THE DEFINITION
OF ANTI-SEMITISM

SO

KENNETH L. MARCUS

UNIVERSITY PRESS



OMNMPEAENNEHUE
AHTUCEMNTUSMA

KEHHET J1. MAPKYC



4

Universality and Particularity

The Homogenists

Many modern formulations have defined anti-Semitism as a discrete but
largely generic form of a more general phenomenon, such as xenopho-
bia or “heterophobia.” That is to say, they have defined anti-Semitism
as an aversion toward all difference, implying a preference (explicit or
implicit) for homogeneity, rather than a specific form of hatred.! This
accords with a more general trend to lump together all forms of inter-
group antagonism and to extend the category so broadly as to encom-
pass all forms of collective resentment.? Indeed, this approach sees
heterophobia as a manifestation of a still wider category of anxieties
arising from the feeling that one has no control over one’s situation,
that one can neither steer one’s course nor foresee its outcome.

Early Zionists, from Chaim Weizmann to David Ben-Gurion to
Vladimir Jabotinsky, regarded anti-Semitism as an extreme version
of general xenophobia that emerged from the de-territorialization
of the Jewish people throughout the diaspora.’ The theory was that
anti-Jewish sentiments had been closely connected to perceptions of
Jewish difference or otherness since at least the Book of Esther, which
is retold each year in Jewish communities during the festival of Purim.
The Zionist solution to this problem was to normalize or de-“other”

106



4

YHuMBepcanbHOCTb N 0CO6EHHOCTb

FomoreHuMCTHbI

MHorue coBpeMeHHbIe aBTOPbl OMPeAeNStoT aHTUCEMUTU3M KaK OTAENbHYH0, HO B LieIoM
0606LLeHHYI0 dopMy 6onee 06LLero ABNEHUS, Takoro kak kceHopobusa nnv
«reTepodobusi». Ipyrumu cioBamMum, OHU ONPeAeNstoT aHTUCEMUTI3M KaK HenpusTme
N06Oro pasnnums, nogpasymeBsaroLiee NpejnoydTeHe (ABHOe UK HesBHOe)
O/JHOPOZAHOCTH, a He KaK KOHKPeTHYt0 GOopMy HEHaBUCTW.19TO COOTBETCTBYeT 6osee
o6LLei TeHAeHLMN 06beANHATE Bce GOPMbI MEXTPYMMOBOro aHTaroH1M3Ma u
pacLINPSATb KaTeropmio HacToONbKO LLMPOKO, YTO6bI OHa OXBaTbiBasa Bce GOpMbI
KOINEeKTVBHOrO HeroAoBaHs.2[leficTBUTENbHO, 3TOT MOAXOZ paccMaTpuBaeT
reTepoobuto Kak NposiBaieHne eLle 60/ee LIMPOKO KaTeropunv TpeBor, BO3HUKALLX
113-3a OLLLLIEHNS, YTO YeloBeK He KOHTPONMPYeT CBOKO CUTYaLMIO, He MOXET HU
ynpasasATe CBOVIM KyPCOM, HV MPeABUAETL ero NCXOoA,.

PaHHMe cnoHuncThl, OT Xanma BeriumaHa go Jasuga beH-T'yprnoHa n Bnagnmmpa
XKaboTMHCKOro, cuMTanm aHTUCEMUTN3M KpaliHeli popMoli BceobLuei
KceHo$Ob6MM, BO3HMKLLEN B pe3y/ibTaTe AeTeppuTopurannsanmnm eBpenckoro
Hapoga no Bceit gnacnope.sTeopus 3aK/o4anacb B TOM, YTO aHTMeBpelickme
HaCTPOeHMS bbINN TECHO CBA3aHbI C BOCMPUATMEM €BPECKOro CBOe0bpasns nim
MHAKOBOCTW, MO KpaliHei Mepe, co BpeMéH KHUM 3cTep, KOTOPYHO eXerofHo
nepeckasblBatoT B eBpelicknx obLLmMHax BO BpeMs npasgHuka Mypum. CnoHmncTckoe

peweHne 3TOM npo6neMb| 3aK/1ro4anocb B HOpManmsaymnm nnn ge-«MHakoBoCTU».
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the Jewish people by resettling them in their own homeland. Then
Jews would no longer suffer discrimination because they ceased to live
at the sufferance of other people. History has not been kind to this
theory, inasmuch as anti-Jewish animosity has recurred globally since
the establishment of the Jewish state.*

A similar view rose in influence within the Jewish communal world
immediately after World War II as Jewish Americans sought to assimi-
late into the broader American culture. Indeed, the adoption by major
of Jewish organizations of this idea of “the unitary character of preju-
dice” has been described as one of the hallmarks of the evolution of
Jewish communal organizations from Jewish advocacy to intergroup
relations.” Under this theory, the prejudiced attitude divides the world
into in-groups and out-groups, directing a generally negative mindset
toward out-groups. This theory is based on the observation that people
who are prejudiced against members of one group tend to be prejudiced
against other groups as well.

By 1947 or 1948, this “unitary theory” or homogenism was hardening
into an orthodoxy. For example, Stephen S. Wise, as president of the
American Jewish Congtess, told Congress in 1947 that, “We regard eth-
nic discrimination, whether directed against Jews, Negroes, Chinese,
Mexicans, or any other group, as a single and indivisible problem and
as one of the most urgent problems of democratic society.” In the same
year, the American Jewish Committee adopted a resolution resolving
“that there is the closest relation between the protection of the civil
rights of all citizens and the protection of the civil rights of the mem-
bers of particular groups.”” The following year, the American Jewish
Congress’s then—executive director, David W. Petegorsky, announced
that “the campaign against anti-Semitism had to be viewed as part of
the much broader struggle against racism in America generally.”

Homogenism became similarly dominant in academia during this
period. This is not entirely coincidental, as the Jewish communal
world, and especially the American Jewish Committee, funded influ-
ential research that articulated this Jewish communal orthodoxy. In
particular this took the form of the American Jewish Committee’s
five-volume series of Studies in Prejudice. These Studies were anchored
by Horkheimer and Adorno’s landmark treatise on 7he Authoritarian
Personality, which was predicated on the notion that anti-Semitism
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eBpeiickoro HapoAa, mepecenv B ero Ha CBOKO PoAVHY. Toraa espen 6onblue He
cTpajan 6bl OT AUCKPUMMHALNN, MOCKOAbKY NepecTant XnTb 3a CHET TeprneHns
APYrux ntogein. ictopus He 6bin1a 61arockIOHHa K 3TO TeOpUK, MOCKOJIbKY
aHTMeBpeicKasn BpaXx4e6HOCTb BO306HOBMIACb BO BCEM MMpe C MOMEHTa
CO3/aHVs eBPerickoro rocyapcraa.4

AHanornyHas Touka 3peHust ycunuaacb B eBpelickoMm coobliiecTse cpasy nocne
BTopoli M1poBoW BOWHBI, KOrAa amepurKaHcKe eBpen CTpeMUInCh
acCcMMUANPOBAaTLCS B bosee LLIMPOKYH aMmeprKaHCKyo KynbTypy. bonee Toro,
NPUHATNE 6ONBbLUNHCTBOM eBPEeiCKNX OpraHn3aunii naen «eUHOro xapakrepa
npeapaccyiKoB» 6b110 Ha3BaHO OAHUM U3 OTANUNTENbHBIX MPU3HAKOB 3BOOLMN
eBpericknX OBLLMHHbBIX OpraHn3aLunii OT 3aLLMTbl eBPEeNCKNX MHTEPEeCoB K
MeXrpynnoBbIM OTHOLLEHNAM.5COrnacHo 3TOV TeopuK, NPesB3ATOe OTHOLLEeHNe
LENUT MUP Ha «CBOUX» N «4HYXKUX», GOPMUPYS B LLeSIOM HeraTMBHOE OTHOLLEHMEe K
«UYXMM». ITa Teopust OCHOBaHa Ha HabMAeHWI, YTO 04V, NPEeAB3ATO
OTHOCALMECS K MpeACTaBUTeNsIM OAHOV FPYNMbl, CKIOHHbI MPeAB35STO OTHOCUTHLCS
W K APYTUM rpynnam.

K 1947 nnn 1948 rogy ata «yHUTapHasa Teopus», UIv roOMOreHnsMm, npespaTuniack B
opTogoKcanbHyto Teoputo. Hanpumep, CtuseH C. Yaris, npe3ngeHT AMeprKaHCcKoro
eBperickoro KoHrpecca, 3assun Konrpeccy B 1947 rogy: «Mbl paccMatpuBaem
3THUYECKYHO ANCKPUMIMHALMIO, By TO HanpaBNeHHas NpPoTUB eBpeeB, HerpoB.,
KuTariLes, MeKCMKaHLEeB AN 160N APYroli rpynmbl, Kak efuHYo 1 HegenMyto
npobsemy 1 Kak 0AHY 13 CaMblX HaCyLLHbIX MPO61eM eMOoKpaTUYecKoro obLecTsa».cB
TOM e rofly AMeprKaHCKWIi eBPencKnii KOMUTET MPUHAN PE30IIOLMIO, B KOTOPO
YTBEPXAAN0Ch, YTO «CyLLeCTBYeT TeCHeliLas CBA3b MeX/y 3aLl1TON rpaXxAaHCKnx npas
BCeX rpaXjaH 1 3aLMTON rpaxAaHCKNX MPaB Y1eHoB OTAe/bHbIX rpynn».7B cnegytollem
rofy TorjallHui NCNONHNTENbHbIN ANPEKTOp AMeprnKaHCKOro eBperickoro KoHrpecca
3B B. MNeTeropckuii 3asaBu, YTO «KaMMNaHWIO NMPOTUB aHTUCEMUTU3MA ceayeT
paccmaTtpurBaTh Kak YacTb ropaszo 6onee LINPOKOV 60pb6bl € pac3mMom B AMepuike B
LenoM».8

B 3TOT nepuoj roMmoreHnsm Takxe cTan JOMUHNPOBATL B akaZeMnyeckoin cpege. 3To
He coBceM Cly4aiiHo, MOCKONbKY €BPeiCKMIA OBLLNHHBIA MUP, N 0COBEHHO
AMepUKaHCKNI eBpericknii KOMUTET, GUHAHCMPOBaN BANATE/IbHbIE NCCIe0BaHNS,
KOTOpble CHOPMYNNPOBANM 3Ty eBPecKyto O6LLMHHYH0 OPTOAOKCaNbHOCTb. B yacTHOCTY,
3TO BbIpPa3na0Cb B NMATUTOMHOV cepuun paboT AMeprKaHCKOro eBperickoro kommreTa.
Uccnegosanns ripegybexgeHnil. ST Vcc1e40BaHMSI0bINN OCHOBaHbI Ha
3HamMeHaTenbHoOM TpakTaTe Xopkxalimepa n AJOpHO OABTOPUTaPHAA IMYHOCTE, KOTOPas

6blna ocHoBaHa Ha npeacraBieHU 0 TOM, YTO aHTUCEMUTUIM
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“probably is not a specific or isolated phenomenon but a part of a broader
ideological framework.” Horkheimer and Adorno associated extreme
prejudice with a new anthropological type, the “authoritarian person-
ality.” According to this theory, the “authoritiarian” or “pre-fascist”
personality could be identified by a number of personality traits, such
as cynicism, conformism, psychological rigidity, a weak grasp on real-
ity, aversion to introspection, and difficulty forming close personal
relationships. Conveniently, Horkheimer and Adorno associated this
anthropological type with the political views of their adversaries, to
wit: illiberalism or “pseudo-conservatism.” Other major works, such as
Gordon Allport’s 7he Nature of Prejudice, also supported the unitary
theory of prejudice. “If a person is anti-Jewish,” Gordon Allport wrote,
“he is likely to be anti-Catholic, anti-Negro, anti any out-group.”™
Under Horkheimer, Adorno, and Allport’s influence, many scholars
tended to view these various antipathies as manifestations of a single
“generalized attitude.”

