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CHAPTER 1

Contemporary Struggles over
Defining Antisemitism

DAVID HIRSH

INTRODUCTION

his paper focuses on struggles over how antisemitism is defined. Struggles

over definition are themselves part of the wider struggle between those
who say that hostility to Israel is important in understanding contemporary anti-
semitism and those who say that these two phenomena are quite separate. A key
question, therefore, is what kinds of hostility to Israel may be understood as, or
may lead to, or may be caused by, antisemitism?

In this paper I analyse three case studies of struggles over how antisemitism
is defined. First, I trace a genealogy of the EUMC (European Union Monitoring
Centre on Racism and Xenophobia, now the Agency for Fundamental Rights,
FRA) Working Definition of Antisemitism. The definition, in a slightly evolved
but functionally identical form, was later adopted by the International Holo-
caust Remembrance Alliance and is now generally referred to as the IHRA defi-
nition. I show how this definition emerged out of a process of splitting between
the global antiracist movement, on the one hand, and Jewish-led opposition to
antisemitism, on the other. At the Durban “World Conference against Racism”
in September 2001, there was a largely successful attempt to construct Zionism
as the key form of racism on the planet; this would encourage people to relate
to the overwhelming majority of Jews who refuse to disavow Zionism, as if they
were racists. In response, some Jewish NGOs found that they could get a hear-
ing for their concerns within the structures of the Organization for Security
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[JTABA 1

CoBpeMeHHble KOHPINKTbI

OnpepeneHve aHTUCEMUTU3MA

A3BUA XPLL

BBEAEHWE

B 3Tol4 cTaTbe OCHOBHOE BHUMaHMe yjeNseTcs Crnopam o TOM, Kak onpejensieTcs aHTUCEMUTUZM.

Camu no cebe cnopsl 06 onpejeneHnn ABNAKTCSA YacTbio 6onee WNPOKO 6opL6LI MexXay Temu,
KTO yTBEPX/AAeT, YTO BpaxAebHOCTb K V3panito BaXKHa A1 MOHUMaHUA COBPEMEHHOTO aHTUCEMUTI3MA,
1 TeMU, KTO CUMTAET 3TU /Ba SAB/JIEHVISt COBEPLLUEHHO Pa3HbIMU. [103TOMY K/toUeBOV BONPOC 3aK/1H04aeTCst
B TOM, Kakune Bn/Abl Bpa)KAe6HOCTVI K I/I3pa|/|m0 MOXXHO NOHMMAaTb KakK aHTUCEMUTN3M, KakKne MOryT K
HeMy NPYBOANTL U Kakue MOTyT 6bITb ero cneactsvem?

B 370l cTaThbe A aHann3npyo Tpu NprMepa 6opbobl 3a onpejeneHne aHTUceMnTnmMa. Bo-
nepBblX, I MPOCNEXMBAIO reHeanornto paboyero onpejeneHns aHTMCEMUTN3MA,
paspaboTaHHOro EBponenckum LleHTPOM MOHUTOPUHIa pacvama 1 kceHodpobum (EUMC, HbiHe
AreHTCTBO MO OCHOBHbLIM MpaBam Yenoseka). 3To onpejenieHne, B HECKO/IbKO M3MeHEeHHOM, HO
OYHKLUMOHANBHO NAEHTNYHOM GopMe, No3xe 6bI10 MPUHATO MeXAyHapoAHbIM albAHCOM
namaTy 0 X0NOKOCTe 1 Tenepk 06bIYHO Ha3biBaeTca onpeaeneHemM IHRA. Al nokasbiBato, Kak 3T0
onpejeneHvie BO3HUK/O B pe3y/ibTaTe packona MexXay rnobanbHbIM aHTUPaCUCTCKUM
ABVIXXEHNEM, C OHOVi CTOPOHBbI, 1 BO3rNaBnseMoi eBpesMu ONmno3nLmen aHTUCeMUTU3MY, C
Apyroii. Ha [lypbaHckori «<BcemmnpHo KoHbepeHLmn NpoTrB pacu3ma» B ceHTabpe 2001 roga
6bln1a NpeAnpuHNATa B 3HAUNTENBHOW CTeNeHN ycrneLHas nonbiTka NpejcTaBuTe CUOHM3M Kak
KnoyeByto GopMy pacv3ma Ha MaaHeTe; 3TO JO/KHO BbI10 NOBYANTb oAl OTHOCUTLCS K
noAasnstoLemMy 60/bLLINHCTBY eBpeeB, KOTOPble 0TKa3bIBAOTCA OTPEUbLCS OT CMOHU3MA, Kak K
pacuctam. B oTBeT Ha 3To HekoTopble espelickme HMO 06HapyXuan, 4To MOryT A06UTLCA TOro,

YTO6bI X MPOBIEMBI BbIIN YC/bILLIAHbI B CTPYKTYpax OpraHn3aLmmn no 6e3onacHoCTy.
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and Co-operation in Europe (OSCE) and the European Union. If Durban is
thought of as a non-white global forum and if the OSCE and the European
Union are thought of as networks of white states, then the antagonism between
non-white antiracism and white anxiety about antisemitism becomes visible
and concerning. The clash between anti-Zionism, on the one hand, and the
claim that anti-Zionism is related to antisemitism, on the other, plays out within
the realm of discourse and then it is also mirrored institutionally in these global
struggles over the definition of antisemitism.

Second, I go on to look at a case study of alleged antisemitism within the
University and College Union (UCU) that was related to the partial success
within the union of the campaign to boycott Israel. The explicit disavowal of
the EUMC definition during the 2011 UCU Congress can be understood as
the climax of a process of struggle within the union over the recognition of a
relationship between hostility to Israel and antisemitism.

The third case study is an analysis of two formal processes that were asked to
adjudicate whether hostility to Israel had become antisemitic: the UCU v Fraser
case at the Employment Tribunal in 2012 and the Shami Chakrabarti Inquiry
into Antisemitism and Other Racisms in the Labour Party in 2016. The EUMC
definition of antisemitism offers a framework for understanding the potential of
certain kinds of hostility to Israel to be antisemitic. The further argument was
made within the UCU, as well as to the Employment Tribunal and to the Chakra-
barti Inquiry, that cultures of hostility to Israel and of support for boycotts tend
to bring with them, into institutions that harbour them, cultures of antisemitism.
The structures of the Union, as well as the two inquiries, wholeheartedly rejected
both the claims: first, that a politics of hostility to Israel manifests itself in antisem-
itism in these cases; and second, that a cultural or institutional antisemitism, anal-
ogous to institutional racism, could be identified in the UCU or the Labour Party.

This paper asks whether these wholehearted rejections of claims about
antisemitism are themselves implicated in the functioning of contemporary
antisemitism. Denial of racism is a necessary element of those kinds of racism
that do not see themselves as racist. Perhaps the hostility to the EUMC defi-
nition and to arguments about cultural or institutional antisemitism is a nec-
essary component of the anti-Zionist discourses and cultures themselves that
arguably relate in complex ways to antisemitism.

METHODOLOGICAL ISSUES

Defining a concept cannot be done independently of understanding that which
the concept seeks to encapsulate. Defining is a process that requires us to begin
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1 OBCE 1 EBponeiickoro coto3a. Ecnum [lypbaH paccmaTpmBaTh Kak r1obansHbIvi popym,
ob6beanHsoLWMIA Hebenoe HaceneHne, a OBCE n EBponelickinii col3 — Kak ceTu 6enbix
rocyAapcTB, TO aHTAroHN3M MexJy aHTUPacM3MoM Hebesloro HaceneHus N onaceHnsaMmn
6e10ro HaceneHns no NoBojy aHTUCEMUTM3MA CTAHOBUTCA OYEBUAHBIM U Bbi3biBaeT
6ecrnokoncTBo. CTONKHOBEHME MeX/y aHTUCMOHV3MOM, C OAHOV CTOPOHBI, 1
yTBEPXAEHMNEM O CBSI3N aHTUCMOHM3Ma C aHTUCEMUTM3MOM, C APYroli, pa3BopaynBaeTcs B
cdepe ancKypca, a 3aTemM HaxoANUT NHCTUTYLIMOHAaNbHOE OTPaXeHWe B 3TUX FobanbHbIX
cnopax o6 onpeaeneHnn aHTUCEMUTU3MA.

Bo-BTOpbIX, A NePexXoxy K pacCMOTPEHNIO KOHKPETHOro cayyas npejrnonaraemoro
aHTUceMnTM3Ma BHYTpYM Mpodcotosa yHrBepcuTeToB 1 Konnegxein (UCU), cBA3aHHOrO €
YaCTNYHbBIM YCreXoM KaMnaHum no 6orkoTy M3panns BHyTpu npodcotosa. ABHoe
oTpuuaHne onpegeneHns EUMC Bo Bpema cbesga UCU 2011 roga MOXHO paccMaTpuBaTth
KaK KyJbMUHaLMIO NpoLecca 60pbObl BHYTPY NPOPCOLo3a 3a MPU3HaHWE CBA3U MeXAy
BPaXxAebHOCTbIO K M3pannto 1 aHTUCEMUTU3MOM.

TpeTuii npuMep NCCIeA0BaHNA NPeACTaBsaeT Cob0l aHann3 AByx GopManbHbIX NPOLLECCOB, B
pamKax KOTOpPbIX paccMaTpMBasICa BONPOC O TOM, Nepepocsia iv BpaxXAebHoCTb K M3pannto B
aHTUCeMUTU3M: UCU npotus @pevizepa [leno paccMaTpusanock B TpubyHane no TpyAoBbIM Ciopam B
2012 rogy, a paccneaosaHue Llamy YakpabapTy Mo BONPOCam aHTUCEMUTU3MA U PYriX BUAOB pacv3Ma
B /leiibopucTckoli naptum — B 2016 rogy. OnpeaeneHvie aHTMceMnTM3ma, gaHHoe EUMC, npegnaraet
OCHOBY A1 MOHUMaHUA TOro, Kak onpejeneHHble BUAbl Bpa)KAe6HOCTIA MO OTHOLUEHWHKO K Vlspammo
MOryT 6bITb aHTUCEMUTCKMMU. B pamkax UCU, a Takxxe B TprbyHane no Tpy0BbIM CMOPaM v B pamkax
paccnesoBaHust HakpabapTy, 6b11 BbIABUHYT apryMeHT O TOM, YTO KynbTypa BpaXAebHOCTH K Vi3paunto 1
noajepxka 60MKoTOB, Kak MPaBUIO, MPUBHOCAT B MHCTUTYTbI, KOTOPbIE NX MOAAEPXMBAIOT, KyNbTypy
aHTUcemnTn3Ma. CTPYKTYpbl MPOdCOI03a, a TakxKe Ba paccie0BaHWs, KaTeropuyecku otsepram oba
YTBEPXAEHNA: BO-MEPBbIX, YTO MOANTMKA Bpa)K,qe6HOCTI/I K I/I3pa|/|mo npoABAAeTCA B aHTUCEMNTU3ME B
3TWX CNyYasix; 1 BO-BTOpPbIX, 4To B UCU unu J1ebopmucTckoin napTnm MOXHO BbISBUTL KyNbTYPHbIA 1K
I/IHCTI/ITyL[,I/IOHaﬂbeIﬁ aAHTNCEMUTU3M, aHaNornNyYHbIN WHCTUTYUMNOHANIbHOMY pacusmy.

