of migration among
Jews are undesstood, it will be possible to eximine some of its
consequences. Important studies hive been devoted to the mass
migration of East European Jews to the United States,! and a few to
large-scale movements of Jews within the tsarist empire, as well as to
Poland.2 Yet, to the best of this author’s knowledge, there is no
comprehensive study of migration by Jews within the Russian empire.3
It is difficuk to determine the degree and patten of internal
mobility of East European Jews before the end of the nineteenth
century. One couid point, of course, to dramatic events in the past,

.
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