In a strong version of this approach, anti-Semitism is defined as
being merely “the dislike of the unlike.”" Thus, for example, the Italian
parliament, in concluding its recent formal inquiry into anti-Semitism,
announced that “while it could also be said that all anti-Semites are
racists while not all racists are anti-Semites, it is beyond doubt that a
racist mentality is what it is because iz is based on categories of thought
centering around the idea of a ‘different’ form of humanity, qualitatively
superior or inferior, which therefore accept anti-Semitic theories as pos-
sible and justifiable.”"

Such definitions treat anti-Semitism as distinguishable only in its
objects from other forms of discrimination such as anti-black racism
or anti-Hispanic ethnocentricity, rather than identifying a peculiar
characteristic of the hatred of Jews. Conceptually, they reveal the com-
mon underlying anxieties that arise from the stranger, in the sense that
any other being of human life is foreign and dangerous. This often
stirs antipathy, which may provoke aggressiveness or defensiveness. If
Jews have been more frequently persecuted than other groups, under
this theory the reason is merely that they have been more vulnera-
ble, as a small, discrete, insular, and physically powerless group scat-
tered throughout the Christian and Muslim worlds. By focusing on
anti-Semitism’s heterophobic aspects, homogenizing definitions are
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«BEPOSITHO, 3TO He KOHKPETHOE W/IN U30/IMPOBaHHOE SIB/IEHNE, @ YacTb 6o/ee LINPOKOA
NAE0I0TNYECKO CTPYKTYpPbI».oXOpKXaiMep 1 AZOPHO CBSi3anu KpaHue NpeapaccyAkn
HOBbIM @HTPOMOJIOTMYECKVM TUMOM - «aBTOPUTAPHbIM TUMOM IMYHOCTU». COrNacHo 3Tow
Teopuu, «aBTOPUTAPHYO» UK «MPeAdaLLNCTCKYH» JIMYHOCTb MOXHO 6bI10 ONPeAenTL Mo
PAAY NNYHOCTHBIX YepT, TaKUX KakK UMHU3M, KOH¢OpMI/I3M, ncuxonormnyeckas pUurngHoCTb,
cnaboe BoCnpusiTUe peasbHOCTU, HexeNaHve aHaNn3npoBaThb cebsi 1 TPYAHOCTM B
YCTaHOBNEHUW BAN3KNX INYHBIX OTHOLLEHWIA. [N ya06cTBa XOpKkxalriMep 1 AJOPHO CBA3ann
3TOT @HTPOMOOTUYECKMIA TUM C MOUTUYECKVIMI B3r/ISiAaMUN CBOVIX OMMOHEHTOB, @ UMEHHO: C
HennbepannamMoM MaN «NceBAOKOHCEPBAT3MOMY. Jipyrvie BaxHble paboTbl, Takve Kak paboTa
FopaoHa OnnopTallpupoga npesybexseHus, Takxe noaaepXnBann yHUTapHY0 TEOPULO
npeapaccyAkoB. «Ecn YenoBek HaCTPOEH NPOTUB eBpeeB, — nucan FopgoH ONNopT, — OH,
BEepOATHO, ByeT HacTPOeH NPOTUB KaTONNKOB, MPOTVB HEFPOB 1 MPOTUB Nt060V ApYroi
rpynnbi».1o

Moy BAnsaHnemM Xopkxanmepa, AZOpHO 1 Oninopta MHOrMe yyeHble 6biiun
CKIOHHbI paccMaTpmMBaTh 3TU PasiNyHble aHTUMAaTUY KakK NPosB/IeHNS e4NHOro
«0606LLEHHOIr0 OTHOLLEHUS».

B cTporoii Bepcun 3TOro NoAxoAa aHTUCEMUTU3M OMpeAensieTcs MPocTo Kak
HEMpUA3Hb K HEMOXOXUM».11TaK, HanprMep, UTaNbSAHCKNI NapaamMeHT, 3aBepLuas cBoe
HejaBHee opuLManbHOe pacciefoBaHne aHTUCEMUTU3MA, 3asBUI1, UTO «XOTS MOXHO
TakKxke cKasaTb, YTO BCE aHTUCEMUTbI ABAAIOTCA pacncTamu, XOTs He BCe PacUCThbI
ABNAIOTCA aHTUCEMUTAMU, HET COMHEH W B TOM, YTO PacUCTCKUA MEHTAANTET - 3TO TO,
UTO OH eCTb, MOTOMY UTOOH OCHOBAH Ha KaTeropysX MbILL/IEHVS, COCPELOTOHEHHBIX
BOKDPYI UAen «MHOV» GpOpMbl He/10BEHeCTBd, KaHYeCTBEHHO boJiee BbICOKOV 1iv 6osee
HU3KOV, KOTOPble MO3TOMY NMPUHMMAIOT aHTUCEMUTCKME TEOPUM KaK BO3MOXHbIE 1
onpaBjaHHbIe».12

Mogo6Hble onpeseneHVs pacCMaTpMBatOT aHTUCEMUTU3M Kak HeYTo, OT/InyatoLLeecs
TOJ/IbKO OT APYrnxX GOpM ANCKPUMUHALMN, TaKMX KakK pac3M NpoTUB YEPHOKOXMX VAN
3THOLEHTPM3M MPOTMB MCMAHOA3bIYHBIX, @ He BbISBNSIOT 0COBYHO XapaKTepucTuKky
HEeHaBWUCTY K eBpesaM. KOHLeNTyaNbHO OHY PacKpbIBatOT 0bLLUMe rybuHHbIe TPeBOry,
BO3HMKalOLLMe 13-3a YyXaka, B TOM CMbIC/Ie, YTO /ltoboe Apyroe CyLLecTBO B
YesloBeYeCKOolr XN3HW ABASETCH YyXAbIM 1 ONAaCHbIM. OTO YacTO BbI3bIBAET aHTUNATUIO,
KOTOpasi MOXeT CMPOBOLIMPOBaTh arpeccMBHOCTb UM 3aLLUMUTHYIO peakumio. Eciv espen
nozeepranvce nNpeciefloBaHNAM Yalle, YeM Apyrue rpynnel, TO, COr1acHo 3Tol Teopuu,
NPUYMHA 3aKYaAETCA NLLL B TOM, UTO OHW 6bIN 6onee yasBuMbl, byayun
HeboNbLLOV, 060CO61EHHON, N30IMPOBAHHONM 1 U3NYECKN 6ecCUbHON rpynmnoi,
pa3bpocaHHOli Mo BCeMY XPUCTUAHCKOMY U Mycy/ibMaHcKoMy Mupy. CocpefoToumrBasich

Ha FeTep0¢06HbIX acnekTax aHTMceMnTn3ImMa, romoreHn3npyrLime onpegeneHna
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able to perceive not only its continuities with other animus but also
the ways in which distrust of otherness can engender negative atti-
tudes toward Jews. This theory also explains why anti-Jewish attitudes
sometimes correlate with aversions to other out-groups. For example,
prejudices against Jews, Muslims, and gays have all recently risen in the
Netherlands." It is difficult not to see some degree of xenophobia under
these conditions.

Some homogenist approaches also square well with grand theories
or ideologies. Such theories are typically founded upon the conviction
that one cannot resolve any particular social conflict without resolving
all of them; that is to say, without resolving the fundamental antago-
nisms that lie at the roots of them all. Thus, for example, Marxists argue
that the rights of women, the condition of the environment, the health
of democracy, and the establishment of peace all ultimately require a
global resolution without which their underlying conflicts cannot be
resolved.” Analogous arguments could be found within radical femi-
nism, radical environmentalism, or even some forms of psychoanalysis.
In any of these grand theories, anti-Semitism is merely a generic mani-
festation of a broader phenomenon.

The tendency to blur the lines among forms of prejudice has had
practical advantages and uses. Analytically, it facilitated research, par-
ticularly in the period immediately following World War II, which
demonstrated similarities among the divergent forms of hatred directed
at different groups.” Politically, it provides a basis for coalition-building
activities by various minority groups. The Anti-Defamation League’s
then—national chairman, Judge Meier Steinbrink, articulated this
political argument in 1946, exhorting ADL members that “[t/here
must be no cleavage in the ranks of America’s millions; as we worked
together—all races, religions, creeds, side by side—toward victory, so
we must continue to work to cement that victory, to make meaning-
ful the enormous investment in life, limb and labor.” This strategy is
facilitated by an approach which sees all forms of “racism”—indeed
all forms of prejudice, including sexism, agism, and heterosexism—as
minor variations on a common social pathology."” Legally, it supports
the development of parallel regulatory regimes to protect persons who
face discrimination under different suspect classifications. In Europe,
where Jews are the paradigmatic case of a persecuted minority, other
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CnocobHOCTb 0OCO3HaBaTb He TO/IbKO CBOK MPEeeMCTBEHHOCTb C APYrvMU
aHVIMyCamu, HO 1 TO, KaK HeZloBepure K MHaKOBOCTU MOXET MopoX4aTb HeraTnBHoe
OTHOLLEHMe K eBpesiM. ITa Teopus TakKe 06 bACHSET, MoYeMy aHTUeBpeckme
HaCTPOEeHMSA NHOTa KOPPENNPYIOT C HENPUATNEM APYrUX ayTrpynn. Hanpumep, B
Huaepnangax B nocnesHee BpeMs yCUAUANCL NPeApaccyku NpoTUB eBpees,
MyCyNbMaH 1 reeB..13B 3TVX ycnoBusax TpyAHO He 3aMeTUTb MPosiBJeHNS
KceHodpobUM.

HexkoTopble roMoreHMCTCKME MOAXO0Abl TaKXKe XOPOLLO COr/lacytoTCs C BEINKNMU
TEOPUSAMU UNU UAE0NOTUSMI. Takre Teopun, Kak nNpasuno, OCHOBaHbI Ha
ybexaeHNN, YTO HEBO3MOXHO paspeLlnTb HN OANH KOHKPETHbIA CoLManbHbIN
KOHGANKT, He paspeLunB BCe OCTa/lbHble, TO eCTb He YCTPaHnB GyHAaMeHTabHble
aHTaroHM3Mel, fiexkallme B 1x ocHoBse. Tak, HanprmMep, MapKCUCTbl YTBEPXKAAIOT,
UTO NpaBa XeHLLMH, COCTOsIHME OKPY>KatoLLeli cpesbl, XM3HeCnocobHOCTb
ZAeMOKpaTUM 1 yCTaHOB/IEHVE MVPa B KOHEYHOM UTOre TpebytoT rnobanbHOro
peLleHuns, 6e3 KOTOPOro He MOryT BbITb paspeLleHbl UX ry6rHHbIE KOHGANKTbI.14
AHanornyHble apryMeHTbl MOXHO HanTW B pagnkanbHOM GpeMrHU3Me,
paAnKaibHOM 3HBaAiPOHMEHTaNM3Me 1 Jaxe B HEKOTOPbIX dopmMax ncMxoaHanmsa.
B nt0601 13 3TUX BEINKNX TEOPU aHTUCEMUTU3M — NVLLL ObLLEee NposiBNeHne
6onee LUNPOKOTro siBNEeHUS.