B 37OV cTaTbe paccMaTpuBaeTCcs BONPOC O TOM, ABAAKTCA N 3TN 6€30roBOPOYHbIe
OTPULLAHNA YTBEPXAEHNIA 06 aHTUCEMUTU3ME CaMU NO cebe YacTbio PYHKLMOHMPOBaHNSA
COBPEMEHHOro aHTnCceMnTM3IMa. OTpVILI'aHVIe pacn3mMa ABndeTcs HeoﬁXO,qI/IMbIM 3/1eMeHTOM Tex
BV/0B Pacl3Ma, KOTOpble He CUMTAIOT Cebsi PacUCTCKUMU. BO3MOXHO, BpaXAebHOCTb K
onpegenerHnto EUMC 1 K aprymeHTam o KybTYPHOM UAN UHCTUTYLIMOHAbHOM aHTUCEMUTU3ME
ABNSETCA HEOOXOANMbIM KOMMOHEHTOM CaMUX aHTUCUOHMCTCKNX AUCKYPCOB 1 KyNbTyp, KOTOpbIe,

no Bcel BUANMOCTU, CIOXKHbIM o6pa30M CBA3aHbl C aHTUCEMUTU3MOM.

METOA0/10MMYECKME BOMPOChI

OnpeAeneHme NOHSATNS HEBO3MOXHO 6€3 MOHUMaHKA TOro, UTO 3TO MOHATME nprsBaHo

onnueTBopATb. OnpejeneHne — 3To NpoLece, KOTopblli TpebyeT OT Hac Havana.
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by looking at the world outside of ourselves. Gold, for example, is easy to define
because its properties are clearly delineated in nature. Any element with atomic
number 79 is gold and having that atomic number is enough to define it as such.
That is to say that having the atomic number 79 is both necessary and sufficient
for a substance to be gold. To define gold it is necessary to know something
about the nature of gold.

Antisemitism, a complex and contested social phenomenon, is more diffi-
cult to define than gold, but here too the work of definition must begin with an
investigation into the phenomenon itself. Antisemitism is objective and exter-
nal to the subjective feeling of individuals. This means that in order to shed light
on debates around the definition of the concept, it is necessary to look at the
actualization of the concept in the social world, as well as the ways in which the
processes of definition happen there.

But the procedure appropriate for natural concepts such as chemical ele-
ments cannot be used exactly as it stands when we want to define more complex
social phenomena. One principal reason for this is that, whereas a natural con-
cept such as gold has instances that are universally agreed upon as being cases of
gold, the same is not true of socially contentious phenomena such as racism in
general and antisemitism in particular. What counts as a case of racism is a mat-
ter of dispute; indeed, it is precisely those disputes, with all their political impli-
cations and consequences, that create the need for a clear definition of what it
is we are disagreeing about. We need a more complex method if we are to make
progress in defining the social phenomenon we are interested in. As before, we
must start by looking at the world outside of us; antisemitism is not simply a
matter of what is inside people’s heads, either their linguistic knowledge of how
the word is used or their psychological states, such as feelings of hatred and con-
tempt for Jews. Hatred may be a sufficient condition for antisemitism, but it is
not at all a necessary one: antisemitism is also, and primarily, a matter of what
people do, and what consequences their actions have. These points are widely
accepted in the more general study of racism, but what people know about rac-
ism is sometimes forgotten when they turn their attention to antisemitism. And
although there may be agreement about some cases of antisemitism, such as
Nazi antisemitism, other cases, especially contemporary ones, are the subject of
hot political dispute. So we would need to move constantly between our emerg-
ing definition of what antisemitism is and our reflective sense of which cases
are properly to be seen as constituting antisemitism, using a tentative definition
to correct our intuitions about cases and using our increasingly reflective sense
of which cases really count as antisemitism to help us to revise and refine our
definition.

19
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B3r/isiHyB Ha MV 3a MPeAenamMm Hac CaMmx, MOXHO OTPEAENNTL 30/10TO. HarnprMep, ero CBoVCTBa J1erko
onpeAenTb, MOCKO/bKY OHUN YETKO orpeaeneHsl B MprpoAe. JIl0601 31eMeHT ¢ aTOMHbIM HOMepoM 79 ABAsieTcs
30/10TOM, U Ha/In4ne 3TOro aTOMHOro HomMepa A0CTaTOYHO AJis TOro, 4yTObbI ornpeAennTb ero Kak TakoBsoe. To ecTb
Hanunyve aTOMHOro HomMepa 79 ABSETC OAHOBPEMEHHO HEOBXOAVIMbIM U AOCTAaTOUHbLIM YCIOBVEM A/IS TOTO,

UTO6bI BELLLEeCTBO 6b110 30/10TOM. [l onpejeneHns 3010Ta HEO6XOANMO 3HaTb KOe-4TOo 0 MPUPOZe 30/10Ta.

AHTNCEMUTU3ZM, CZIOXKHOE U npoTnBOpeYnBOE CcounanbHoe aBneHne,
onpeaennTb TpyaHee 30/10Ta, HO U 34eCb pa60Ta no onpejeneHnro JO/KHa
Ha4yMHaTbCA C UccnefoBaHMA CaMOro aBeHu4A. AHTVNCEMNTU3M OBBLEKTUBEH U
HaxXoANTCst BHE Cy6beKTUBHBbIX OLLYLLIEHWA OTAENbHBIX J0Aei. DTO 03HaYaeT, uTo
ANna Toro, UTO6bI MPoOJINTb CBET Ha ANCKYCCIN BOKPYT onpeaesieHnda 3Toro noHATuA,
HeO6XOA|/|MO PaccMOTpEeTb akTyanam3auyno NOHATUA B COLMaIbHOM MUPE, a TakxXe
CMoco6bl, KOTOPLIMY TaM NMPOVCXOAAT MNPOLLeCChl OnpeeneHus.

OAHaKko npouesypa, NOAXOAALLAS ANA MPUPOAHbLIX MOHATUN, TakMX Kak XMMUYECKMe SN1eMEHTbI, He
MOXeT 6bITb UCMOb30BaHa B TOM Bi/e, B KOTOPOM OHa CyLLIeCTBYeT ceiiyac, Korja Mbl XOTUM
onpeaenvTb 6onee CIOXHbIE coLManbHble SBAeHNUS. OfHa U3 rNaBHbIX MPUYNH 3TOrO 3aK/toyaeTcs B
TOM, UTO, B TO BPEMSsI KaK A/151 NPUPOAHOrO MOHSTUS, TaKOro KaK 30/10TO, CyLLECTBYHOT NPUMepPbI, KOTopble
MOBCEMECTHO NMPU3HAIOTCS ClydYasiMU 30/10Ta, TO Xe CaMoe HeJlb3s ckasaTb O COLMaNbHO CMOPHbIX
ABNEHWSAX, TaKUX Kak Pacvi3M B LIeJIOM M aHTUCEMUTU3M B YacTHOCTUW. YTO cUMTaeTcs cnyyaem pacusma —
3TO BOMPOC cropa; 60/1ee Toro, UMEHHO 3TV CMOPbI, CO BCEMU UX MOANTUHECKUMUN NOCNEACTBUSIMYA,
CO3/at0T HEOBXOANMOCTb B YETKOM OrMpe/eneHUn Toro, Mo NMoBOAY Yero Mbl He COrnacHbl. Ham HyxeH
601ee CNI0XKHbIA METOZ, eC/N Mbl XOTVM A06UTLCS NMporpecca B onpejeneHnn NHTepecytoLLero Hac
coumanbHoro aeneHus. Kak v npexzae, Mbl 40MKHbI Ha4aTb C TOro, YTO6bI B3rNsIHYTL HAa MUP 3a
npejenamu Hac; aHTVCEMUTV3M — 3TO He MPOCTO BOMPOC TOrO, YTO HAXOAMUTCA B rofoBax Ntojeld, 6yab
TO VX IMHFBUCTUYECKNE 3HAHWS 06 UCMOb30BaHUM 3TOFO C/I0BA UV VX NMCUXOOTMYeCcKe COCTOAHUS,
Takume Kak 4yBCTBO HEHABUCTU 1 Mpe3peHus K eBpesiM. HeHaBUCTb MOXET 6bITb 40CTaTOUHbLIM YCIOBUEM
ANS aHTUCEMUTU3MA, HO OHa BOBCE He SIB/ISIETCH HEO6XOAVMbIM: aHTUCEMUTU3M — 3TO Takxke, 1 npexze
BCEro, BOMPOC TOFO, YTO NOANLE/1aTbN KaKne NoCNeACTBUSA MeIoT NX AeACTBUS. ST MOMEHTbI LUMPOKO
npu3sHaHb! B 6osiee 06LLeM 13yUYeHUr pacu3ma, Ho TO, YTO /IOAMN 3HAKOT O pacn3me, MHOTAa 3abbiBaeTcs,
KOrza oHU 06paLLaloT BHUMaHMe Ha aHTUCEMUTI3M. VI XOTS MOXET 6bITb coracue Nno HeKOTopbIM
cnyYasM aHTUCEMUTN3MA, TakUM Kak HaLMCTCKUIA aHTUCEMUTI3M, Apyrue caydaun, 0co6eHHO
COBPEMeHHble, ABASAOTCS NPEAMETOM OXECTOUEHHbIX MONUTUYECKMX CMopoB. Mo3ToMYy HaM HE06X0AMMO
MOCTOSIHHO MepeKItoYaTbCs MeXAy HalvM GOPMIUPYHOLLMMCS ONpejeneHneM Toro, YTo Takoe
aHTUCEMUTUN3M, U HaLMM pedieKCUBHBIM MOHMMAaHWEM TOro, Kakune Clyyan cieyeT cunTaTh
aHTNCEMUTN3MOM, UCTONb3YS NPpeABapUTEbHOE onpejeneHre Ans KOPPeKTUPOBKIM HaLLINX
WNHTYUTVBHbIX MPeACTaBAeHNli O Cy4asx U UCMonb3ys Halle Bce 6onee pepaekcBHOE NOHNMaHe Toro,
KaKue ciyvaun AeNCTBUTEIbHO CHUTAKOTCA aHTVCEMUTU3MOM, YTO6bI MOMOYb HaM NepecMoTPeTb U1

YTOUHWTb Halle onpegeneHue.
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This paper is an effort to understand what is at stake in struggles over how
antisemitism should be defined. The inbuilt methodological complexity is that
analysing and understanding the struggles around definition is also a process of
analysing and understanding the phenomenon of antisemitism itself. Observ-
ing efforts to define certain kinds of attitudes and actions as not antisemitic
may at the same time also be observing the very functioning of antisemitic dis-
course. Observing struggles over definition in this way may require us to take
sides in some of those struggles. It involves a constant interplay between our
emerging definition of antisemitism and our understanding of which cases can
plausibly be seen as examples of it.

So methodologically, an inquiry into defining antisemitism begins with
empirical observation and analysis of cases, some hotly disputed, of the social
phenomenon in question, as it is manifested in living, changing social move-
ments and as it is produced through struggle and contestation over how things
are understood and described. Analysis of the three case studies below leads
me to suggest that the quest for an automatic and uncontested formula that can
tell us what is and is not antisemitic is going to be unsuccessful. We are not
going to be able to find necessary and sufficient conditions for the presence
of antisemitism. It may, however, be possible to look towards the development
of a set of criteria that can help us to make, and to debate, difficult judgments
regarding particular cases. We will remain aware that any such criteria will be
angrily contested.