TeHAEHUMS K pa3MblBaHWIO FpaHUL, Mexay GopMamu NpeApaccyKoB Mena npakTryeckme
npenMyLLecTsa 1 npumMeHeHme. C aHaINTUYECKON TOUKM 3peHKst OHa cnocobcTBoBana
nccnef0BaHUAM, 0CO6eHHO B Meproj cpasy nocsie BTropoli M1MpoBoli BOViHbI, KOTOpble
BbISIBUNV CXOACTBO MEXAY Pas/INYHbIMU GOPMaMU HEHABUCTU, HaMPaBEHHLIMI Ha pasHble
rpynnbl.isB NOAUTUYECKOM MiaHe 3TO CO3/4aéT OCHOBY ANS AeATeNIbHOCTI MO CO3/AaHuIo
KOaNMUMIA pasaINYHbIMU rpynnaMn MeHbLUMHCTB. TorgallHMiA HauMoHanbHbI NpejceAaTenb
AHTUANPPamMaLmMoHHONV nnrn cyaps Mariep CTeMH6pUHK chopMynmpoBan 3ToT NOAUTUYECKNIA
aprymeHT B 1946 rozly, npusBaB YneHoB AHTUANGGAMALMOHHON INTK: «[H]e JOMIKHO BbiTb
HIKaKoro packona B psAax MUNIVOHOB aMepPUKaHLEB; NMOCKOIbKY Mbl paboTanun BMecTe - Bce
pacel, penurnm, BeponcnoBesaHus, 60k o 60K - paan nobegbl, Mbl 40KHbI MPOAOIKATL
pa6oTaTb Haj eé yKkpenaeHneM, 4To6bl CAenaTb OCMbIC/IEHHBIMYN OFPOMHbIE UHBECTULN B
XW3Hb, 3,0pOBbe 1 TPyA».i6Takas CTpaTerns ocyLLeCTBASeTCS C MOMOLLbIO NOAX0AA, KOTOPbIi
paccmaTpuBaeT Bce popMbl «pacmsMa» — GpakTUUecku Bce GopMbl MpeapaccyKoB, BKIKOYast
CeKCM3M, AVCKPVMIMHALIMIO MO NMPU3HAaKY 3AXKM3Ma 1 reTepocekcriaM — Kak He3HaumnTelbHble
BapvaLu obLLeli coumanbHoi Natonornm.17C lopuaNYeckoi TOUKY 3peHNs, 3TO CrocobeTeyeT
pasBUTVIIO NapannenbHbIX PEXUMOB PEryIMPOBaHUS /1S 3aLLMTbI 1ML, NOABEPratoLLXCS
ANCKPUMMHALMW MO Pa3HbIM KaTeropuam nogo3pesaembix. B EBpone, rae eBpen aBnaoTcs

XpecTOMaTI/IIZHbIM nprmMepom npecsiejyeMoro MeHbLLUVHCTBa, gpyrmne



110 DEFINITION OF ANTI-SEMITISM

historical out-groups may seek legal protections by comparing their lot
to the Jewish condition. In the United States, however, where African
Americans are the paradigmatic case, other groups tend to achieve pro-
tection by comparing their status to that of American blacks.

Understandably, homogenist definitions have proliferated because
they serve a number of practical objectives and functions. This is par-
ticularly true at times and in places where opposition to the persecution
of Jews is perceived to be weaker, standing on its own, than if combined
with other forms of anti-racism, multiculturalism, or human rights
activity. During the 1950s, when such definitions gained strength, they
served an additional function. That is, they allowed Jews to be seen as
victims no different than other groups, such as African Americans, and
therefore fit with mid-century American hopes for assimilation.

The problem with such theories is that they offer no basis for explain-
ing why Jews, rather than some other group, have so often been the
victim of scapegoating and projection. One is reminded of the old joke
World War I joke about Jews and bicyclists.

POLICE CHIEF: The Jews are responsible for the world’s suffering.
DEPUTY: And also the bicyclists.
cHIEF: Why the bicyclists?

It has been said that how quickly you get this joke depends on how com-
fortable you are with the idea of rounding up the Jews.”” Anti-Jewish
aggression has been so commonplace in so many places and historical
periods that may seem to require no explanation.”” Yet a proper under-
standing of anti-Semitism must indeed supply an explanation.

Shortcomings of the Homogenizing Approach

In the end, these definitions served not so much to broaden aca-
demic focus on anti-Semitism, as to eliminate it altogether. When
anti-Semitism is reduced to the features which it shares in common
with all other prejudices (e.g., the exclusion of a persecuted group
from full membership in society or the stigmatization of that group
as socially inferior), the frequent result is to minimize the extent of
anti-Semitism, since contemporary anti-Semitism does not exhibit to
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WcTopuyeckm ayTcaiigepbl MOTYT MCKaTb NMPaBOBO 3aLMThl, CPaBHUBAs CBOKO CyAb6Yy C
nosnoxeHunem espees. OgHako B CoeAnHEHHbIX LLITaTax, rae appoamepurKaHLibl
ABAAIOTCA TUMVYHBIM NPYMEPOM, ApYyre rpynbl, Kak NpaBuio, Z061BaKTCS 3aLUThI,
CpaBHMBas CBOIA CTATyC C MONOXEHNEM YEPHOKOXIX aMepUuKaHLEeB.

MOHSTHO, UTO FTOMOTEHUCTCKIE OMpPeseeHUs MOMYHNIN LLIMPOKOe
pacnpocTpaHeHme, NOCKOBbKY OHU CIYXKaT pagy NpakTUYeckux uenei n GyHKLuiA. ITo
0CO06eHHO akTyanbHO B TeX CyYasix 1 MecTax, rAe COnpoTMB/eHNe NpeciesoBaHNo
eBpeeB camo Mo cebe BOCMPUHUMAETCS cnabee, YeM B COYETaHNUV C APYrMy Gopmamm
aHTMPAaCM3Ma, MybTUKYbTYPaNM3Ma UN NPaBo3aLLMTHOM AeaTenbHOCTU. B 1950-x
roAax, Koraa Takvie onpeAeneHnst Habupanu Cuy, OHW BbIMOHSAN U AOMONHUTENbHYIO
dyHKUWMI0. TO eCTb, OHM MO3BOJIANIN PacCMaTPVBaThL EBPEEB Kak XEPTB, HAUYEM He
OT/INYAIOLLMXCSA OT APYTUX FPyMn, Hanprmep, appoaMeprKaHLEeB, 1, CieA0BaTe/IbHO,
COOTBETCTBOBA/V aMEPUKAHCKUM HaAeXAaM Ha acCUMUASALNIO CePeaVHbl BeKa.1s

Mpo6ieMa NoZo6HbLIX TEOPUN B TOM, UTO OHU HE AAKOT HUKAKMX OCHOBAHWIA AN
06BSICHEHUS TOTO, MOYeMy UMEHHO eBpew, a He Kakas-nMbo Apyrasi rpynna, Tak 4acto
CTaHOBU/INCH XEPTBOV KO3/10B OTMYLLEHNS 11 NPOeLVPOBaHs. BCNoMUHAeTEs cTapast LyTKa

BpeMéH MepBoli MMPOBOLi BOVHbI O eBpesix 1 BenocuneamncTax.

HavanbHUK nonvynmn: EBpen oTBETCTBEHHbI 3@ CTpagaHNs MUpa.
3amecTuTenb: A TakxXe BeoCMneauncTsl.

wed: NMouemy BenoCcnneanCTbI?

FOBOPST, YTO TO, Kak 6bICTPO Bbl MOMMETE 3Ty LLYTKY, 3aBUCUT OT TOFO, HAaCKOJIbKO
BaM HpPaBUTCS naes 061aB Ha eBpeeB.1sAHTVEeBpelickas arpeccus 6bl1a HaCTONbKO
06bIJeHHBIM SIBJIEHNEM BO MHOTVIX MeCTax U B pa3Hble NCcTopuyveckre neproasbl,
UTO, MOXET MOKa3aTbCs, He TpebyeT 06bACHEHWA.2004HaKOo NpaBuIbHOe

NMOHMMaHMe aHTUCeEMNT3MaA ,CI,EI‘/JICTBVITEI'II:HO AOJIXKHO AaBaTb 06DBSICHEHME.

HepocTtaTkm romoreHusmu pyroLiero noagxoaa

B KOHEUYHOM CUéTe, 3T onpejeneHyst CNoco6CTBOBANV HE CTOIBKO PacLUMpPeHUo
aKaZeMNYecKoro BHYMaHMs K aHTUCEMUTU3MY, CKOJIbKO ero MOJIHOMY ycTpaHeHuto. Koraa
aHTUCEMUTU3M CBOAWTCS K TEM YepTaM, KOTOpble OH pasjesnsieT Co BCeMy Apyrimm
npeapaccyAkamu (Hanpumep, K UCKIOYEHNIO NpeciefyeMoli rpynmbl U3 NMoHOMPaBHOrO
UNeHCTBa B 06LLECTBE UV CTUrMaTU3aLIMM 3TOV FpyMmbl Kak COLManbHO HEMONHOLEHHOW),
4acTo pesybTaTOM CTaHOBUTCS NMPeyMeHbLUeHe MacluTaboB aHTUCEMUTN3MA, NOCKObKY

COBPEMEHHbI aHTUCEMUTN3M He ObHapyxXnBaeT
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a great extent those aspects of racism that it shares in common with
other groups.”! For example, when the focus of attention shifted to
the generalized plight of “disadvantaged peoples” or “people of color,”
anti-Semitism fell out of view, since Jews are typically considered to be
socio-economically privileged and are now mainly perceived as “white.”

One impact of this thinking was the virtual disappearance of
anti-Semitism studies after the golden age of research in the 1940s
and 1950s and until the renewed attention that the field has found in
the wake of a global resurgence of Jew-hatred since the turn of the
twenty-first century. In the interim, anti-Semitism studies were largely
replaced first by studies of “generalized prejudice” and then by stud-
ies of other groups. Commenting on the impact of homogenizing
approaches, one legal scholar penned an academic article entitled,
“Whatever Happened to Anti-Semitism?”*? That article observes that
“anti-Semitism has faded from our consciousness, in part because theo-
rists began to view anti-Semitism as part of a larger phenomenon of
prejudice.”® Interestingly, the study of other forms of prejudice did not
disappear during this entire period: whole literatures emerged to study
discrimination against women, blacks, and other groups. In these lit-
eratures, the distinctive forms of each prejudice emerge.

One problem with defining anti-Semitism as a heterophobia, how-
ever, is that it fails to reflect the significant differences in complexity
between anti-Semitism and other forms of antipathy.?* Taguieff pro-
vides a means of accommodating this distinction, observing that simple
heterophobia is transformed when a theory is developed that supports
resentment directed at another group. He uses the term “xenophobia”
to distinguish this “secondary” animus from simple heterophobia.
When the respective groups are defined in ethnic terms, he uses the
term “ethnocentrism” to describe the secondary animus. By this defini-
tion, anti-Semitism can be understood as heterophobia when it is based
on an undifferentiated fear of the Jew as the gentile’s “other,” but it
becomes xenophobic or ethnocentric when it arises from a belief that
Jews are, for example, economically unscrupulous or morally defective.

The most obvious deficiency of such approaches is that they suggest
that anti-Semitism may be different from other forms of ethnocentrism
or xenophobia only in the choice of persecuted out-group, rather than
in the nature or intensity of hatred. To this extent, they fail to account
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B 3HAYMTENBLHOI CTEMEHW Te acnekTbl pacn3mMa, KoTopble ABNAKTCA O6LLI,I/IMI/I ANA Hee n Apyrux rpynn.
21Hanpumep, koraa $okyc BHUMaHNA NepeMecTuCcs Ha oblee 6e4CTBEHHOE NOJIoXeHNe
<<He6ﬂa|'0|‘lol1ybleIX cnoeB HaceneHusa» NAn «UBeTHbIX mop,eﬁ», AHTUCEMUTU3M BblMaa U3 Nnonga
3peHus, NOCKO/IbKY eBpeun, Kak NpaBuio, CHNTAKTCA NMPUBUIETMPOBaHHBIMU B COLMabHO-
3KOHOMWYECKOM OTHOLUEHUN 1 Tenepb B OCHOBHOM BOCMPUHUMAaKTCA Kak «benbie».