The case studies in this paper show why there is unlikely to be even broad
agreement over how to define antisemitism, even amongst antiracists who
broadly agree on how to recognize other forms of racism. There is a polarization
around definition because the phenomenon itself is highly polarized. Some
scholars and antiracists argue that hostility to Israel is related to antisemitism;
others insist that relating the two is not merely erroneous but also a malicious
attempt to silence and delegitimize criticism of Israel.

CASE STUDY 1: A GENEALOGY OF THE EUMC WORKING
DEFINITION OF ANTISEMITISM

The EUMC Working Definition' is controversial because it states that particu-
lar kinds of hostility to Israel “could, taking into account the overall context”
be antisemitic. It offers examples: “accusing Israel as a state of exaggerating
or inventing the Holocaust” and “accusing Jews of being more loyal to Israel
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JlaHHas cTaTbs NpeAcTaBaseT cobori MOMNbITKY MOHATL, YTO NMOCTaB/IEHO Ha KapTy B 6opb6be 3a
oripeeneHne aHTUCEMUTU3MA. 3a10)KeHHast B Heli MeTOA0/0rMYeckas CI0XHOCTb 3ak1to4aeTcs B TOM,
UTO aHafn3 1 NOHNMaHNe 60pbbbI BOKPYT OnpejeneHns — 3To TakKe NpoLecc aHannsa v NoHMMaHus
camoro peHomeHa aHTUceMnTM3Ma. HabntoeHne 3a NonbITkaMu onpesenunTe onpeaeneHHble BUAbI
B3r/ISIA0B U AeMCTBUI KaK He ABASIIOLLMECS aHTUCEMUTCKMMUN MOXET OAHOBPEMEHHO 03Ha4aTb
HabntoAeHe 3a caMUM GYHKLIMOHMPOBaHNEM aHTUCEMUTCKOro Anckypca. Takoe HabnoaeHNe 3a
60pb60Ii 33 onNpeeneHe MOXeT NoTpeboBaTb OT HAC MPUHSATUA Ybein-NMb0 CTOPOHbI B HEKOTOPbIX 13
3TNX KOHGANKTOB. ITO NpeAnonaraeT NOCTOSHHOE B3aUMOAECTBIE MeXAY HalLUM GOPMUPYOLLUMCS
onpejeneHnemM aHTUCeEMUTU3IMA N HALLM NOHVMaHVeM TOro, Kakue ciy4vam MoryTt HpaBAOFIOAO6HO
paccmaTpuBaThCs Kak ero npumepsl.

TakvM 06pa3om, C METOA0/IOMMYECKO TOUKM 3pEHIS, NCCef0BaHNe onpejeneHuns
aHTMCEMUTN3MA HAaYMHAETCS C AIMMNUPUYECKOro HabntAeHNs 1 aHann3a ciy4yaes, HeKoTopble 13
KOTOPbIX BbI3bIBAKOT OXECTOYEHHbIe CMOopbl, pacCMaTPMBaEMOro COLManbHOro ABAEHUS, Kak OHO
NPOABAAETCA B XMBbIX, MEHAIOLLMXCSH COLMANbHBIX ABVXXEHUAX 1 KaK OHO NMOPOXAaeTcs B
pe3ynbTate 60pbObI Y MPOTUBOCTOSIHWSA MO NMOBOAY TOro, Kak BeLL MOHUMAIOTCS 1 OMUChIBAOTCS.
AHann3 Tpex NpuMBeAeHHbIX HVXKe NPYUMEepPOoB NO3BOASET MPEANON0XKNTb, YTO MOUCK
aBTOMaTM4ecKko 1 beccnopHori ¢opMybl, KOTopasi Morna bbl ckasaTb HaM, YTO ABASETCA
aHTUCEMUTU3MOM, a YTO HeT, byaeT 6e3ycneLllHbIM. Mbl He CMOXeM HalTV HeobxoauMmble 1
JAOCTaTOUHbIE YCIOBUS A1 HAaNMUMA aHTUceMnTM3aMa. OfHaKo, BO3MOXHO, yaacTcst pa3paboTaTtb
Habop KpuTepues, KOTOPbIe MOMOTrYT HaM MPUHMMaTb 1 06CYyXAaTb C/IOXKHbIE peLleHns B
OTHOLLUEHUM KOHKPETHbIX c/lydaeB. Mbl 6yAeM NOMHUTB, YTO Ntobble Takme KpuTepun byayT
noZBepraTbCsi OXXeCTOYEHHbIM Criopam.

MpuBeaeHHble B 3TOM CTaTbe NPUMEPbI MOKa3biBAKOT, NoYeMy BPsij Nv 6yAeT AOCTUTHYTO LWMPOKOe
cornacue oTHOCUTE/IbHO ONpejeNieHVst aHTUCEMUTI3MA, Aaxe CPeAN aHTVPACUCTOB, KOTOPbIE B Lie/1OM
cornacHbl ¢ Tem, Kak pacnosHaBaTb Apyrvie ¢opMbl pacuama. Monspusaums BOKpyr onpeAeneHuns
06bACHAETCS TEM, UTO CaMO sIB/IEHVE KpaliHe NoNsip1M30BaHo. HekoTopble yUeHble Y aHTUPaCKCTbI
yTBEpPXAatoT, YTO Bpa)K,qeﬁHOCTb K I/I3pa|/|n+o CBA3aHa C aHTUCEMUTU3MOM; Apyre HacTanBarT Ha TOM,
4TO 3Ta CBSA3b He TO/IbKO OLIMBOYHA, HO 1 SIBASIETCS 3/I0HaMepPeHHOl NOMbITKOV 3acTaBUTh 3aMoNYaTh 1

ANCKPeANTNPOBaTL KPUTKKY V3pauns.

MPUMEP N3 MPAKTUKW 1: TEHEAOT A PABOTbl EUMC
OMNPEAENEHNE AHTUCEMUTU3MA

Pabouee onpeaeneHne EUMCi3TOT JOKYMEHT BbI3bIBA€T CMOPbI, MOCKO/ILKY B HEM YTBEPXAAETCH, UTO
ornpeeneHHble BUAbI BPaXAe6HOCTV MO OTHOLLEHWIO K V3pansto «MoryT, C y4eToM 06LLero KoHTeKcTa»,
6bITb aHTUCEMUTCKUMU. B KauecTBe NpUMepPOB NPUBOAATCA: «06BUHEHME VI3pannsa B npeyBennyeHnm

VN BbIAYMbIBaHUM XONI0KOCTa» 1 «06BUHEHVEe eBpeeB B 60/1bLUEN 0SILHOCTY K 3paunnio».
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than to their own nations.” It offers examples of the kinds of things that may be
judged antisemitic, “taking into account the overall context,” as follows:*

« Denying the Jewish people their right to self-determination, e.g,, by
claiming that the existence of a State of Israel is a racist endeavor.

« Applying double standards by requiring of it a behavior not expected or
demanded of any other democratic nation.

« Using the symbols and images associated with classic antisemitism
(e.g., claims of Jews killing Jesus or blood libel) to characterize Israel or
Israelis.

« Drawing comparisons of contemporary Israeli policy to that of the
Nazis.

« Holding Jews collectively responsible for actions of the state [sic] of
Israel.

The definition then makes it clear that, on the other hand, “criticism of Israel
similar to that levelled against any other country cannot be regarded as
antisemitic.”?

Mike Whine traces the prehistory of the Working Definition back to the
immediate aftermath of the fall of Communism.* The OSCE was a preexisting
international forum in which Europe, East and West, the USSR, later Russia
and the secession states, and the USA could talk to each other. It was a forum
that lent itself to the project of attempting to shape the new Europe, in particu-
lar by formulating states’ commitment to the principles of human rights and
democracy. At the 1990 Copenhagen conference, commitments were made to
combat “all forms of racial and ethnic hatred, antisemitism, xenophobia and
discrimination.” These commitments were subsequently endorsed by heads of
state in the “Charter of Paris for a New Europe.”

It was ten years later when the peace process between Israel and the Pal-
estinians broke down decisively with the outbreak of the Second Intifada and
after the failure of peace talks at Taba in January 2001. The coalition of pro-
peace forces in Israel and in Palestine collapsed into opposing national con-
sensuses, each of which portrayed the other nation as being responsible for the
renewal of conflict.

In September 2001, there was a United Nations (UN) “World Conference
against Racism” (WACR) and it was held in newly democratic South Africa.
At that conference there was a formidable campaign to construct Zionism
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4YeM CBOMM COBCTBEHHbIM CTpaHaM». B HeM NprBOAATCA MPUMepbl TOTO, UTO MOXET 6bIThb

pacueHeHo Kak aHTUCEMUTU3M, «C yH4ETOM 06u.|,ero KOHTEeKCTa», a UMeHHO:2

+ OTprLaHVe NpaBa eBPerickoro Hapoja Ha camoonpejeneHune, Hanpumep, NyTem yTBepXAeHNs,
uTO CyLecTBoBaHMe MocygapcTBa V3pannb SBAsSeTCs pacuCcTCKON MHNLNMATUBO.

+ [lpMeHeHVe ABOHbIX CTaHAAPTOB, TPebys OT Hero NoBe/eHVs, KOTOPoe He OXMAAeTCcs 1 He TpebyeTcs
HW OT OZHOI ApYroli AeMOKpPaTNYeCKO CTpaHbI.

* icnonb3oBaHve CUMBONOB U 06p3303, CBA3@HHbIX C KN1acCUYeCkKUM aHTUCEMUTUZMOM (Hal‘lpl/lMEp, YTBEPXAEHUSA O
TOM, UTO eBpen younu Mincyca nav coepLuniv KpoBaBblii HaBeT), ANs xapakTepuctuku spavns nan
n3pannbTAH.

* [lpoBeeHVie CpaBHEHWIA COBPEMEHHO N3PannbCKOM MOAUTUKI C MOIUTUKOV

HaLUMCTOB.

* Bo3noxeHve Ha eBpeeB KO/IJIEKTVUBHOW OTBETCTBEHHOCTU 3a AeliCTBMA rocygapctsa [cvk]

W3panns.

B onpeaeneHnn, ¢ 4pyrori CTOPOHBI, SICHO yKa3aHo, UTo «KpuUTuka Vi3panns, nogobHas Tou,
KOTOpasi HarnpaBs/ieHa MNpPOTUB /060N APYro CTPaHbl, HE MOXEeT cYMTaTbCs
AHTNCEMUTCKOM».3

Maiik YaiiH npocnexuBaeT npeabicToputo Paboyero onpegeneHus 4o nepunosa,
HenocpeACTBEHHO NOC/Ie0BaBLLEro 3a NajeHnem KoMMyHnsma.«ObCE npejctasnsna coboi
CyLLIeCTBOBAaBLUMIA paHee MeXAyHapoAHbIli dopym, Ha koTopom EBpona, Boctok 1 3anaa, CCCP,
nosgHee Poccusa 1 oTAeNMBLUMECS FOCYAApCTBa, a Takxe CLLA mornu Bectu gnanor gpyr ¢
ApYrom. 3To 6b11 GopyM, KOTOPbIN CMOCO6CTBOBAN MPOEKTY GOPMMPOBaHMA HOBOW EBponbI, B
4yacTHoCTKY, NyTeM GOopMyNnMpoBaHNA 0683aTeNbCTB roCy4apcTs B OTHOLLEHUN NPUHLMIOB Npas
yesnoBeka 1 AemokpaTuun. Ha KoneHrareHcko koHpepeHumn 1990 roga 6biam NpUHATHI
obs3aTenbCTBa N0 6opbbe co «BceMy GpopMamm pacoBOM 1 STHUYECKON HEHABUCTH,
aHTUCEMUTM3MA, KCEHOPOBUM 1 ANCKPUMUNHALMIN».sDTU 0693aTeNbCTBa BNOCNeACTBIM Bblnn
0/,06peHbI rnaBaMu rocyapcTs B «MapuKckoi XapTm 3a HOBYHO EBpony».s

CnycTs AecATb NeT MUPHBIA NpoLuecc mexay Mspannem 1 nanectmHUamm
OKOHYaTe/IbHO COPBasCA C HayanoM BTopon nHTudazbl 1 nocie Nnposasa MUPHbLIX
neperoBopoB B Tabe B siHBape 2001 roga. Koanuums cun, BbICTYNarwLWMX 3a MUp, B
M3pawnne n MNanectnHe pacnanack Ha NPOTVNBO6GOPCTBYHOLLME HALMOHANbHbIe
KOHCEHCYCbl, KaX/AbIVi N3 KOTOPbIX BO3/1aran OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 3a BO306HOBNEHMEe
KOHQIMKTa Ha APYryro CTpaHy.