OfHVIM 13 NOCNeACTBUIA Takoro NOAXoAa cTano GpakTnyeckoe NcYe3HOBEHME
NCCnesoBaHNM aHTUCEMUTU3MA NOC/e 30/10TOr0 Beka ncciesoBaHni B 1940-x u
1950-x rogax v BNAOTb 40 BO3POXAEHNS HTepeca K 3TOV 061acTu B CBA3N C
rnobanbHbIM BCMAECKOM HEHABUCTU K eBpesiM Ha pybexe XXI Beka. B 3ToT nepuog,
nccaeAoBaHNsA aHTUCEMUTN3MA BbIIM B 3HAUNTENIbHOW CTeMNeH BbITECHEHbI
CHa4ana nccnefoBaHUAMM «0H600LLIEHHBLIX MPeApPaccyiKoBy», a 3aTeM
nccnesoBaHUAMN Apyrx rpynn. KoMMeHTUpyst BAMSHVE YHUDULIMPYHOLLX
NOAXOAOB, OANH YHEHbIV-IOPUCT HaMMcan Hay4Hyto CTaTbio NoJ Ha3BaHWeM «4To
CYYUNOCh C aHTUCEMUTU3MOM?»22B CTaTbe OTMEeUaeTCs, UTO «aHTUCEMUTN3IM
1cYyes U3 Hallero CoO3HaHus, oT4YacTy NMOTOMY, UTO TEOPETUKM Havaiun
paccMaTpuBaTb aHTUCEMUTM3M Kak HacTb 6onee 06LUVPHOro ABAEHUS
npeapaccyakos».23llpyMeyaTenibHO, UTO n3yyeHne apyrnx Gopm Npespaccykos
He NpekpaTnIoCh B TeYeHNe BCero 3Toro nepuoAa: NosaBUANChL Lie/ible Hay4YHble
TPYZAbl, NOCBALEHHbIE ANCKPUMUHALNY XEHLLIVH, YHEPHOKOXWX U ApYrnx rpynn. B
3TUX TPYAAX BbISBNAIOTCA XapakTepHble GpOpMbl KaXKA0ro npeapaccyska.

OpHako ofHa 13 NpobsieM onpejeneHns aHTUCeEMUTU3MA Kak reTepopoburm
3aK/1t04aeTCs B TOM, UTO OHO He OTpaXaeT CyLLeCTBEHHbIX Pa3/INyni B CIOXKHOCTH
MeXJay aHTUCEMUTM3MOM 1 APYrMMy popMamMu aHTUNaTumn.2aTarnedpd npegnaraet
CMocob yyecTb 3TO pasnnyre, oTMeYasi, YTo NpocTas rerepodpobusa TpaHchopmmpyeTcs,
Korga paspabatbiBaeTca Teopusi, NoAAep>KunBaroLas obuay, HanpasieHHYH Ha ApYryto
rpynny. OH NCNonb3yeT TEPMUH «KCEHOHOOUA», UTOObLI OTNINUNTE 3TY «BTOPUYHYHO»
BpaXAebHOCTb OT NpocTol retepopobumn. Korga cooTBeTCTBYIOLLME TPYMTbI
ornpejensoTcs B 3THUYECKUX TePMUHAX, OH UCMOJ/Ib3YeT TEPMUH «3THOLLEHTPU3M» A/IS
ONncaHna BTOPUYHOL BpaxaebHocTn. CornacHo 3ToMy onpeseneHunto, aHTUCEMUTUSM
MO>HO MOHMMaTb Kak rerepo$obuto, Korga oH OCHOBaH Ha HeagnddepeHLMpPoBaHHOM
CTpaxe nepej eBpeeM Kak «ApyrvmM» HeeBpesi, HO OH CTAaHOBUTCSt KCEHOPOBCKUM A
3THOLEHTPUYHbBIM, KOTAia BO3HMKAET M3 ybeXxAeHWs, 4To eBpeu, Harnpumep,
3KOHOMMYECKUN He06POCOBECTHBI UM MOPaJbHO YLLIEP6HBI.

CaMblIi 04eBUAHBIN HeJ0CTaTOK TakMX MOAXOA0B 3aK/104aeTcs B TOM, UTO OHU
npeAnonaratoT, YTo aHTUCEMUTU3M MOXET OT/INYATLCA OT APYruX GOPM 3THOLLEHTPU3MA
NAn kceHo$pobUM NMLLb BbIBOPOM NpecsieyeMoii YyXXoi rpynrbl, @ He XxapakTepom 1Uauv

NHTEHCMBHOCTBIO HEHABUCTU. B 3TOM CMbIC/1e OHU He Yy4YnTbIBakOT
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for anti-Semitism’s distinctive features, including its exceptional vir-
ulence. Historian Ben-Zion Netanyahu recognized the difference in
intensity when he defined anti-Semitism as an animus that combines
“hatred of the other, hatred of the alien and hatred of the weak” but
“in a more forceful and consistent form than in any other form of
hatred of minorities.”” This recognition of intensity levels is important.
Nevertheless, if anti-Semitism differed only in degree from other forms
of heterophobia, then one would be justified in lumping them all in
together.

Exceptionality

Beyond the question of intensity, anti-Semitism differs from other ani-
mus in ubiquity, depth, complexity, and persistence. For this reason,
some scholars insist that anti-Semitism is “much more than mere preju-
dice about or discrimination against Jews.”?® Léon Poliakov in his mag-
isterial multivolume history stresses this uniqueness in his definition
of “anti-Semitism” as “an effective sui generis attitude of the gentiles
toward the Jews, an endemic hatred pregnant with explosive outbursts,
reducing the children of Israel to pariah status and exposing them,
as traditional scapegoats, to numberless and endless massacres.”%’
Gavin Langmuir expresses a similar insight when he admonishes that
the hatred symbolized by Auschwitz must be distinguished in more
than intensity from the hostility represented by a swastika on the Eiffel
Tower.?® One response to Langmuir’s argument has been the observa-
tion that many self-styled anti-Semites were horrified by the genocidal
excesses of the Holocaust, just as in the period immediately preceding
World War I there were many politicians who urged mundane discrim-
ination against the Jews while rejecting more extreme recommenda-
tions.? But this response misses the gist of Langmuir’s argument, which
is that genocidal anti-Semitism differs from other hatreds because of its
potentiality to trigger mass slaughter, even though anti-Semitism does
not always manifest with that severity.

Langmuir’s comment reflects a recurring theme among those who
have struggled to craft a proper definition of this elusive term. To
wit: there is an intuition, shared by many engaged in this effort, that
any proper definition of anti-Semitism—and certainly any workable
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NS OT/INYNTENIbHBIX YePT aHTMCEMUTM3MA, BK/IOUAsH €ro UCKIHYNTENbHYO
3/106HOCTb. VicTopuk BeH-LnoH HeTaHbsixy nprsHaBan pasHuLY B MHTEHCUBHOCTY,
Korga onpezensisi aHTUCEMUTU3M KakK BPpaxaebHOCTb, COYeTatoLLyto B cebe
«HEHAaBUCTb K YyXKOMY, HEHABUMCTb K YyXaky 1 HEHaBUCTb K c1labbiM», HO «B 6o/ee
CUNBHOW 1 NocnegoBaTenbHOM GopMe, YeM B 1060 Apyror popme HEHaBUCTY K
MeHbLUNHCTBaM».259TO NMOHVIMaHKe YPOBHEe MHTEHCMBHOCTU BaXKHO. TeM He
MeHee, eciv 6bl aHTUCEMUTU3M OTANYANCS OT ApYrX GopMm reTepodobur ToNbKO

CTeneHbto, TO 6bI10 6bl OMNPaBAAHO 06BEANHNUTL NX BCE B OAHY rpynmny.

NckniountenbHoOCTb

MMOMUMO MHTEHCUBHOCTW, aHTUCEMUTN3M OTANYAETCA OT APYrnX BUAOB BPaXKAeObHOCTN
NMOBCEMECTHOCTbHO, FYBUHOW, CIOXHOCTBIO 1 YCTOMUYMBOCTbIO. 10 3TON NprymnHe
HeKoTopble Y4EHble HacTanBatoT, YTO AaHTUCEMUTU3M — 3TO «ropa3fo 6onbLue, Yem
NpoCTO NpeApaccyAkn AN JUCKPUMUHALMA B OTHOLLEHNI eBpeeB».26/1eoH Mo1saKoB B
CBOeM MHOrOTOMHOM aBTOPUTETHOM UCTOPUYECKOM Tpy/e NoAvepKnBaeT 3Ty
YHVKaNbHOCTb, ONpeAenss «aHTUCEMUTU3IM» KaK «3PeKTUBHY CBoero poja
OTHoOLleHVe HeeBpeeB K eBpesiM, MNoBasibHasi HEHaBWCTb, YpeBaTas B3pbliBamU,
HU3BOAALLAA AeTell Vi3panns 4o cTaTyca U3roes 1 nogsepratoLas nx, Kak
TPaANLMOHHbBIX KO3/10B OTMYLLIEHNS, 6eCUNCNeHHbIM 1 6@CKOHEYHbIM Pe3HAM».27
3BVH JISHIMIOP BbICKa3blBaET CXOXYHO MbIC/b, KOrAa NpejyrnpexjaeT, YTo HEHaBUCTb,
KOTOPYHO CMMBOAM3NpPYeT OCBEHLMM, CejyeT OTIMYaTh He TOIbKO MO NHTEHCMBHOCTM OT
BpaXAebHOCTY, NpeACcTaBNeHHOV CBacTUKOWM Ha drideneBoli baluHe.2sO4HM 13 OTBETOB Ha
aprymeHT JleHrmiopa ctano HabntojeHne, 4ToO MHOTre CaMOMNpPOBO3raalleHHbIe aHTUCEMUTbI
6bI1U B y>Kace OT reHoLMAHbIX KpaliHoCTel X0N10KoCTa, TOYHO Tak Xe, Kak B NMepuog,
HenocpesCTBEHHO Npe/LIecTBoBaBLUMI MepBoi MMPOBOL BOVHE, 6bIJ10 MHOrO MONUTUKOB,
KOTOpble NpU3biBaav k MOBCEAHEBHOW ANCKPUMUHALMN eBpeeB, OTBepras npv 3Tom bonee
pasukanbHble pekoMeHAaLMN.2904HaKo 3TOT OTBET YMNycKaeT U3 BUAY CyTb apryMeHTaLmm
JNeHrmiopa, KOTOpas 3ak/1YaeTcst B TOM, YTO FeHOLVAHbLIA aHTUCEMUTU3M OT/IMYAeTCS OT
Apyrux ¢opM HeHaBUCTM 13-3a CBOE NOTeHLManbHOI CMocobHOCTH CPOBOLMPOBaTh
MaccoBble YOUIACTBA, faxe ecnn aHTUCEMUTU3M He BCerja NposBASeTCs C Takow
Cepbe3HOCTbI0.

KommeHTapuii JIsHrmiopa oTpaxaeT MOBTOPSIOLLYHOCS TeMy CpeAm Tex, KTO NbITanca AaTb
npaBWibHOE onpejesieHne 3TOMy TPYAHOYI0BMMOMY TePMUHY. A UMEHHO: CyLllecTByeT
VNHTYWTVBHOE NMOHWMaHWe, pasjensieMoe MHOTVMMM y4acTHMKaMu 3Toii paboTbl, UTo Ntoboe

npaBubHOE OnpejeneHne aHTUCEMUTN3Ma — 1, KOHEYHO e, toboe paboTocnocobHoe
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explanatory theory—must account for its exceptionality. That is to say,
many scholars recognize that a basic characteristic of anti-Semitism
is the extent to which it is fundamentally different in character than
other forms of hate or bigotry. Langmuir’s notion is that we cannot
properly understand anti-Semitism—indeed we cannot properly name
it—without conveying something of what has made it capable of such
extraordinary evil.

While some will find resonance in this notion of exceptionality,
others will reject it as unduly parochial or ethnocentric. In fact, the
exceptionality doctrine is not logically necessary to a conclusion that
anti-Semitism is a specific phenomenon. The other alternative is to con-
clude that all forms of hate stand on their own two feet. In this sense,
it is precisely as a specific phenomenon that anti-Semitism finds con-
nection with other biases, because they too are incomparably separate.
This anti-essentialist position identifies an irreducible plurality in the
various struggles that different peoples face, insisting that their articu-

lation in a string of equivalences ignores historical contingencies.?

The Critique of Exceptionalism

Like any doctrine of exceptionality, this approach is controversial.
Sociologists debate whether the intensity and endurance of anti-Jewish
hostility means that it is different in its basic nature and etiology from
animus directed at other groups.® Theories of exceptionalism, such the
view the United States has achieved a unique national greatness, are
highly controversial in academic circles, just as they are hotly topical
in contemporary politics. Exceptionality theories carry particular bag-
gage when applied to any facet of Jewish experience. Like the doctrine
of chosenness, to which it runs parallel, the notion of anti-Semitism’s
exceptionalism has stirred resentment. Moreover, some argue that pre-
occupation with historical suffering has come to define Jewish iden-
tity and Jewish life to an unhealthy extent, squandering resources that
would be better invested on other projects.

The critique of exceptionality is sometimes infused, at its extreme
points, with anti-Semitism denial or minimization. That is to say,
those who insist that anti-Semitism is not exceptional often deny the
existence or severity of anti-Semitism. Such arguments are sometimes
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06DBACHUTEIbHAs TEOPUS JOKHA YUNUTBLIBATL €ro NCKIUYNTENbHOCTb. Jpyrummn
CI0BaMu, MHOTIe YUY€Hble NMPU3HAIOT, YTO OHOW 13 OCHOBHbIX XapaKTepPUCTNK
aHTUCEMUTU3MA ABNSETCA ero GyHAAMEeHTalbHOe OTAnYMe OT APYrnx GOopM HEHaBUCTU
VAN HeTepnuMocTu. Naes JleHrMiopa 3akitoyaeTcst B TOM, YTO Mbl HE MOXeM Mo-
HacTosALeMy NOHATb aHTUCEMUTU3M — Bonee TOro, Mbl He MOXeEM AaTb eMy
npaBUbHOE Ha3BaHMe — He yKa3aB XOTs 6bl Ha TO, YTO CAENano ero CocobHbIM Ha
CTONb HeobblYaliHoe 3/10.

B TO Bpemsi Kak HeKOTopble HaliAyT OTK/IVIK B 3TOW UAee NCKIUYNTENBHOCTHY, Apyrue
OTBEpPrHyT eé Kak HeonpaBAaHHO OrpaHNYEHHYH UK STHOLEHTPUYHYH. DakTUYecku,
JLOKTPUHA UCKIOUNTENBHOCTY He SBSIETCSH IOrMYeCckn Heo6XoANMOl AN BbIBOAA O TOM, YTO
AHTUCEMUTU3M — 3TO ONpesenéHHoe siBneHne. Jpyras anbTepHaTnBa — 3aKNHOYUTb, UTO BCe
$OpMbl HEHaBUCTY CYLLLECTBYHOT Ha CBOMX COBCTBEHHbIX HOrax. B 3TOM cMblcie MMEeHHO Kak
onpegenéHHoe siBNeHVe aHTUCEMUTN3M OBHaPYXIMBaeT CBA3b C APYrMUN MpeaybexaeHnsiMu,
MOCKO/IbKY OHUW TakXe HeconocTaBNMO OTAe/bHbI. 3Ta aHTUICCEHLMANMCTCKAsA NO3nLS
BbISIBSET HepeayLIMpyeMyto MHOXECTBEHHOCTb B Pa3/INUHbIX KOHGANKTaX, C KOTOPLIMU
CTaNKMBaKTCSA PasHble HapPOAbl, HAacTaMBasi Ha TOM, YTO UX apTUKYNSALMS B Py

5KBVBANIEHTHOCTEN UTHOPMPYET NCTOPUYECKIE OBCTOATENBCTBA.30

KpuTvu(a NCKNHYNTENIbHOCTU

Kak 1 nto6as JOKTPUHA NCKIUMTENBHOCTY, 3TOT MOAX0Z cropeH. COLMO0r CropsT o
TOM, 03HAYaeT I MIHTEHCUBHOCTL W YCTONYMBOCTL aHTUEBPECKOM Bpaxae6HOCTH, UTo
OHa OT/INYAeTCs MO CBOE CyTU 1 3TUOMOTM OT BPaXkAe6HOCTH, HarnpaB/eHHOM Ha
Apyrve rpynnbl.31 Teopun NCKIOUNTENBHOCTA, HAaNpPUMep, NpescTaBaeHre O TOM, UTO
COeAI/IHéHHbIe LTaThl AOCTUTNN YHUKA/IbHOIO HaLUMOHAa/IbHOro Be/INYUSA, Bbl3bIBAOT
OCTpYto MONIEMUKY B aKaeMMUYeCKmX Kpyrax, paBHO Kak U OCTPO aKTyasbHbl B
COBPEMEHHOI MonuTuKe. TeOPMIN UCKUNTENBHOCTU HECYT B cebe 0Cobblii rpy3
OTBETCTBEHHOCTV MPVMEHNUTENBHO K IF060MY acrekTy eBpeickoro onbita. Kak 1
JOKTPUHA M36PaHHOCTH, C KOTOPOU OHA COCYLLLECTBYET, KOHLIEMNUMS UCKUNTENbHOCTY
aHTMCEMUTU3MA BbI3blBaeT HerogoBaHue. bosiee Toro, HeKOTopbIe YTBEPXKAAIOT, UTO
ypesMepHoe BHUMaHMe K UCTOPMYECKUM CTPaAaHVsM CTano onpesensiTe eBPenckyto
VAEHTUYHOCTL 1 eBPEIiCKYIO XN3Hb B HE3Z40POBOI CTEMeHW, pacTpaureas pecypcsl,
KOTOPble MOXHO 6b110 6bl BOXUTL B APYrie NpoeKThl.

KpuUTuKa NCKUMTENBHOCTY MOPOWA, B CBOUX KPAHWX NPOSIBAEHUSAX, MPOHUKHYTa
OTPYILL@AHVEM WV MUHVMU3aLMEl aHTCeMMTI3MA. TO eCTb Te, KTO HacTavBaeT Ha TOM,
UTO @HTVCEMUTN3M He SBASETCSH YEM-TO UCK/IOUNTENbHBIM, 4aCTO OTPULLAHOT

CyLLLeCTBOBaHME NN CEPLE3HOCTb aHTUCEMUTM3MA. Takne apryMeHTbl MHOrAa
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combined with arguments that anti-Semitism research and advocacy
are detrimental to the interests of other groups, especially Palestinian
Arabs. For example, the English University and College Union (UCU)
once responded to the United Kingdom’s Parliamentary Inquiry into
Anti-Semitism by assailing the singular inquiry into that subject:

It could be argued that, at a time when racial and religious intoler-
ance generally is on the rise on campus, to inquire into antisemitism
alone was misconceived and unhelpful . . . it seems inappropriate
to have taken as a topic in isolation at a time when Islamophobia is
also on the increase and when the two issues surely need a balanced
approach.?

The UCU provides no explanation for why anti-Semitism and
Islamophobia “surely” need a “balanced” approach. The idea has intui-
tive resonance with some people, and it supports some political projects,
but it does not stand up to scrutiny. Anti-Semitism can no more be bal-
anced against Islamophobia than discrimination against lesbians can
be balanced against harassment of Puerto Ricans. Those who accept
the principle of non-discrimination are compelled to oppose invidious
discrimination against all groups, rather than to balance one against
the other. Those who resist efforts to fight anti-Semitism ultimately
do so for reasons other than balance. Nevertheless, efforts to address
anti-Semitism’s peculiar virulence are unavoidably met by opposition.

Controversy has increasingly attached even—perhaps especially—to
the view that the Holocaust represents a unique evil in human expe-
rience.¥ Critics charge that Holocaust obsession has overstated the
extent of Jewish suffering, downplayed the suffering of other peoples,
distracted attention from current evils, justified Israeli aggression, or
aggrandized the Jewish people. The Muslim Council of Britain, for
example, has boycotted England’s Holocaust Memorial Day for the
last decade. The MCB’s representatives have protested that Holocaust
commemoration ignores other human rights abuses around the world
including especially those that they insist are occurring in Palestine.?*
The implication, they claim, is that Jewish lives are more valuable than
Muslim lives. This argument in turn feeds into a narrative of Jewish
racial supremacy.
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B coueTaHun c aprymeHTamm 0 TOM, YTO UCCIe0BaHA 1 NponaraHia aHTMceMmnT3mMa
HaHOCAT yLLepb NHTepecam Apyrux rpynmn, ocobeHHo nanecTMHCKnx apabos. Hanpumep,
Coto3 yHmBepcuTeToB 1 kKonnegaxer AHranm (UCU) ogHaxAbl oTpearnpoBas Ha
nap/sameHTCKOe pacciefoBaHMe aHTMCEMUT3MA B BennkobputaHmm, packputkoBas

eANHCTBEHHOEe NCC/Iel0BaHVe Mo 3TON Teme:

MOXHO yTBepXAaTb, YTO B TO BPEMS, KOrAa pacoBasi 1 penunrnosHas
HeTeprnMMocTb B yYe6HbIX 3aBEAEHUSX Ha MOAbEME, NCC/IeA0BaTb TObKO
AHTMCEMUTN3M 6b110 66l HEMPABUABHO 1 6ECMONE3HO... KaXeTcst
Hellenecoo6pasHbIM paccMaTpUBaTb €ro Kak OTAE/bHYIO TeMY B TO BPeMsi, KOrAa
ncnamodobus Takxke Ha MogbeMe 1 KOrAa 3TV ABe Npobnemsl, 6e3yc/ioBHO,

TpebyHT cbanaHCpPOBaHHOIO NOAX0AA .32

UCU He o6bsICHSET, MoYeMy aHTUCEMUTU3M U NcnaMopobums «6e3yc1oBHO»
HY>KAQITCS B «COaNaHCMPOBaHHOM» MOAxo4e. 3Ta NAes UHTYUTUBHO HaXOANUT
OTK/INK Y HEKOTOPbIX /04N N MOAAEPXMBAET HEKOTOPbIe MOANTNYECKE NPOeKThI,
HO He BblAepXMBaeT KPUTUKU. AHTUCEMUT3M HEBO3MOXHO MPOTVBOMOCTAaBUTb
ncnamodpobum Tak e, Kak ANCKPUMUHALMIO TeCOUSHOK HEBO3MOXHO
NPOTUBOMOCTaBUTb NpecnefoBaHNAM Ny3pTOpMKaHLeB. Te, KTO MpUHMUMaeT
NPUHLMN HeANCKPUMUHALNN, BbIHY>KAEHbI MPOTUBOCTOATL BO3MYTUTENBHON
ANCKPUMMHALMM BCeX FPYMM, a He ypaBHOBeLUMBAaTb VX APYr ApyroM. Te, KTO
conpoTmBaseTcs bopbbe C aHTUCEMUTU3IMOM, B KOHEHYHOM UTOre AenatoT 3TO Mo
NpPUYMHaM, He CBA3aHHbIM C 6anaHCcoM. TemM He MeHee, MOMbITKM CNPaBUTbLCS C
0C060I 3/106HOCTBI0 aHTUCEMUTM3MA HEM36EXHO BCTPeYatoT CONpPOTMBEHME.
Bce 60ﬂbLLny0 NnosieMrKY BbI3bIBaeT — a MOXeT 6bITb, N 0CO6EHHO — MHEeHWe O TOM, UTO
Xonokoct npeacrasngaeTt coboli YHUKanbHOE 3/10 B CTOPUN l4(-_"}'I0BeH(—.‘CTB¢:-1.33Kpl/‘ITI/IKI/I
YTBEPXAAKT, YTO OLePXNMMOCTb X0/n10KOCTOM npeysennyunnia MacLTabbl CTpaAaHMVI eBpees,
npeymMmeHbLUnna CTpajaHna Apyrnx HapoA0B, OTB/1eK/1a BHMaHWeE OT HbIHELLHWNX 6e,q,
onpasgana n3pansibCKyro arpeccuto 1 Bo3Bennyuia eBperickuii Hapog. Hanpumep,
MycynbmaHcknin coBeT BenvkobputaHmum 6oikoTnpoBan [leHb NaMsAT XepTB X0N0KocTa B
AHINM B TeUeHVe nocneaHero gecatuneTtuns. Npeacrtasmteny MycynbMaHCKOro coseta
BeﬂVIKOﬁpI/ITaHVIVI Bblpasnay NpoTecT NpoTUB TOro, YTO NPV yBEKOBEYMNBaHNW MNaMATH XXepTB
Xonokocta NTHOPWUPYHOTCA Apyre HapyLlleHna npas YesioBeka BO BCeEM MUPeE, B TOM YuKcne, no
X MHEHUIO, MponcxojsLine B ManectnHe.3s
OHW yTBEPXAAIOT, YTO 3TO NOAPA3yMeEBAET, UTO XM3HU eBpeeB LieHHee XN3HeN
MyCy/ibMaH. 3TOT apryMeHT, B CBOK ovepesb, MOAMNUTLIBAET NAEH O PacOBOM

NPeBOCXOACTBE €BPEEB.
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Some cultural critics uses the term “Holocaust envy” to describe
the resentment, the “morbid passion,” which members of such groups
express over the amount of attention paid to Jewish victimhood.®
Writing in the tradition of psychoanalyst Jacques Lacan, cultural critic
Gabriel Noah Brahm, Jr., theorizes that anti-Zionists not only resent
the “enjoyment” that they perceive Jews draw from the memory of their
victimhood, but also believe that Jews have stolen from the world at
large the similar enjoyment that others would otherwise enjoy from
their suffering.