B ceHTsi6pe 2001 roaa B HeAaBHO obpeTLLeli gemokpaTuto FOxHol Appurke cocTosnacb
BcemupHas koHpepeHumsa OpraHunsaummn ObbegnHeHHbIX Hauunii (OOH) no 6opk6e ¢ pac3mom.

Ha 3Toli KoHdpepeHLWM BbiNa pa3BepHyTa MacLUTabHas KaMmnaHWs Mo NMOCTPOEHNIO COHM3MA.
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as the key manifestation of racism in the modern world. A number of factors
came together that week—in the conference venues, on the city streets, and
on the beachfront of Durban. There was a UN intergovernmental forum. There
was also a parallel NGO conference, a huge event in a cricket ground bringing
together tens of thousands of activists. Something of the atmosphere can be
understood from this contemporaneous account from ICARE, a participating
European antiracist NGO:

Jews were actively discriminated [against], shouted down, meetings on
Antisemitism were hijacked by Palestinian Caucus members and support-
ers, and people who protested against all this were branded “Zionist pigs
lovers” and “Jewlovers.” Some NGOs were intimidated into silence. There
was fear to be branded as “Zionist.” There were NGOs and people who
openly agreed with the antisemite slogans ...

The big September 1st demonstration had a lot of slogans, covered a
lot of issues, but one was most dominant: Free Palestine. In the march, slo-
gans were carried like “Kill all the Jews” and “the good things Hitler did.”
Pamphlets were handed out with a portrait of Hitler, displaying the text:
“What if T had won? The good things: There would be NO Israel and NO
Palestinian’s blood shed—the rest is your guess. The bad things: Iwouldn’t
have allowed the making of the new beetle—the rest is your guess.”

This march ended at the Durban Jewish Club, which was another
sign that the organisers not only see the state of Israel as the enemy but all
Jewish people. The Jewish club had been evacuated a few hours earlier and
the South African police had the building screened-off with riot police and
armoured cars. A big demonstration during a World Conference Against

Racism that ends as an Antisemitic rally. ...”

There was an organized and hostile anti-Israel fervor throughout the week-
long conference. Some of it was expressed in openly antisemitic forms, some
was legitimate criticism of Israel expressed in democratic antiracist forms,
and some was antisemitism expressed in ostensibly democratic and antiracist
language.

The Conference ended on Saturday 8 September. For some of the partici-
pants the traumatic experience of finding that global allies in the struggle against
racism were prepared to tolerate antisemitism was heightened by the attacks,
three days later on 11 September, on the USA. Ronald Eissens of ICARE edi-
torialized as follows:
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KaK K/Jto4eBoe NposiB/ieHVe pacu3ma B COBPeMeHHOM Mupe. Ha Toli Hegene coBnano
MHOXeCTBO $paKTOpPOB — B MecTax NpoBeAeHNs KOHPepeHLUMIA, Ha ynnLax roposa u
Ha nasxe [ypbaHa. Mpoxoann MexnpasnTenbcTBeHHbI dopym OOH. NapannensHo
npoxoguna KoHdpepeHumsa HMO, macluTabHoe MeponpusThe Ha KPUKETHOM none,
cobpaBLLee fecATKM ThiCAY akTMBUCTOB. O HeKOTOpoi aTMocdepe MOXHO CyAnTb MO
3ToMy coBpemeHHOMy oTyeTy ICARE, eBponenckon aHTupacmcTckon HMO,

yyacTBoBaBLUel B akLMK:

EBpeeB aKTUBHO AVCKPUMMHUPOBAAM, UX 3aTblKann, CobpaHus no 6opbbe ¢
AHTNCEMUTN3MOM 3axBaTbIBaNN YeHbl Y CTOPOHHMKM ManecTnHCKon ¢pakumm, a Tex,
KTO NpoTecToBan NPOTUB BCEro 3TOT0, KNENMUAN «0BUTENAMU CUOHNCTCKUX CBUHER» 1
«tobuTensMm espee». HekoTopble HMO 3anyrvBany, 3acTaBnss MonyaTb.
CyLuecTBOBas CTPax 6bITb 3akNEAMEHHBIM KakK «CMOHUCT». Bbian HMO v ntoan, koTopble
OTKPbITO COrNlalannchb C aHTUCEMUTCKUMU IO3Yramul...

Ha maclutabHol geMoHCTpaumn 1 ceHT6pst 6b110 MHOTO JI03YHrOB, 3aTparnBanoch
MHOXECTBO BOMPOCOB, HO OZUH 6bIN CaMbIM AoOMUHMPYOLWMM: «CBO60AY ManecTuHe». Bo Bpems
Maplua Hecnv N03yHrn Bpoje «Y6uTh Bcex eBpeeB» 1 «Kakune xopoluve gena coBepLuun
Tnep». PasgaBanv IMCTOBKW € NopTpeToM MMTnepa 1 TeKCTOM: «4T0o, ecnn 6bl 51 nobeann?
Xopotlune Aena: He 6b1710 6bl 3panns 1 He 6bi10 6bl MPOANTON KPOBM ManecTMHLEB —
oCTanbHOE Bbl MOXeETe Jorasgatbcs camu. Mnoxue gena: 1 6bl He 4ONYCTWA CO34aHUA HOBOTO
XKyKa — OCTa/ibHOe Bbl MOXeTe A0rafjatbCa caMu».

3TOT MapL 3aBepLunacs y EBperickoro kny6a B lypbaHe, UTo CTasno eLle OAHUM
CBUAETENbCTBOM TOrO, YTO OPraHmn3aTopbl BUAAT Bparamu He TO/IbKO rocyapcTso
M3paunb, Ho 1 Bcex eBpeeB. EBpelickunii kny6 6bin 3BaKyMpOBaH HECKONBbKMMUW YacaMm
paHee, a toXXHoadpMKaHcKasa NoOANLMA oLennna 3gaHne C NOMOLLbIO CreLHasa v
6poHemaLLVH. KpynHas AeMOoHCTpaLusa Bo Bpems BceMnpHoli koHdepeHLmMn NpoTus

pacn3sma, 3aBepLunBLLaACcad aHTUCEMUTCKUM MUTUHIOM...7

Ha npoTsxkeHnn Bceli HeaeNbHOV KOHPepeHLMY Liapuia opraHM3oBaHHas 1 BpaxaebHas
aHTUM3pannbCckas aTMocpepa. HacTb e€ Bbipaxanacb B OTKPOBEHHO aHTUCEMUTCKUX GopmaXx,
YacTb - B 3aKOHHOW KpUTUKe 3pannsi, BbIpaKeHHOW B AeMOKpPaTUYeCKNX aHTUPaCUCTCKNX
BbIPaXeHKSX, @ YacTb — B aHTUCEMUTN3ME, BbIPaXKeHHOM B SIKObbI ;eMOKpaTn4eckol un
aHTMPACUCTCKOW pUTopuKe.

KoHdpepeHums 3aBepLlunnace B cy660Ty, 8 ceHTA6pS. [Ns HeKOTOPbIX YHaCTHUKOB
TPaBMUPYIOLLMY OMbIT OCO3HAHWSA TOrO, YTO r106anbHble COI3HMKM B 6opbbe NpoTVB pacn3ma
roToBbl TEPNeTb aHTUCEMUTU3M, yCyrybuncst HanageHusmMu Ha CLUA, npouvsoluegwmmm Tpems
AHAMU no3xe, 11 ceHTA6ps. PoHanba diicceHc 13 ICARE B cBoeli peakLiMOHHOW cTaTbe Hanvcan

cnegytolee:
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There is a dark cloud of hate descending upon this world. ... We are an
antiracism NGO, so it is our duty and our moral obligation to speak out
against racism. Especially, I would say, when an antiracism conference
becomes the scene of racism. The fact that racism was allowed to run ram-
pant during the WCAR is astonishing. What is even more astonishing,
shameful and harmful for the antiracism cause and for the victims of rac-
ism is that the majority of the organisers and participants let that happen,
did nothing to stop it and did not speak out during or after the WCAR.®

The collapse of the peace process, Durban and 9/11, as well as the reverberating
symbolic representations of them, can be understood as heralding what some
have called “the new antisemitism.”

As well as attempts to raise the issue of antisemitism in the OSCE, says
Whine, there were also attempts to raise it within the European Union.” A series
of meetings took place between the EUMC director Beate Winkler and Euro-
pean Jewish Congress (EJC) officials that resulted in the commissioning of a
report on antisemitism in each country. The Centre for Research on Antisem-
itism (ZfA) at Berlin’s Technical University was asked to analyze the reports
and publish a composite analysis. However, Whine notes, the report was badly
received by the EUMC board because it apportioned much of the blame for the
rise in antisemitism to Muslim communities. It was leaked to the press by the
EJC in December 2003.

A second report was published side by side with the main country-by-
country analysis. “Manifestations of Antisemitism in the EU 2002-3""'° was
released on 31 March 2004 and the accompanying press release said that the
far-Right remained the main promoter of antisemitism within Europe, contra-
dicting the body of the first report. Whine writes:

In its 2004 report on antisemitism, the EUMC noted the lack of a com-
mon definition and requested one from a small group of Jewish NGOs.
This [was] intended as a template for police forces and antiracist cam-
paigners, for use on the streets. The definition was disseminated in March
2004, and although not directed at governments for incorporation into
national legislation, it [was] nevertheless expected that it [would] seep

into universal usage via adoption by the relevant parties."!

This in fact happened. Delegates to the OSCE Cordoba Conference in May
2005 constantly referred to it and the All-Party Parliamentary Inquiry into

23



Conteeporary Strunnles over Defninn ntiseeitise

Haz 3TiM MMpPOM HaBUCNa MpayHas Tyda HeHaBUCTY. ... Mbl — aHTVpacucTckas
HenpasuUTe/IbCTBEHHas OpraHy3aLys, NO3TOMY Hall AONT 1 MopasibHOe 0653aTeNbCTBO —
BbICTYNaTb NPOTUB pacn3ma. OCO6€HHO, 51 6bl CKasan, Korga aHtmpacmcrckas KOH¢epeHLI,VIﬂ
CTaHOBUTCA apeHo pacu3ma. ToT GakT, YTo pacn3mMy NO3BOAVAN 6eCHMHCTBOBATL BO BpeMsi
BceMupHoii koHbepeHUMn no 6opbbe ¢ pacnsmom (WCAR), nopasuteneH. Euje 6onee
nopasunTesibHO, NO30PHO U BPeAHO ANA aHTUPACNCTCKOro ABVXXKEHWSA 1 ANA XXEePTB pacusMa 1o,
4TO 60/LLUMHCTBO OPraHM3aToOPOB W YHaCTHUKOB AOMYCTN 3TO, HUYEro He cAenanu, YTobbl

OCTaHOBUTbL 3TO, N He BbICKa3anucb H BO BpeMs, HU nocie WCAR.s

Kpax MmypHoro npouecca, cobbitus B [lypbaHe 1 11 ceHTA6PS, a Takxke VX CUMBOANYeCKME
OTrON0CKM, MOXHO paccMaTpmBaTh Kak NpeABeCcTHUKM TOro, YTO HEKOTOPbIe Ha3blBatoT
«HOBbIM aHTUCEMUTUIMOMD.

MoMMMO NoMbITOK MOAHATL BONpPOC aHTucemmnTtnama B OBCE, roBopuT YaiiH,
npeAnpYHUMannCh Takxe NonbITKN NOAHATL ero BHYTpy EBponelickoro cotosa.sMexay
AnpekTopom EBponeiickoro espeiickoro koHrpecca (EEK) beate BuHknep v npeactaButensmm
EBponerickoro eBperickoro koHrpecca (EEK) coctosinace cepus BcTpey, pesynbTaToM KOTOPbIX
CTano cocTaBNeHe JokNaaa 06 aHTUCEMUTU3ME B KaX/AON CTpaHe. LieHTpy nccnegosaHumia
aHTucemMuTM3ma (ZfA) Nnpu BepaMHCKOM TEXHUYECKOM YHUBepcUTeTe Bbi10 NopyYeHo
npoaHann3npoBaTh AoKNaAbl U 0Ny6KoBaTb CBOAHLIV aHann3. O4HaKo, Kak oTMevaeT YaliH,
A0Knag 6bln NI0X0 BOCNPUHAT coBeToM EEK, Nockonbky B HeM 60nbLLas YacTb BUHbI 38 pOCT
aHTMCEMUTM3Ma BO3aaranack Ha MyCy/ibMaHckue obLnHbl. B aekabpe 2003 roga EEK nepegan
ero B npeccy.

BTopoii goknag 6b1n ony6ankosaH 0A4HOBPEMEHHO C OCHOBHbIM aHa/M30M Mo cTpaHam. OH
Ha3blBancs «MposiBneHns aHTncemmTama B EC B 2002-2003 rogax».io/loknag, 6uin onybnmkosaH
31 mapTa 2004 roja, 1 B CONPOBOANTENBLHOM Npecc-pesinse roBopuaoCk, YTo KpariHe npasble
OCTalOTCA raBHbIMW PacNpoOCTPaHNTENAMY aHTUCeMUTU3Ma B EBpone, 4To NpoTrBoOpeYnno

OCHOBHOW 4acTy NepBOro Aoknaja. YanH nuiet:

B cBOeM oTueTe 06 aHTUCeMUTU3Me 3a 2004 roz EBponeiickunii komuteT no 6opb6be ¢
aHTVCEMWTU3MOM OTMETW1 OTCYTCTBUE O6LLEro onpe/AeneHyis 1 3anpocun ero y He6onbLLov
rpynnel eBpeickmx HIMO. Mpegnonaranock, Y4To 3To 6yAeT WaboH ANs UCNONb30BaHUS
nonnumelt n aHTUPaCUCTCKMMUM aKTUBUCTaMM Ha yanuax. OnpegeneHue 66110 pacnpocTpaHeHo
B MapTe 2004 roja, n XoTd OHO He npejHa3Ha4anock 4714 BKNHOYEeHUA B HauoOHanbHoe
3aKOHO/aTeNbCTBO NPaBUTELCTB, 0XMAAN0CH, YTO OHO MONYYUT BCceobLLee pacnpocTpaHeHue

nyTem NPUHSATUS COOTBETCTBYHOLLMMMN CTOPOHAMM. 11

370 AelicTBUTENbHO NpounsoLuno. Jeneratsl Kopgobckoi koHpepeHumn OBCE B mae 2005 roga

MOCTOSIHHO CCbINANNCL Ha 3TO 1 Ha BcenapTuiiHoe NapnameHTCKoe pacciefoBaHme.
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Antisemitism in the UK recommended its adoption,'* as did a number of sim-
ilar initiatives around the world."” In 2010 the US State Department adopted a
variant as its own official definition of antisemitism.'*

The “Whitening” of Jews and the Schism between Anti-Antisemitism
and Antiracism

Backin 1968, Franz Fanon, in his Black Skin, White Masks, wrote:

At first glance it seems strange that the attitude of the anti-Semite can be
equated with that of the negrophobe. It was my philosophy teacher from
the Antilles who reminded me one day: “When you hear someone insult-
ing the Jews pay attention; he is talking about you.” And I believed at the
time he was universally right, meaning that I was responsible in my body
and my soul for the fate reserved for my brother. Since then, I have under-
stood that what he meant quite simply was the anti-Semite is inevitably a

negrophobe.'®

There is a strong tradition on the antiracist Left of understanding racism and
antisemitism as closely related phenomena and of opposing both equally and
on a similar basis. Exemplars of this tradition include Karl Marx’s critiques of
antisemitism within the movement in his day,'® August Bebel’s characterization
of antisemitism as the “socialism of fools,” the anti-Fascist tradition, and the
Black-Jewish alliance during the civil rights movement in the USA. At Durban
in 2001, however, racism had been defined such that “Zionism” was its arche-
typal and most threatening form, and the reality of antisemitism was not only
denied but was also practiced with impunity. A significant number of antiracist
activists and thinkers were subsequently willing to lend implicit or overt sup-
port to organizations such as Hezbollah and Hamas, judging those groups’ anti-
semitism either to be exaggerated or of little political significance (e.g., Judith
Butler'” and Jeremy Corbyn)."® Durban illustrated the possibility of the emer-
gence of a schism between the worldviews of antiracism and anti-antisemitism.

The issue of “whiteness” is key to the understanding of contemporary anti-
semitism and it is linked to a number of developments in the twentieth-century
Left. The first is a tendency for parts of the Left to understand “the oppressed,”
with whom it sides, more and more in terms of nations and national movements,
which are fighting for liberation against the “imperialist states” or “rich states,”
“the West,” “the North,” or the “white” states. This is a different framework from
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B Bel‘lVIKOGpVITaHVIVI aHTUCEMUTN3M CMOCO6CTBOBAN €ro I'IpI/IHﬂTI/I}O.szaK W pAag aHanornyHbIX MHNLMATMB No
BCceMy Mupy.13B 2010 rogy NocyaapctBeHHbI genapTameHT CLLA NnpyHSA oAVH 13 BapuaHTOB 3TOro onpejeneHuns

B KayecTBe CBOero 0¢I/ILWI3}1bHOI'O onpejeneHusa aHTUCEMUTU3MA. 14

«ObeneHmne» €BpeeB U packos Mexay aHTUaHTUNCEMUTNIMOM U
AHTMPaCc3MOoM.

B 1968 rogy ®paHu, PaHOH B cBOeW paborTe... YepHas koxa, 6e/ibie MackiHanucan:

Ha nepBblli B3rN1si4 KaXeTcs CTPaHHbIM, YTO OTHOLLEHMe aHT1CeMMTa MOXKHO
NPUPaBHATL K OTHOLLEHWO Herpodpoba. Mot yunTens punocodumn ¢ AHTUABLCKMX
OCTPOBOB OfHaX/bl HAMOMHW MHe: «Korga CibILWNLLb, Kak KTO-TO ockopbiseT
eBpeeB, 06paTV BHUMaHWe; OH FOBOPUT O Tebex. U Torja s noBepwuin, 4To OH
abCcontoTHO Npas, UMes B BUAY, YTO A caM, TEIOM U AyLLOM, Hecy OTBeTCTBEHHOCTb
3a cyAbby, yroToBaHHyto MoeMy 6paTy. C Tex Mop s MOHAN, YTO OH UMeN B BUAY

COBEpLUEHHO NPOCTO: aHTUCEMUT Heun3bexHo ABnseTcs HerpO¢O6OM.15

B aHTMpacMCTCKOM SIeBOM ABWXXEHMNU CYLLLeCTBYeT CUAbHas TPaAMLMS NOHUMaHKS pacu3ma un
AHTUCEMUTM3MA KaK TECHO CBA3AHHbIX ABAEHWI 1 NPOTUBOCTOAHNS UM Ha PaBHBIX 1 CXOXUX
OCHOBaHUsiX. MpuMepamu 3Toli TpaANLMK SBASKOTCA KpUTUYecKne 3amevaHuns Kapna Mapkca B agpec
QHTVCEMUTM3Ma BHYTPU ABUXEHMS B €ro BpeMs.ieXapakTepucTka aHTUCeMUT3Ma, AaHHas ABrycToM
Bebenem, Kak «coLMansm aypakos», aHTUGALLNCTCKas TPAAULMA 1 YePHO-eBPeCKnli anbsHC BO BpeMs
ZABVXeHUA 3a rpaxaaHckuie npasa B CLUA. OgHako B [lyp6aHe B 2001 rogy pacv3m 6bi1 onpegeneH
TaknM 06pa3oM, HTO «CMOHN3M» CTaNl ero apxeTUNMYHON 1 Hanbonee yrpoxatoLleir popmoii, a
peanbHOCTb aHTUCEMUTU3MA He TO/IbKO OTpULIanack, HO 1 MPakTUKoBanack 6e3HakasaHHo.
3HauMTeNnbHOe YMNCN0 aHTUPACKUCTCKUX aKTUBUCTOB U MbICINTeNel BNOCAeACTBM bblin rOTOBbI
OKa3bIBaTb HESBHYIO UM OTKPbITYHO MOAAEPXKKY TakMM OpraHu3aumsim, kak «Xesbonna» 1 «Xamac,
cymTas aHTUCEMUTU3M 3TUX FPYNM NGO NpeyBeNUYeHHbIM, TG0 UMEILLIMM He3HaUUTelbHoe
nonnTuyeckoe sHaveHve (Hanpumep, Ixyant batnep).i7n Axepemu KopbuH).1sCobbiTusi B ypbaHe
HarnsiAHO NPOAEMOHCTPUPOBAIN BO3MOXHOCTb BO3HUKHOBEHMS Packosia Mexzy MUPOBO33peHUAMU
aHTVMpac13Ma 1 aHTUaHTUCEMUTUZMA.

Bonpoc o «6benoctn» ABNSETCS KIOYEBbIM /151 MOHMMaHWsA COBPEMEHHOI0
aHTNCEeMUTM3MA W CBSI3aH C PAAOM TeHAeHUMIA B IeBOM ABUKeHMM XX Beka. [epBas 13 HUX
— TeHAeHUMS K TOMY, YTObbl YaCTb /IeBbIX BCE Yallle MOHMMaNa «yrHeTeHHbIX», Ha Ybel
CTOPOHE OHUW HAaXOAsTCsA, B TEPMUHAX HaUUi 1N HaLWMOHaNbHbIX ABVXXEHWI, 6oproLLmMXCs 3a
0CBOBOXAEHME MPOTUB «MMMEePUANNCTUYECKNX FOCYAaPCTB» UM «boraTbiX rocyAapcTB,

«3anaga», «CeBepa» Uan «benbix» rocyAapcTB. 3TO NHAA KOHLeNTyalbHas OCHOBA, YeM...
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the one in which the left thought of itself as supporting the self-liberation of the
working class, of women, and of other subordinated groups within each nation
and state.