The alternative has been to globalize and generalize the concept of
the “Holocaust,” using the term to denote crimes against humanity
throughout the world.?” In this way, the “Holocaust” is transformed
from a specific historical event to a universal symbol of human suf-
fering. Thus, some people speak of a “black Holocaust,” an “Indian
Holocaust,” a “Ukrainian Holocaust,” and even a “Homocaust,” to
name just a few. Most of all, activists speak of a “Palestinian Holocaust,”
aiming to undermine support for the Jewish state by accusing Jews of
committing precisely the crimes that were committed against them.
This generalization is unnecessary, since another term was coined to
do the work that Holocaust minimizers want the word “Holocaust”
to do. Specifically, the term “genocide” was coined as a generic term
to describe the elimination of any population group, while the term
“Holocaust” emerged for the extermination of European Jews between
1938 and 1945.

The “Jew” as “Exceptional Signifier”

Sadly enough, serious thought about anti-Semitism’s exceptionality, as
it transpires in French philosophical circles and in American academia,
can also be invested with deeper antipathies. This is unfortunate
because, as we shall see, this problem occurs conspicuously in some
works that are, in other respects, promising for an elucidation of this
phenomenon. In the philosophy of Alain Badiou, the ongoing debate
over the very word “Jew” boils down to a question of “whether or not, in
the general field of public intellectual discussion, the word Jew’ consti-
tutes an exceptional signifier, such that it would be legitimate to make
it play the role of a final, or even sacred, signifier.”® That is to say, this
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HekoTopble KyNbTypHble KPUTWKIM UCMOb3YHOT TEPMIH «3aBUCTb K XOJIOKOCTY»,
4TOBbI OMNMCaTb HEro0BaHNe, «<He340POBYHO CTPACTb», KOTOPYHO Y/leHbl TaKMX rpymnmn
BbIPaXatoT Mo MoBOAY TOro BHUMaHUs, KOTOPOe yAensieTcs eBPeickoii )epTBeHHOCTI. 35
KynbeTyponor Fabpuane Hoa BpaM-MnagLunia, nvLyLLnii B Ayxe NcUxoaHanmMTmka
Xaka JlakaHa, BblABUraeT TEOPUIO O TOM, YTO aHTUCUOHUCTbI HE TOIbKO HEroAyrT
Mo NoBOAY «yA0BO/bCTBYSA», KOTOPOE, MO VX MHEHWIO, €BPen NoyyatoT oT
BOCMOMUHAHWNI O CBOEV XXePTBEHHOCTU, HO 1 CUMTAOT, UTO eBpeu yKpanu y Bcero
MMpa aHaNnorn4Hoe HacaxzaeHne, KoTopoe Apyrme Morav 6bl MONy4YUTE OT VX
CTpajaHuii.ze

AnbTepHaTUBOI CTana rnobanmsaums n o606LLeHre KOHLENUMN «X0N0KOCTax,
MCMoNb30BaHMe 3TOro TepMUHa A1 0603HaYeHWsA NPecTynaeHnii NpoTnB
4YenoBeYHOCTM BO BCeM MMpe.s7TakiM 06pa3om, «X0N0KOCT» nNpeBpaLLaeTcs 13
KOHKPETHOro MCTOPUYECKOro COBbLITUS B YHNBEPCa/bHbIM CUMBOJT YeNOBEYEeCKNX
CTpajaHuii. HekoTopble roBopsT 0 «4EPHOM XONOKOCTe», «MHAENCKOM XON0KOoCTe»,
«YKPamMHCKOM X010KOCTe» 1 AaXKe O «<rOMOKOCTe», 1 3TO /INLLb HEKOTOPbIe 13 HUX.
Yallle BCero akTMBUCTbI TOBOPSIT O «MaNeCTUHCKOM X0N0KOCTe», CTPEMSIChb
nozopBaThb NOAJEPXKKY €BPENCKOro rocyAapcTea, 06BNHSASA eBpeeB B COBEPLUEHUN
MMeHHO Tex NpecTyrieHNiA, KOTopble BbINN COBEepPLLEHbI MPOTMB HYX. Takoe
0606LLeHMe N3MLLHE, MOCKONbKY AN BINOAHEHNS TON GYHKLMMK, KOTOPYIO
MWUHUMM3ATOPbI XONIOKOCTa XOTAT BUAETb B CI0BE «X00KOCT», 6bln NpUgyMaH
Apyroli TepMUH. B 4aCTHOCTW, TEPMUH «reHoUMA» 6bl1 NpUAyMaH Kak obLyee
MOHATNE AN1A OMMCAHWNS YHNUTOXEHWNS NH06O rpynnbl HaceneHWs, B TO BpeMsi Kak
TEPMUH «X010KOCT» MOSABUICSA ANSt 0603HAUEHUS YHUUTOXEH NSt eBPOMencKmX

eBpees B nepunog c 1938 no 1945 rog,.

«EBpevi» Kak «ACK/II0YNTE/IbHOE 0603Ha4YeHNEe»

K coxaneHuto, cepbE3Hble pasmblLLIeHNst 06 UCKIHOUNTENbHOCTU aHTUCEMUTM3MA,
KaK 3TO MPONCXOANT BO PppaHLy3CKMX GUNOCOPCKNX Kpyrax 1 B aMepUKaHCKOM
aKkageMunyeckon cpege, MOryT TakxKe bblTb CBSi3aHbl C 6os1ee rnyboKor aHTUNaTnen.
9T0 NeYyanbHO, MOCKObKY, Kak Mbl YBUAMM, 3Ta NpobaeMa 3aMeTHO NposiBASeTCs B
HeKOTOopbIX paboTax, KOTopble B APYrMX OTHOLUEHMAX MHOroo6eLLatoLLm Ans
NposicHeHWs 3Toro ¢peHomeHa. B punocopum AneHa bagbto npogonxatoLymecs
ZebaTbl BOKPYr Camoro cnoBa «eBpeli» CBOAATCSA K BOMPOCY O TOM, «SBNSETCS

~

C/I0BO ,eBpen” NCKTHYNTE/IbHBbIM O3Ha4darLwnm B O6LLlEM none I'Iy6l1|/|HHOI7I
|/|HTe]'|J'IEKTyaJ1bHOI7I ANCKYCCWN, HAaCTO/IbKO, YTO 6b1/10 6bl NnpaBOMEPHO OTBOAUNTL

€My pOJib KOHEYHOI 0O NN AaXKe CakpasibHOro O3HavaroLero».ssTo ecTb, 3TO
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leading French philosopher argues that much public debate about the
nature of anti-Semitism turns on whether the term “Jew” should play
an exceptional, ultimate, or “sacred” role in Western languages. This
proposition, so stated, cannot be reasonably maintained, and Badiou
has no difliculty dispatching it, because it makes an extreme caricature
out of the homogenist position. What is troubling about this analysis is
the direction in which Badiou and his protégés take it.

Badiou’s “exceptional signifier” argument provides that the radical
evil of the Nazi genocide not only establishes the “Jew” as the arche-
typal Other, but also insulates the Jewish people from criticism.* Thus,
Badiou argues that this “exceptional-signifier” argument has been
deployed to protect Israel against fallout for its alleged colonialism,
militarism, invasion, massacres, and even genocide.40 The position that
Badiou attributes to certain Jewish writers is as easy to reject, even to
mock, as any straw man, not only as the symptom of an errant victimol-
ogy, but also as an inherently anti-egalitarian ideology. Conceptually, it
also presents various philosophical problems concerning, for example,
the possibility, comprehensibility and speakability of radical evil 4!

Unfortunately, this characterization of the “exceptional signifier”
updates, amplifies, and extends certain traditional anti-Semitic stereo-
types. In a nutshell, Badiou’s argument boils down to this: since the
Holocaust, Jews have monopolized the global supply of moral capi-
tal and used this power to exploit the vulnerable Arab minority living
among them. This argument relies on stereotypes of the Jew as greedy,
conspiratorial, power-hungry, and corrupt. Indeed, it is little more than
a dressed-up version of every anti-Semitic diatribe that has distorted
the doctrine of chosennness as a petard on which to hoist the Jewish
people. There is however also something new at play in the way that
Badiou splices these old defamations with newer canards about Jewish
colonialism, militarism, and racism.

This is seen even more clearly in the work of Badiou’s protégé,
Cécile Winter, who contributes an illuminatingly entitled essay to
Badiou’s Polemics: “The Master-Signifier of the New Aryans: What
Made the Word ‘Jew’ into an Arm Brandished Against the Multitude
of ‘Unpronounceable Names?’™? As the title suggests, Winter extends
Badiou’s analysis to argue that Israeli Jews have exploited the moral
power which Nazi criminality imparted to the very name of “Jew,”
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Beaywinii ppaHuy3ckunin drnocod yTeBepXKAaeT, UTO 3HaUMTebHasa YacTb 06LLeCTBEHHbIX
,qe6aTOB O npupoje aHTNCEMUT3MAa BpaLlaeTca BOKPYr BOMNPOCa O TOM, JOJ/IXXKEeH N1 TEPMUH
«eBpef/‘l» nrpaTb NCKIYNTENbHYIO, a5COJ1I-0THy}O NN «CBALLEHHYH0» POJib B 3anajHbIX A3bIKaX.
3T0 yTBEpPXAEHME, CHOPMYNNPOBaHHOE TakKUM 06pa3oM, He MOXeT 6bITb 060CHOBaHHO
noazepxaHo, 1 baabto 6e3 Tpy/a onpoBepraeT ero, MOckobKy OHO NpeBpaLyaeT
FOMOIreHUCTCKYy No3nunio B Kpal‘/'IHK)K) KapukaTypy. TpeBory B 3TOM aHa/in3e Bbl3bIBaeT
HarnpaeieHWe, B KOTOPOM €ro passrBaroT Eap,bro n ero nojgoneyHole.