Some found that the logic of this position was to understand whites as the
oppressors and non-whites as the oppressed and to subordinate other forms
of stratification to this central one. Jews occupy an ambivalent position with
respect to the black-white binary. On the one hand, antisemitism is a racism,
arguably the prototype of European racism, and provides perhaps the clearest
lesson about where racism can lead. On the other hand, antisemitism has often
functioned, in the words of Moishe Postone, as a “fetishized form of opposi-
tional consciousness,” through which Jews are thought of as conspiratorially
powerful and lurking behind the oppression of others."

In the USA, Karen Brodkin's 1998 book, How Jews Became White Folks and
What That Says About Race in America, presented a narrative of the “whitening” of
American Jews, and it fed into a new picture of Jews as part of the Judeo-Christian
white bourgeois elite.”” Israel—which in the early days was understood by some
to be a life raft® for oppressed victims of racism, a national liberation movement
against European colonialism, and a pioneer of socialist forms like the kibbutz—
later came to be conceived as a keystone of the global system of white imperialist
oppression of black people. In April 2009, when President Ahmadinejad of Iran
made an antisemitic speech at the UN in Geneva, Seumas Milne, later to become
Jeremy Corbyn’s communications chief, asked in his Guardian column, “what
credibility is there in Geneva’s all-white boycott?”**

A number of Jewish communal NGOs responded to the defeat and the
trauma experienced at Durban by withdrawing into the OSCE and the Euro-
pean Union where they had some success in getting a positive hearing for their
concerns. In this way the ideational polarization between black and white came
to be mirrored institutionally. Durban, dominated by states that thought of
themselves as non-white, represented one way of defining antisemitism; the
Jewish organizations retreated into the OSCE, which could be seen as the inter-
national coalition of white states, and won it over to quite a different way of
defining antisemitism.

Opponents of the EUMC Working Definition have pointed to the fact
that the definition was the result of purposive political action by international
Jewish groups, and so it was. But this genealogy can only cast shadows over the
definition if there is thought to be something inappropriate about their input.
Normally it would be unremarkable for communal groups to be involved in
defining a racism of which they are the object. But in this case Jewish groups are

25
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Ta, B KOTOPOV NIeBble CUNTaNN cebsi CTOPOHHMKaMM CaMOOCBO60XAeHMs paboyero

KN1acca, XXeHLMH 1 APYrvX YTHETEHHbIX Py BHYTPY KaXaol CTpaHbl U rocyAapcTBa.

HekoTopble cumTany, YTo N0r1Ka Takori MO3ULIMM 3aK104aeTcs B TOM, YTO6bI
paccmaTpmBaTh 6ebIX Kak yrHeTates1el, a Hebenbix Kak yrHeTeHHbIX, U MOAYMHATL Apyrue
$opMbI coLmanbHOM cTpaTUdUMKaLMK 3TON LieHTPaNnbHON. EBpen 3aHMMaroT ABOCTBEHHOE
MOJIOXKEHME MO OTHOLIEHWIO K BMHapHOW oNno3unuumn «4epHoe-6enoe». C 0AHOW CTOPOHDI,
aHTUCEMUTM3M — 3TO Pacn3M, BOSMOXHO, NPOTOTMM €BPOMNENCKOro pacu3ma, 1 OH, noxanyim,
JaeT Hamboee ACHbIN YPOK O TOM, K YeMy MOXeT npusecTn pacunsm. C Apyroli CTOPOH®I,
QHTVCEMUTN3M YacTo GYHKLMOHMPOBan, No cioBam Molilue MocToyHa, Kak «peTULLN3npoBaHHas
$opmMa ONNO3NLMOHHOrO CO3HaHMA», MOCPEACTBOM KOTOPO eBpen BOCMPUHMMAIOTCS Kak
3aroBopLUMKY, 0bnagaroLLme BAacTbiO U CKPbIBAOLLMECS 3a YTHETeHNeM ApYriX.is

B CLLA Bbiwna kHura KapeH bpoakuH 1998 roga.Kak espewt ctas 6€/1biMu JIK04bMU U HTO 3TO
rOBOPUT O PacoBbIX OTHOLLIEHUSIX B AMEPYKe.B HeM 6bin MpejcTaBieH HappaTyB O «obeneHnn»
amMepuKaHCK1X eBpeeB, YTO CNoco6CTBOBaNO GOPMIMPOBaHIIO HOBOrO 0bpasa eBpeeB Kak YacTu nyaeo-
XPUCTMAHCKOV 6e10i Bypyya3HOV 311Tbl.20/3pansib, KOTOPLIA B MEpBbIe JH HEKOTOPLIMMA
BOCMPVHMMANCS Kak cnacateNbHbIli Kpyr.2i/lna yrHeTeHHbIX XepTB pacvi3Ma, HalyoHalbHO-
OCBO60AI/IT€I'H:>HOE ABVDKeHVe NpoTuB eBpOHeﬁCKOFO KOJZIOHMannsmMa 1 nrmoHep coymnanncTnyecknx
dopm, Takmx Kak knbyL, Mo3xe CTann paccMaTpuBaThCs Kak Kpaeyro/ibHbl KaMeHb r1o6anbHow
cncTeMbl 6€10r0 MNEePUaNUCTUYECKOro yrHeTeHNs YepHOKoXuX. B anpene 2009 roga, koraa npesvaeHT
MpaHa AXxMaguHexaz nponsHec aHTucemMmnTckyto pedb B OOH B XXeHese, Celimac MunH, BnocneacTeumn
CTaBLWIWI pyKOBOAWTEeM OTAena KoMMyHukauuii xepemu KopburHa, 3aaan B cBoeM CTpaxkoNnoHka
"Hackonbko 060cHOBaH 60MKOT, OpraHM30BaHHbIM B XXeHeBe NCKNUNTENbHO 6eNbiMn?"22

Psag eBpelicknx o6LWMHHBIX HIMO oTpearnpoBany Ha MopaxeHne 1 TpaBMmy,
nepexuTble B lypbaHe, Hanaams coTpygHuyectso ¢ OBCE 1 EBponerickum coto3omMm, rae nm
YAan0Ch J06UTLCSA MONOXMTENIbHOMO BOCMPUATUS CBOVX MpobneM. Taknm obpasom,
nAeHas nonspusaums Mexay YepHbIMU 1 6e/bIMU 0Tpasmnaacb Ha MHCTUTYLIMOHAIbHOM
ypoBHe. lypbaH, rae AOMUHNPOBAM rocyAapcTBa, CUMTaBLUMe cebs He 6enbiMu,
npeAcTaBasn cobol 0ANH 13 CNOCO60B onpeAeneHNs aHTUCEMUTU3MA; eBpeiickre
opraHusauum ywnun B OBCE, KOTOpYt MOXHO 6b110 paccMaTpmBaTh Kak MeXAyHapOogHYyH
KoanMumio 6enbix rocyfapcTts, 1 ybeanan ee B COBEPLUEHHO MHOM MOAXOAe K
onpejeneHNo aHTUCeMnTU3Ma.

MpoTnBHUKN Paboyero onpegeneHuns EUMC ykasbiBatoT Ha TO, 4TO 3TO onpejeneHue
CTano pesynbTaToM LiefieHanpasieHHbIX MOANTUYECKNX AeACTBUN MeXAYHapOHbIX
eBPeVicKNX rpynr, 1 3To AeCTBUTENbHO Tak. Ho 3Ta reHeanorns MoxeT 6pOCUTb TeHb Ha
onpejeneHvie TONbKO B TOM C/ly4ae, ecim UxX ydactve byaeT COUTEeHO HeyMeCTHbIM.
O6bIYHO yyacTe OBLUMHHBIX FPYMn B ONpejeneHnn pacn3ma, 06beKToOM KOTOPOro OH

SIBNSILOTCS, He SABASIETCA YeM-TO HeobblYHbIM. HO B AAHHOM Cny4dae eBpe|7|(:K|/|e rpynnel...
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accused by anti-Zionists of acting in bad faith. The accusation implicit in this
understanding is that Jewish groups are not really working in the interests of the
struggle against antisemitism. Rather, they are secretly prepared to sacrifice the
struggle against “real” antisemitism by co-opting its political capital to a dishon-
est attempt to delegitimize criticism of Israel.”

In sum, the case study of the genealogy of the Working Definition illus-
trates the extreme polarization of efforts to define antisemitism and it relates
that polarization to problematic notions and practices of “blackness” and
“whiteness” in contemporary antiracist movements. It shows how the polari-
zation in struggles over definition reflects the phenomenon of contemporary
antisemitism itself.

CASE STUDY 2: STRUGGLES OVER DEFINING ANTISEMITISM
IN THE UCU

In May 2011, UCU Congress voted overwhelmingly to pass a motion which
alleged that the “so-called” EUMC Working Definition is “being used” to
“silence debate about Israel and Palestine on campus.”** Congress resolved to
make no use of the definition “[for example,] in educating members or dealing
with internal complaints” and to “dissociate itself from the EUMC definition in
any public discussion.”

Representatives of the institutions of the Jewish community in Britain
judged this disavowal to be the last straw. Jeremy Newmark, the chief execu-
tive of the Jewish Leadership Council, said “[a]fter today’s events, I believe the
UCU is institutionally racist.”* His view was echoed by Jon Benjamin, the chief
executive of the Board of Deputies of British Jews, who said “the UCU has ...
simply redefined ‘antisemitism’ ... [t]he truth is apparent: whatever the moti-
vations of its members, we believe the UCU is an institutionally racist organi-
sation.”

Since 2003, there has been an influential campaign within the UCU, as
well as in its predecessor organizations, to boycott Israeli universities as a pro-
test against alleged Israeli human rights abuses, while there has been no such
campaign against the universities of any other state. Some opponents of the
boycott campaign argued that this singling out of Israel was antisemitic in effect
and that it brought with it into the union antisemitic ways of thinking and anti-
semitic exclusions.”” Supporters of the campaign, as well as some opponents,
objected strongly to the raising of the issue of antisemitism, arguing that it con-

stituted an ad hominem attack against “critics of Israel.”**
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AHTUCUMOHWCTbI OBBUHSIIOT NX B HEA06POCOBECTHbIX AeliCTBMSAX. B 0OCHOBE 3TOro NOHMMaHWs
NeXUT yTBePXAeHe, YTO eBpelick1e opraHmn3aLumy Ha camoMm Jese He paboTatoT B HTepecax
60pb6bI C GHTUCEMUTU3MOM. HanpoTmB, OHW TaliHO roTOBbI NOXepTBOBaTbL 60PL6OA C
«peanbHbIM» aHTUCEMUTU3MOM, UCMOJb3YS ero MONTUYECKNI KanuTan Ans HeYeCTHOM NoMbITKA
ANCKPeANTMPOBaTL KPUTUKY M3panns.zs

B uenom, nccnegosaHuve reHeanorum Paboyero onpegeneHns UnantocTpupyet
KpamHOK NONSpU3aLNIo YCUINIA N0 ONpeseneHnto aHTUCEMUT3MA U CBA3LIBAET 3Ty
nonspm3aLnio ¢ NpobneMaTYHbIMN NPeACTaBAEHVAMN U NPaKTUKaMU «4EPHOTbI» U
«6enoCTn» B COBPEMEHHbIX aHTUPAaCUCTCKNX ABMXKeHUsIX. OHO Noka3biBaeT, Kak
nonspmsaums B bopbbe 3a onpegeneHvie oTpaxaeT caMo siBIeHNe COBPEMEHHOIO

AHTUCEMNTU3MaA.

MPUMEP U3 MPAKTUKW 2: TPYAHOCTW B OMPEAENEHNN AHTUCEMUTU3MA

B UCU

B mae 2011 roga KoHrpecc UCU nogaBnsitoLLm 60/1bLLUMHCTBOM FO10COB MPUHSAA PE30/oLMIo, B
KOTOPOW yTBEPXAANOCh, YTO Tak Ha3biBaemoe pabouee onpegeneHve EUMC «mncnonb3yeTcs» ans
«3aManumBaHunsa febatos 06 V3panne n ManectHe B yHUBEPCUTETCKON cpeaex..sKoHrpecc
NPUHSN peLleHVe He NCMOob30BaTk 3TO onpejeneHune, «[HanpumMep], Npy 0byyYeHn YNeHOB NN
PaccMOTPEHMM BHYTPEHHMX Xanob», N «A4NCcTaHLMpoBaThCs oT onpegeneHns EUMC B 1o6bIx
Ny6ANYHBIX ANCKYCCUAX».

MpeacTaBUTENN €BPEICKO OBLLNHBI BeAnKobpuUTaHUM coOUnm 3TOT 0TKa3 nocaeaHen
kanne. xxepemu Hetomapk, NCMONHUTENbHbIV AnpekTop EBpeiickoro coBeTa IMAepoB, 3asBU:
«[ocne cerogHALHNX CObbITUM A cunTato, 4To UCU ABASETCH MHCTUTYLIMOHANbHO PacUCTCKOM
opraHusaymeri».;sEro Touky 3peHuns nogaepxan xKoH beHaxXaMuH, NCNONHUTENbHbIV ANPeKTop
CoBeTa eBpelickunx 06LMH BennkobputaHum, koTopslii 3assun: «UCU... NpocTo nepeocMbicivna
NOHATUE ,aHTUCEMUTU3M"... [UCTMHA] OYeBMAHA: KaKOBbIl Bbl HM BbIIV MOTUBLI €€ Y1eHOB, Mbl

cymTaem, 4to UCU ABNSeTCA MHCTUTYLIMOHAIbHO PacnCTCKON opraHusaLumeii».s

C 2003 roga BHYTpy ObbeanHeHHOro coto3a yHuTapuaHues (UCU), a Takxe B ero
npeALIecTBYIOLLMX OPraHn3aunsx, BeAeTcs BAUATebHas KaMnaHms no 60MKoTy n3pannbCkmnx
YHVIBEPCUTETOB B 3HaK MpoTecTa NPOTUB NpeAnonaraeMblxX HapyLLUeHWli NpaB Yenoseka co
CTOPOHbI M3panns, B To BpeMs kak NoA06HbIX KamnaHWi NpoTUB YHUBEPCUTETOB APYriX
rocyAapcTs He MPOBOANIOCE. HekoTopble MPOTUBHWKM KaMnaHuy 60IAKoTa yTBepXaanu, UTo
Takoe BbljeneHue M3panns HOCUT aHTUCEMUTCKINI XapakTep U YTO OHO MPUBHOCUT B COO3
aHTVCEMUTCKIME B3rNSAbl 1 aHTUCEeMUTCKME NCKNHOYeHNS.27CTOPOHHNKIM KaMMNaHWK, a Takxe
HEeKOoTOopble MPOTMBHUKW, PE3KO BO3Paxanu NPOTMB MOAHATMSA BOMpoca 06 aHTUceMnT3me,

YTBEpPXAasi, UTO 3TO NpeAcTaBnsieT coboliad hominemHanaaeHve Ha «KPUTVKOB V3panns».zs
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From the beginning, the boycott campaign sought to protect itself against
a charge of antisemitism by including clauses in its boycott motions that
defined antisemitism in such a way as to exonerate itself of the charge. At the
2003 Council of the Association of University Teachers (AUT), one of UCU’s
predecessor organizations, Motion 54 was passed:

Council deplores the witch-hunting of colleagues ... who are participating
in the academic boycott of Israel. Council recognises that anti-Zionism is
not anti-semitism, and resolves to give all possible support to members of
AUT who are unjustly accused of anti-semitism because of their political

opposition to Israeli government policy.

A witch hunt involves accusing individuals of witchcraft, something that could
not possibly be true. To characterize an accusation of antisemitism as a witch
hunt implies that it, similarly, could not possibly be true. The statement that
“anti-Zionism is not anti-semitism” is formally true and nobody could argue
against the resolution to support members who are unjustly accused of anti-
semitism. However, it is clear that the formulation functions as a way of defin-
ing all accusations of antisemitism that relate to Israel as unjust.

At the June 2005 conference of the National Association of Teachers in
Further and Higher Education (NATFHE), the other UCU predecessor organ-
ization, a motion was passed that included the text: “To criticise Israeli policy or
institutions is not anti-semitic.”* The first Congress of the newly merged UCU
passed a motion which stated that “criticism of Israel cannot be construed as
anti-semitic.” While the motion supported a boycott without resolving actually
to implement one, the antisemitism clause referred only to “criticism of Israel.”
The implication here is that boycott falls within the protection afforded to “crit-
icism.” The “cannot be construed as” element implies that there is somebody
who is trying to construe criticism as antisemitic. It is an implicit allegation of
the collective bad faith of those who raise the issue of antisemitism. The ambi-
guity of the motion was not accidental, since Congress explicitly rejected the
following amendment to clarify the wording: “While much criticism of Israel
is anti-semitic, criticism of Israeli state policy cannot necessarily be construed
as anti-semitic.”*

UCU Congress in 2008 passed a similar motion, which was supportive of
aboycott, but which stopped short of implementing one. This time the wording
on antisemitism was: “criticism of Israel or Israeli policy are [sic] not, as such,
anti-semitic.”* This form of words raised a straw man by subsuming anything
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C camoro Hayana kamnaHusi 6olikoTa cTpeMunach 3alnUTUTL cebs OT 06BUHEHWI B
aHTUCEMUTM3ME, BK/IOUMB B CBOV PE30HOLMM O 60KOTe NYHKTbI, KOTOpble onpesensnmn
aHTUCEMUTM3M TakMM 06pa3om, YTO6bI ONpaBaaTh cebs OT 3Toro 06BMHEHMS. Ha 3acegaHunmn
CoseTa Accoumanmm YHUBEPCUTETCKMUX NpenogaBaTteneii (AUT) B 2003 rogy, oAHOM 13

opraHusauuii-npeglectseHHMy, UCU, 6bina npuHaTa pesontoumsa Ne 54:

CoseT OCyXAaeT TpaB/to Konier, y4acTByoLmx B akajeMmnyeckom 6orikoTe I/I3pa|/|nﬂ.
CoseTt NPU3HaeT, YTO aHTUCMOHN3M HE ABNAETCA aHTUCEMNTUIMOM, U 06H3yeTCﬂ OKasaTb
BCHO BO3MOXXHYHO NOAAEPXKKY YieHaMm AMepI/IKaHCKOI'O TeXHO/I0rM4eckoro yHMBepcuTeTa,
HecnpaBeAnnBO 06BUHSEMbIM B @aHTUCEMUTU3ME M13-3a UX MOANTUYECKON onnosnunn

NOINTUNKE N3PanNbCKOro NpaBUTENBCTBA.

«Ox0Ta Ha BebM» NnogpasymeBaeT 06BUHEHME OTAENbHBIX /INL, B KONZOBCTBE, YTO HMKaK He
MOXeT 6bITb NMPaBAON. XapakTepuCTKa 06BUHEHNSA B aHTUCEMUTU3ME KaK «OXOTbl Ha BeAbM»
nozpasymeBaeT, YTO OHO, aHAaNOMMYHO, HMKaK He MOXeT 6bITb NPaBAoO. YTBepXAeHne 0 TOM, YTO
«aHTVCUNOHN3M — 3TO He aHTUCEMUTU3M», POPMaIbHO BEPHO, U HVKTO HE MOXET BO3paxaTb
NPOTVB Pe30oLUN B MOAAEPXKKY YNeHOB, HecrpaBeA/MBO O6BUHEHHbIX B aHTUCEMUTM3ME.
OgZHaKo SICHO, YTO 3Ta POPMYINPOBKA CTYXKUT COCOBOM onpegeneHnst Bcex 06BUHeHWNI B
aHTUCeMUTM3ME, KacarLmxcsa V3panns, Kak Hecnpase/IMBbIX.

Ha koHdepeHLMN HaumoHaneHol accoumaLmm npenojasateneli cpejHero 1 BbiCLLEro
obpasosaHus (NATFHE), apyroi opraHusauuu-npegectseHHmue UCU, coctosBLueiics B noHe 2005
roa, 66110 NPUHATO peLleHVe, BKtOYatoLLee TeKCT: «KpUTnKa N3pannbCKoi NoAUTUKN NN MHCTUTYTOB
He SIBNSIeTCA aHTUCEMUTU3MOM».29l1epBbIll Cbe3/ HeaBHO 06beArHeHHOro O6beANHEHHOro Coto3a
KOMMyHMcToB (UCU) NprHSAA pe3ontoLmio, B KOTOPOW rOBOPUIOCh, YTO «KpUTUKa M3panns He MoxeT
6bITb UCTONKOBaHA Kak aHTUCEMUTN3M». XOTA pe3o/toLms noajep>nsana 60AKoT, He NpuHUMas
peLLeHs 0 ero ¢pakTMYeCcKoM OCyLLeCTBNEHN, MYHKT 06 aHTUCEMUTU3ME OTHOCUCS TOIbKO K «KpUTKKe
M3pannsi». OTCtoga cnegyeT, UTo 6OMKOT NoAnagaeT Mo 3aunTy, NpejocTaBaASeMyo «<KpUTUKe».
SNneMeHT «He MOXEeT 6bITb MCTONKOBaH Kak» MOoApPa3yMeBaeT, YTO KTO-TO MbITaeTCs UCTONKOBATb KPUTUKY
KaK aHTMCEMUTCKY0. 3TO HesiBHOe 06BUHEHME B KONNEKTUBHOM HeJ06pOCOBECTHOCTH TeX, KTO
noAHMMaeT BONpocC 06 aHTMceMnT3Me. HeO4HO3HAUHOCTL Pe30/LMM He ClyYaliHa, MOCKObKY Chbe3s,
NPSMO OTK/IOHWA CNefytoLLYH0 MOMPaBKY, YTOUHSIOLLY0 GOPMYINPOBKY: «X0TA 60/bLUas 4acTb KPUTUKN
M3paunnst HOCUT aHTUCeMUTCKUIA XxapakTep, KpUTUKA rocylapCTBEHHOM NOAUTUKM V3panns He

06513aTeNbHO MOXET 6bITb MCTONKOBaHA Kak aHTUCEMUTU3M».30

B 2008 roay Ha cbesge O6begnHEHHOro coto3a KoMMYHUCTOB (UCU) 6bii NPUHAT aHANOrMYHbIA 3aKOHOMPOEKT,
noaaepXuBaroLLnii 60IiKoT, HO He NpeAycMaTpYBalOLLMIA ero ocyLLecTBNeHNs. Ha 3ToT pa3 ¢popmMynnpoBka no Bonpocy
aHTVCeMUTU3MA 3BYYana Tak: «kpuTiKa V3pannis uim nspannbekoit NoAUTUKK [cvk] He SIBASIETCA aHTUCEMUTCKM Kak

TakoBbIM.31Takas pOpPMyNMpPOBKa CO3/4ana N0XKHbIA apryMeHT, BKNOUMB B CE6S UTO YroAHO.
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that may be thought to be antisemitic into the category of “criticism” and then
legislating that in virtue of its being “criticism” it could not be antisemitic.