AprymeHT bagbto 06 «UCKTYNTENIbHOM O3Ha4dawLliemM» npeanonaraeT, YTo pajrkanibHoe
3/10 HAUMCTCKOro reHounja He To/1bKO YyTBEPXKAaEeT «eBped» Kak apXxeTnnmn4yeckoro ﬂ,perFO, HO
1 M30AMpYeT eBPpelickniA Hapo4 OT KPUTUKM.39TakM obpa3oM, basbio yTBepXAaeT, YTo 3TOT
aprymeHT 06 «UCKNYNTENBHOM 3HAYeHUM» BbIN NCNOb30BaH ANA 3alATbI I/I3pa|/|n;4 oT
I'IOCﬂeACTBI/IIZ €ro npeAnonaraemoro KosioHnanmsmMa, MMAnTapnsmMa, BTOPXXeHMsA, MaCCOBbIX
yBUCTB 1 faxe reHouumaa.4ollo3numio, npunucbiBaemMyto basbio HEKOTOPbIM eBPeicknm
nncaTensam, Tak XXe Nerko OTBeprHyThb 1 AaXKe BbICMeATb, Kak ntoboe conoMeHHoe uydeno, He
TONbKO KakK CMMMTOM OLUNBGOYHOWN BUKTMMOJIOTN, HO U Kak Mo cy™m cBoeli aHTI/I3I'aI1I/ITapHOI7I
naeonorunn. KOHLl,eI'ITya}'IbHO OHa TakXe NoAHMaeT pasinyHble ¢v|/|}10CO¢vCKI/Ie I'Ip06}'IeMbI,
Kacawuimecs, Hanpmnmep, BO3MOXHOCTW, MOCTVXXNMOCTW 1 BbIPa3UTENIbHOCTU PaAnNKabHOro
3M1a.41

K coxxaneHuto, 3Ta xapakTepurcTiKa «MCKIUYNTENIbHOrO 03HaYatoLLero»
aKTyanunsvpyeT, yCunvBaeT 1 pacluMpsieT HeKoTopble TPaANLIMOHHbIE aHTUCEMUTCKME
cTepeoTunbl. BkpaTLie, aprymeHT Bagbto cBOAMTCS K CiegytoLeMy: nocsie Xonokocrta
eBpeyVi MOHOMOAN3MPOBaNK rNobanbHbIN 3anac MOpasbHOro KanuTana v NCnoab30Banu
3Ty BAacTb 415 3KCMyaTaumm ysa3B1UMOro apabckoro MeHbLUVHCTBA, XMUBYLLIErO Cpeam
HUX. OTOT aApPryMeHT onmpaeTca Ha CTepeoTunbl 0 eBpedx Kak O XagHbIX, CKNIOHHbIX K
3aroBopam, BNacTo/Ito6MBLIX 1 KOPPYMMUPOBaHHbIX cyLlecTBax. [1o cyTu, 3To He 6onee
Yem npuyKpaLleHHas Bepcus 1060 aHTUCEMUTCKON TUPaAbl, NCKaXatoLLei JOKTPUHY
136paHHOCTY, MpeBpaLLas eé B netapay, Ha KOTOPYH MOXHO MOACTaBUTb eBPericKni
Hapog. OfHaKo eCTb 1 HeYTO HOBOe B TOM, Kak bajbto cluMBaeT 3T cTapble
KneBeTHNYeckre 06BMHEHVS C HOBbIMU b6alikaMy 0 eBPeicKOM KOJIoHManmnsme,
MUINTapU3Me 1 pacr3me.

370 ele 601ee OTHETIMBO BUAHO B paboTe npoTtexe baabto, Cecunb BuHTep,
KOTOpasi Hanucana 3cce C KpacHoOpeYyMBbIM Ha3BaHVeM A5 KHUrn bagbto
[Tonemyika: «FNaBHbIVi 03HAYAOLLNIA HOBbIX apUIALLEB: YTO MPeBPaTUIO C/IOBO
«eBpeli» B OpyXKre, Harnpas/ieHHOe MPOTUB MHOXECTBA «HEeMPOU3HOCUMBbIX
MMEH»?»42Kak criegyeT 13 Ha3BaHus, BUHTep pacwimpsaeTt aHanus bagpsto,
YTBEPXZAAsi, YTO N3PaUIbCKNE eBPEen 3KCNIyaTUPOBaIN MOPAJIbHYHO CUY, KOTOPYHO

HaUuNCTCKasa NpectynHoOCTb npmnaana caMmomy ChoBy «eBpE|7|»,
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wielding it as a weapon against a disempowered, vulnerable population
whose lives (and names) lack meaning in the “Jewish” understanding.
Thus Winter argues that the sacralized post-Holocaust name of “Jew”
has been used to defend a “colonial situation, a terrible situation, with
racist laws, apartheid, colonizers with free rein,” et cetera.?

In identifying contemporary “Jews” as “new Aryans,” Winter (and
Badiou) take yet another step, justifying the tendency of among some
progressives to castigate Jews for their putative “hyper-whiteness.”
Winter argues that Holocaust memorialization in works such as
Claude Lanzmann’s Shoah documentary functions as a “transcenden-
tal overqualifier,” which shapes the way in which the name of “Jews”
is understood, marking Jews as either more or less than human. The
function of this argument is to fuse traditional anti-Jewish stereotypes
with qualities associated with the iniquities of white supremacy and
colonialism. In this way, Badiou and Winter’s treatment of the name of
the “Jew” symbolically connects historical anti-Jewish canards with the
symbolic equivalents of the same despised qualities that we observed
in our consideration of the anti-Semitic imaginary. This is the logical
end-point of certain critiques of homogenism.

Anti-Semitism as a Nodal Point

There is a third possibility, which is that anti-Semitism is neither a
discrete phenomenon nor a mere generic manifestation. Rather,
anti-Semitism may be the paradigmatic case of a broader ideological
structure that it makes possible. In this argument, anti-Semitism is
the nodal point that quilts together a multitude of proto-ideological
elements or floating signifiers and fixes their meaning.* Slavoj Zizek,
Ernesto Laclau, and Chantal Mouffe have developed this idea of ideo-
logical nodal points, drawing on the psychoanalytic work of Jacques
Lacan and the linguistics of Ferdinand Saussure, to explain how mean-
ing is established within the free flow of signification by certain priv-
ileged signifiers that fix meaning within a signifying chain.®® Zizek
explains that ideology consists of a multitude of elements that may be
defined in various ways. He has cogently described the central role that
anti-Semitism has traditionally played in uniting these elements, even
if he has failed to grasp the similar role that anti-Zionism has played.
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1CMO/b3yA ero Kak opy>ue NpoTns 6eCcrpaBHOro, yi3BUMOro HaceneHWs, Ybl XN3HW (1
MMeHa) LLEHbI CMbICNa B «eBPEACKOM» MOHUMaHUK. Takum ob6pasom, BuHTep yTBepxaaer,
YTO cakpasv30BaHHOE Mocsie X00KOCTa UMS «€BPE» NCMO0b30Banoch A5 3aLLnThbl
«KOMIOHMaNbHOM CUTYaLMK, YXaCHOW cMTyaLmmn C PaCUCTCKMMI 3aKOHaMK, anapTensom,
KOMIOHM3aTopaMu, UMeLLMMI MONTHYHO CBO6OAY AeiCTBUM» 1 TaK Aanee.43

Ha3biBas coBpeMeHHbIX «eBpeeB» «HOBbIMU apuiiLamu», BuHtep (v Bagbto) genaet
eLLé oAWH LWar, onpaB/AblBas TEHAEHLMIO HEKOTOPbIX MPOrpeccnBUCTOB KPUTUKOBATb
eBpeeB 3a 1X NpeAnonaraemyto «rmnepbennsHy». BuHTep yreepxgaaeT, uto
yBeKoBeYeHVe NaMaTy X0I0KOCTa B Taknx Npomr3sBeseHnsx, Kak «ImnepbennsHa» Knoga
NanHumaHa, LL/oalokyMeHTaNbHbIV GUALM BbINOAHAET GYHKLMIO «TPAHCLLEHAEHTaIbHOrO
cBepxonpejennTens», GopMUpys MOHVMaHWe CI0Ba «eBPen», MapK1pys eBpeeB Kak
HeuTo 6osbLUee NNK MeHbLUee, YeM NPOCTO NtoAu. Llenb 3Toro aprymeHTa — CoOeAnHUTb
TPaANLMOHHbIE aHTUEBPeCK/e CTEPEOTUMbI C KaYecTBamu, CBA3aHHbIMU C
6e33aKoHMAMU NPEeBOCXOACTBa 6eN10ii packl 1 KoNoHManm3ma. Takum obpasom,
TpaKTOBKa C/10Ba «eBpei» baiblo 1 YVHTEPOM CMMBONIMYECKN CBSA3bIBAET UCTOpUYecKme
aHTVeBpelicke BbIAYMKIN C CUMBOINYECKUMU SKBMBAZIEHTaMU TeX Xe npesrpaemblx
KayecTB, KOTOPble Mbl HAbAOAANN NPU PACCMOTPEHNM @aHTUCEMUTCKOrO
BOObpaxkaeMoro. 3To lornyeckas KOHe4Has ToUka HeKOTOPbIX KPUTUYECKNX 3aMeYaHunii

no noBojy romoreHmnsmMa.

AHTNCEMUTU3M KaK y3noBasi TO4Ka

CyLLlecTByeT TPeTbs BO3MOXHOCTb, COM/IaCHO KOTOPOW aHTUCEMUTU3M He ABASETCH HU
OTAeNbHbIM GeHOMEHOM, HI MPOCTO 06LMM nposeneHneM. Ckopee, aHTUCEMUTU3M
MOXeT 6bITb MapagurmaTMyeckM NprMepom bosee LLMPOKOWA NAEONOrMYECKON
CTPYKTYPbl, KOTOPYIO OH JenaeT BO3MOXHON. B 3TOM aprymeHTe aHTUCEMUTN3M
BbICTyMaeT B KayecTBe Y3/10BOW TOUKM, 06 beANHSAOLLEN MHOXECTBO
NPOTONAEONOTNYECKNX SIEMEHTOB NN KONEBNIOLLMXCS 03HaYaLWMX 1 GUKCMPYIOLLIEi
VX 3HaueHwne.44Cnasoii Xuxek, dpHecTto Jlakno n LWaHtane Myd¢ passuan 3Ty naeto
VAEO0NOrMYeCcKX Y3/10BbIX TOUEK, ONMPAsCh Ha NCcMxoaHanuTnyeckre pabotel Xaka
NakaHa n anHrenctuky ®epamHaHaa Cocctopa, YTobbl 06BACHUTD, Kak 3HaYeHne
yCTaHaBnMBaeTcs B CBO6OAHOM MOTOKe 0603HaueHNst onpejeeHHbIMU
NPUBUAErMPOBaHHbIMY 03HAYaLLNMUK, KOTOpble GUKCUPYHOT 3HaYeHMe B 03HaYvaroLLel
Lenouyke.4s)Knxek 06 bACHAET, YTO NAEONOMMNA COCTONT U3 MHOXECTBA 3/IEMEHTOB,
KOTOPble MOXHO OmnpeAenTb No-pasHoMy. OH ybeanTeNnbHO onmcan LeHTpaibHY posb
AHTUCEMNTU3MA, TPAZNLNOHHO UTPaBLLYH B 06'be,ﬂ,I/IHeHI/|I/I 3TUX 3/1IEMEHTOB, XO0TA U He

CMOT OCO3HaTb aHaNOTM4YHYH pPoJib aHTUCNOHM3Ma.
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The “nodal points” in an ideological field fix their meaning and tie
them together in a manner that appears coherent. Zizek provides the
clearest explanation of how this is done:

Ideological space is made of non-bound, non-tied elements, ‘float-
ing signifiers’, whose very identity is ‘open’, overdetermined by their
articulation in a chain with other elements—that is, their ‘literal’
signification depends on their metaphorical surplus-signification.
Ecologism, for example: its connection with other ideological ele-
ments is not determined in advance; one can be a state-oriented
ecologist (if one believes that only the intervention of a strong state
can save us from catastrophe), a socialist ecologist (if one locates the
source of merciless exploitation of nature in the capitalist system), a
conservative ecologist (if one preaches that man must again become
deeply rooted in his native soil), and so on; feminism can be social-
ist, apolitical; even racism could be elitist or populist . . . The quilt-
ing performs the totalization by means of which this free floating
of ideological elements is halted, fixed—that is to say, by means of

which they become parts of the structured network of meaning.4°

To recognize that anti-Semitism is a “nodal point” is to observe that it
gives specificity to related ideological elements while giving unity to an
assemblage of otherwise unrelated political stances.

This observation helps us to understand how anti-Semitism has func-
tioned, at various times and places, as a cultural code for resistance to a
broader range of social developments. For example, nineteenth-century
European anti-Semitism functioned as a code for the political iden-
tity of those who opposed modernity, while twenty-first-century
right-wing Hungarian anti-Semitism serves as a code for opposi-
tion to parliamentary democracy.”’ In the same way, contemporary
left-wing anti-Israelism serves as a code for opposition to globalism,
Americanism, or Western liberalism.?® In each case, anti-Semitism has
sutured a broad range of hostilities.

Anti-Semitism serves as a “nodal point” in the sense that it provides
a central inexplicable figure by means of which everything else can be
explained. “All comes from the Jew,” as Edouard Drumont wrote in

a bestselling nineteenth-century tract, and “all returns to the Jew.™
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«Y3710Bble TOUKU» NAE0N0TNYeCcKoro nons (I)I/IKCVIpleT X 3Ha4veHne N CBA3bIBAaKT NX
BOE€ANHO Takm o6pa30M, UTO6bI OHM Ka3annCb CBA3HbIMU. XXxek [aéT caMoe sicHoe

06BbsACHEHME TOro, Kak 3TO NPoONCXOANT:

Maeonornyeckoe NpocTpaHCTBO COCTOUT 13 HECBSA3AHHbIX, HE CBSI3aHHbIX MeXy CO60iA
3/1EMEHTOB, «M1aBakoLLMX 03HAYALLMX», CAMA UAEHTUYHOCTb KOTOPbIX «OTKPbITa»,
cBepxorpegeneHa nx couneHeHneM B Liernoyke ¢ ApyruMu aneMeHTamum, To ecTb X
«ByKBaNbHOE» 3HaYeHVe 3aBUCUT OT NX MeTadpopUNYECcKOro N36bITOYHOTO 3HaYEHWS.
JKo/10rM3M, HanNpUMep: ero CBa3b C APYrMMU UAEONOTMYECKUMN SNEMEHTAMU He
onpegeneHa 3apaHee; MOXHO 6bITb roCyapCTBEHHO-OPUEHTVNPOBAHHbLIM 3KOIOrOM
(ecnn BepuTb, YTO TO/ILKO BMELLIATENIbCTBO CUBHOMO FOCYAapCTBa MOXET CnacTy Hac oT
KaTacTpodbl), COLMANNCTUHECKNM IKONOrOM (eC/IN UCKaTb UCTOYHUK BecrnoLasHol
aKcnayaTaumm Npuposel B KanmnTaancTMyeckorn cncteme), KOHCePBaTUBHBIM 3KO0rOM
(ecnv nponoBeAoBaTh, YTO YEI0BEK JO/IKEH CHOBA rly60KO YKOPEHUTLCSH B POAHON
nouse) N T. A.; EMUHUIMMOXET BbITb COLMANNCTUYECKUM, aNONNTUYHbIM; JaXepacy3m
MOXeT 6bITb 3IUTaPHbLIM UAN NOMYAUCTCKMM... CTeraHoe oAesno ocyLecTenseT
TOTanM3aLmnio, MoCpeACTBOM KOTOPOI 3TO CBOBOAHOE ABVXXEHWE NAE0N0TNYECKNX
3/1eMEHTOB OCTaHaB/MBaeTCsl, GUKCUPYETCs — TO eCTb NOCPEACTBOM KOTOPOW OHU

CTaHOBATCH YaCTAMU CTPYKTYPUPOBAHHO CETU CMbICNA.46

I'Ipm3Ha'rb, YTO aHTUCEMUTUN3M ABNALTCA «yBJ'IOBOIZ TOHKOIZ», 3HaA4YUT 3aMeTUTb, YTO OH NpuaaeTt
CHeuM¢MHHOCTb CBA3aHHbIM NAeonorn4yeckrm anemMeHTam, o4HoBpeMeHHO npraaBas eanHCTBO
COBOKYMHOCTW B OCTa/lbHOM He CBA3AaHHbIX MeXAy CO60I NONUTNYECKIMX I'IOBI/ILLI/IIZ.

3To HabnoAeHVe NOMOoraeT HaM MOHATb, KaK aHTUCEMUTU3M B pasHble
BpPeMeHa 1 B pasHbiX MecTax PyHKLMOHMPOBaN Kak KyNbTYPHbIV KOZ,
COMpOTVB/IeHNs 6oJiee LMPOKOMY CNeKTPY COLMAnbHbBIX U3MEHEHUIA.
Hanpumep, eBponencknii aHTucemmnTam XIX Beka Cy>Kua Kogom
NOINTUYECKOM NAEHTUYHOCTM TeX, KTO BbICTyMNasa MPOTUB COBPEMEHHOCTY, @
BEHrepCckmin aHTUCEMUTN3M NpaBoro kpbina XXI Beka CIyXXUT KOZOM
COMPOTUB/IEHNS Nap/NaMeHTCKON AeMOKPATUN.47TOUYHO TaK >Ke COBPEMEHHbI
NeBbIA aHTUN3PANAN3M CAYKUT KOAOM A5 MPOTUBOCTOSHUSA rnobannsmy,
amepuKaHU3My Uan 3anagHomy nnbepanmsmy.4eB Kaxzgom cnyyae
AHTUCEMUTN3M MOPOXAAN LLUMPOKUIA CNEKTP BpaxaebHocTy.

AHTUCEMUTU3M CNYXUT «y3/10BOVi TOUKOM» B TOM CMbIC/E, YTO OH NpejcTaBnseT
cobol LleHTpanbHy, He0OBACHNMYIO GUrypy, NOCPEeACTBOM KOTOPOW MOXHO
06BACHUTL BCE OCTanbHOe. «BCé ncxoaut ot eBpes», — nucan Sayap JpomMoH B

cBOéM becTcennepe XIX Beka, — «BCE BO3BPaLLAETCs K €BPet0».49
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Similarly, in Nazi ideology, the “Jew” was seen as the central evil figure
who “pulls the strings” behind the scenes to create all of the world’s
great problems, from social disintegration to economic crisis to moral
decadence.’® In the same way, the ideology of contemporary Muslim
anti-Semitism sees the Jews as the source of all supposed catastrophes,
even those that appear to be entirely unrelated, such as Marxism, psy-
cholanalysis, materialism, pornography, sociology, sexual permissive-
ness, and the degradation of morals.” “There is no disaster in the world
that was not caused by the Jews,” wrote journalist Safaa Saleh in 2011
in the Egyptian government newspaper Al-Gumbouriyya.>*

In the same manner, the ideology of anti-Israelism has fixed
otherwise free-floating elements of the contemporary global left.
Anti-Zionism has been closely related to elements within a diverse set
of intellectual currents, ranging from Third Worldism and Islamism
to Marxism, post-Marxism, post-colonialism, postmodernism, multi-
culturalism, and even certain strains of feminism.>® Such intellectual
trends have helped to form the intellectual and political identities of at
least the last two generations of Western academics, especially in the
humanities and social sciences.* Ernest Sternberg explains the phe-
nomenon in his classic article on “Purifying the World.” Echoing the
old joke about Jews and bicyclists, Sternberg asks, “Why Israel?” The
clue, Sternberg suggests, is in the astonishing variety of groups held
together in the new anti-Western coalition: post-Christian humanitar-
ians, third-worldists, Islamists, Arab Nationalists, and anti-globalizers
of various sorts. “This,” Sternberg explains, “is the movement’s tick-
lish problem: how to keep so much diversity in check. If Empire is
too abstract as a nemesis, and the United States seems too formidable,
Israel represents a scapegoat manageable enough in size, and devilish
enough in the popular imagination.”
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AHaNOMMYHbIM 06Pa30M B HALMCTCKOW NAEONOMNM «€BPei» paccMaTprBascs Kak LieHTpanbHas
3nast durypa, KotTopas «epraeT 3a HUTOUKM» 3a Ky/JMcaMu, co3jaBast Bce BennYaiilimne
MMPOBbIe NPO6eMbl — OT COLMaNbHON Ae3nHTerpaLmmn 4o 3KOHOMUYECKOro Kpusmca v
MOpanbHOro ynazka.soTO4HO Tak e UAe0/0rs COBPeMeHHOro MyCy/IbMaHCKOro
AHTNCEMUTU3MA BUAUT B eBpeAX NCTOYHUK BCeX NpejnosiaraeMbiX KaTaCTpOCI), Aaxe Tex,
KOTOpble, Ka3anocb 6bl, COBEPLUEHHO He CBA3aHbl MeX/y CO60M, Taknx kak MapKCu13Mm,
ncuxoaHanus, MaTepranmsm, nopHorpadus, COLMONOrs, cekcyasbHas BCef03BONEHHOCTb U1
naZieHne HpaBoB.s1«HeT HI 0HOI KaTacTpodbl B MUpe, KOTopasi He 6biia 6bl Bbi3BaHa
eBpesAMU», — Hanmcana xxypHanunctka Cadaa Canex B 2011 rogy B ervneTckorn
npaBUTeNbCTBEHHOW raseTe. Ab-yMXypuiis.s2

To4YHO TaK Xe MAeONOrNs aHTUM3PanIN3Ma 3aKpennaa B 0CTalbHOM CBO6OAHO
KONe6oLLMecs 31eMeHTbl COBPEMEHHOTO M106a/1bHOr0 1eBOr0 ABVXKEHNS.
AHTVCNOHM3M 6bIN TECHO CBA3AH C 3/1EMEHTaMU CaMbIX Pa3HbIX MHTENNeKTyalbHbIX
TeYeHWA, OT «TPeTbero Mmpa» 1 nciammsmMa Ao Mapkcmsma, nocTMapkcmnsma,
MNOCTKOJIOHNANN3Ma, MOCTMOAEPHM3MA, MY/IbTUKYIbTypasN3Ma U Aaxe HEeKOTOPbIX
HanpaeneHuii pemMnHn3mMa.s3lMoA06Hble NHTENIeKTyabHble TEHAEHLN
CNoco6CTBOBaNV GOPMUPOBAHNIO MHTENNEKTYAIbHOM U NOIUTNYECKON NAEHTUYHOCTI
no KpariHel mepe fByX NOC/NeAHNX MOKONEHWNI 3aMajHblX y4eHbIX, 0CObeHHO B 06n1acTu
ryMaHUTapHbIX U coLManbHbIX Hayk.s4DpHecT LUTepH6epr 06bsiCHAET 3TOT peHOMEH B
cBOel K/laccnyeckon ctatbe «OunLLieHne Mrpax. Brops ctapoi LyTke o eBpesx 1
Benocuneaucrax, LLtepHbepr 3agaérca Bonpocom: «Moyemy M3pannb?» Pasragka, no
MHeHuto LLTepHbepra, kpoeTcs B nopasnTeslbHOM pa3sHoobpasuuv rpynn,
06beVMHNBLUNXCA B HOBYIO aHTM3aMNaHYH KOaNMLMIO: MOCTXPUCTUAHCKME NYMaHWUCTBI,
CTOPOHHWKY TPETbEro M1pa, NCNaMmncTbl, apabckme HaUMOHaNNCTbl U aHTUTI06aNNCTbI
BCex MacTeli. «B 3ToM, — obbsicHseT LLTepHbepr, — 1 3aK/104aeTcs LWeKoTInBas
npob6aema ABMXEHUS: Kak CAepXaTb Takoe pasHoobpasue. Ecnm MiMnepns — canLukom
abcTpakTHbIN Bpar, a CoenHEHHbIe LLITaTbl KaXyTcs CANLWKOM rpo3HbIMUY, TO M3pannb
npeAcTaBaseT coboli Ko3na oTnyLLEeHNs, AOCTaTOYHO YNpaBasSeMoro no pasmepy v

AOCTATOYHO AbABO/ILCKOro B MaCCOBOM BOO6pa)KEHVIVI>>.SS