This long prehistory to the UCU’s 2011 disavowal of the EUMC defini-
tion is consistent. Each new form of words refuses the straightforward position
that some kinds of hostility to Israel are antisemitic, while other kinds are not.
Instead, each specifies that criticism of Israel is not antisemitic, and it implicitly
subsumes all kinds of hostility and exclusions under the category of “criticism.”**
Practically, the result has been to open up a loophole in the union’s guarantees
against racism and bigotry. One kind of racism is excluded from these guaran-
tees, and that is any antisemitism that can be construed as criticism of Israel.

Instead of addressing the UCU'’s culture, recognizable according to the
Working Definition as antisemitic, the definition’s disavowal allows the union
to carry on treating “Zionists” as disloyal, to single out Israel and only Israel
for boycott, to hold Israeli universities and scholars responsible for their gov-
ernment, and to allow “Zionist” union members to be denounced as Nazis or
supporters of apartheid.

Israel murders children? Israel controls USA foreign policy? “Star of
David=Swastika” stuck on your office door? Jews invent antisemitism to del-
egitimize criticism of Israel? Host a man found guilty of hate speech by the
South African Human Rights Commission? Exclude nobody but Israelis from
the global academic community? All of these are considered, implicitly by
UCU motions, and clearly by UCU norms, to constitute “criticism of Israel”
and so are defined, in practice, as not being antisemitic.

This case study shows how this anti-Zionist movement sought, at each
step of its campaign, to preempt accusations of antisemitism by refining its own
critique of claims about what constitutes antisemitism. It felt the need to incor-
porate its claims over definition into its motions; it fought for its own concep-
tion of antisemitism within its wider constituency; and it sought to inoculate
itself in advance against being associated with antisemitism.

CASE STUDY 3: FRASER V UCU AND THE CHAKRABARTI INQUIRY

Ronnie Fraser, a Jewish UCU member, brought a legal action against the UCU.
His letter to the UCU General Secretary, written by his lawyer Anthony Julius, said
that the union had breached paragraphs 26 and 57 (3) of the Equality Act 2010:

The UCU has “harassed” him by “engaging in unwanted conduct” relating

to his Jewish identity (a “relevant protected characteristic”), the “purpose
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Ecnu kakoe-nu6o AEIZCTBME, KOTOpOoe MOXeT 6bITb pacueHeHOo Kak aHTUCeMUTCKOE, OTHECTW ero K KaTeropun «KpUTuUkKu», To cnegyet
3aKoHOAaTeNbHO YCTaHOBWUTb, YTO, MOCKO/IbKY OHO ABASeTCA <<KpMTMKOﬁ)), OHO HE MOXET 6bITb aHTUCEMUTCKMM.

Sta gonras npegplcropus otkasa UCU ot onpegeneHuns EUMC B 2011 rogy siBnsieTcs
nocnejosaTtebHON. Kaxjas HoBasi GopMynnpoBka oTBepraeT NpsiMoe yTBepXX/AeHre 0 TOM, YTO O4HUN
BU/Abl BPaX/Ae6HOCTI N0 OTHOLLEHMIO K V3paunsito SBAAIOTCA aHTUCEMUTCKMU, a Apyrue — HeT. Bmecto
3TOro Kaxzasi popMynMpoBKa YTOUHSIET, UTO KpUTMKA V3panns He ABASETCS aHTUCEMUTCKOM, 1 HesIBHO
BK/IOYAET BCe BU/bI BPaXAEOHOCTU 1 NCKTIOYEHWSI B KATErOPUI0 «KPUTUKI».32
Ha NMPakTrKe 3TO NpuBesIo K CO34aHNI0 nasenkun B rapaHTUNAX COKo3a NPOoTMB pac3Ma
N HETEPNMUMOCTN. OAI/IH BUA pac3Ma UCKTKYEH 13 3TUX rapaHTI/II7I, a VIMeHHO nto6bow
AHTUCEMUTU3M, KOTOPbLIA MOXET BbITb MCTONKOBAH Kak KpUTuka M3panns.

BMecTo Toro Uto6bl 60p0TLCS € KyNbTypoit UCU, KoTopasi, cornacHo pa6oyemy onpegeneHuto, iBnsetcs
AHTUCEeMUTCKOW, 0TKa3 OT NMPU3HAHWS aHTUCEMUTN3MA B 3TOM ONpeesieHNI No3BoseT Npod ooy NpookaTe
OTHOCKTBCA K «CYOHUCTaM» Kak K HeOSIbHBIM, BbIAENATb M3pannb v Tonbko Vi3panns Ans 6oiikoTa, Bo3naraTb
OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 3a /|eliCTBYIS CBOErO NPaBUTENbCTBA Ha M3PauIbCKNe YHUBEPCUTETbI 1 yUYeHbIX, a Takxke
AonyckaTtb, YTO6bI UNEHOB npo¢coro3a, Ha3bIBaOWKNX cebsa «CUOHUCTaMU», o6baABAAN Hauuctamm nav
CTOPOHHUKaMW anapTenaa.

W3pannb ybrBaeT geTeli? M3panib KOHTPONMpPYeT BHeLUHIo nonntrky CLLUA? Hagnuce «3Be3aa
JaBuga = cBacTMKa» Ha ABepu BalLero kabnHeTa? EBpen BblyMbIBalOT aHTUCEMUTU3M, YTOObI
ANCKPeANTUPOBaTL KpUTKKY M3panns? MNprHumaeTe y cebs yenoseka, MPU3HaHHOTO BUHOBHbLIM B
pasxuraHumn HeHaBMCTY Komurccumeii no npasam Yenoseka HOxHol Adpurkun? MckatouaeTe U3 MUPOBOTo
aKazemMmnyeckoro coobLecTsa TobKO M3pannbTaH? Bee 370, cornacHo nonoxeHnam UCU n Hopmam
UCU, HesiBHO paccmaTpurBaeTcs Kak «kKpuTrKa Vi3panns» 1, cnefoBaTtesibHO, Ha MpakTuKe onpejenseTcs
Kak He iBAstOLLLeeCst aHTUCEMUT3MOM.

[JlaHHoe nccnepoBaHve NoKasbiBaeT, Kak 3TO aHTUCMOHMCTCKOE ABVXKEHME Ha KaXA0M 3Tane CBoeit
KamnaHUm CTPeMUIOCk MPejoTBPaTUTL 06BUHEHWSI B aHTUCEMUTN3ME, YTOUHSAS COBCTBEHHYIO KPUTUKY
yTBEPXAEHWI 0 TOM, YTO constitutes aHTUCeMUTM3M. OHO YyBCTBOBAaNO HEOBXOANMOCTb BK/IOUNTL CBOU
yTBEpX/AeHVsi 06 onpejeneHnn B CBOV Pe30JII0LMM; OHO BOPONOCk 3a CO6CTBEHHOE MOHNMaHne
aHTMCeMMTM3Ma B paMKax CBOei 6oiee LNMPOKOA ayAUTOPUN; 1 OHO CTPEMIIOCH 3apaHee 3aLMTuTb

cebs oT accoymaymnm C aHTUCEMUTN3MOM.

MNMPUMEP 13 MPAKTUKW 3: @pevizep npotvs YK PACCNEAOBAHUE YAKPABAPTA

PoHHWN ®peiizep, eBpelickmii uneH UCU, nogan nck npotns UCU. B cBoem nuceme
reHepanbHoMmy cekpeTapto UCU, HanmcaHHOM ero aZBokKaToM DHTOHU [Kynmnycom, OH

3as8BKA, 4TO NPOBCOI3 HapyLLUA MNYHKTbI 26 1 57 (3) 3akoHa o paBeHcTBe 2010 roga:

06beAVHEeHHbI coto3 koHdeccnii (UCU) «npecnefoBan» ero, <y4acTBys B HeXenaTe/lbHbIX AeACTBUAX», CBA3AHHbIX

C ero eBpenckoi AEHTUYHOCTBIO («COOTBETCTBYIOLLANA 3alLyiLLaeMas XapakTePUCTUKa»), «Lie/btoy.
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and/or effect” of which has been, and continues to be, to “violate his dig-
nity” and/or create “an intimidating, hostile, degrading humiliating” and/

or “offensive environment” for him.*

The letter alleged a course of action by the union® that amounted to institu-
tional antisemitism,* and it gave examples: annual boycott resolutions against
only Israel; the conduct of the debates about them; the moderating of the
online activist list amongst union members and the penalizing of anti-boycott
activists; the failure to engage with people who raised concerns about antisem-
itism; the failure to address resignations; the refusal to meet the OSCE’s special
representative on antisemitism;* the hosting of Bongani Masuku;*” and the
repudiation of the EUMC Working Definition of Antisemitism.

The UCU defended itself vigorously. It said that it was an antiracist union,
that it vigorously opposed antisemitism and that Fraser was illegitimately try-
ing to frame his political defeat as a “friend of Israel” in terms of antisemitism.
The union had done nothing inappropriate, it claimed. The Tribunal sat in the
autumn of 2012. It accepted evidence on behalf of Fraser from 34 witnesses:
union activists, scientists, sociologists, historians, lawyers, philosophers, MPs,
Jews, Christians, Muslims, atheists, academic experts on antisemitism, and
Jewish communal leaders. Witnesses gave written statements and were sub-
jected to cross-examination.

The Tribunal found against Fraser on everything: on technicalities, on
legal argument, and on every significant issue of substance and of fact.*® The
Tribunal found everything the UCU said in its defence to be persuasive and it
found nothing said by Fraser or any of his witnesses to have merit. The culture,
the practices and the norms inside the union were found not to be antisemitic,
either in intent or in effect. Indeed, everything that Fraser and his witnesses
experienced as antisemitic the Tribunal judged to have been entirely appro-
priate. In particular, what was appropriate was the way that union staff, rules,
structures, and bodies operated. Fraser said that there was a culture in which
antisemitism was tolerated, but the Tribunal did not accept that even one of the
very many stories that it was told was an indicator of antisemitism.

Instead, the Tribunal found that “at heart” the case represented “an imper-
missible attempt to achieve a political end by litigious means.”** The only pos-
sible political end that it could have had in mind was an attempt to defeat or
silence campaigns critical of Israel by crying antisemitism. The Tribunal went
on in the next paragraph: “We are also troubled by the implications of the
claim. Underlying it we sense a worrying disregard for pluralism, tolerance and
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W/VINIV CNeACTBMEM Yero 66110 U MPOAOoXKaeT BbITh «HapPYLLUEHME ero A0CTOUHCTBa» W/
VNNV Co3AaHune AN Hero «3anyruBatoLLeri, BpaxaebHoM, yHXatoLWwel JOCTOMHCTBO» 1/

VNN «OCKOPOUTENLHOM 06CTaHOBKM».33

B nucbMe yTBepxAanoch o naaHax AencTBuii Npodcotosa.ssiTo PaBHOCUIbHO MHCTUTYLIMOHANbHOMY
AHTNCEMUTUN3MY, 35/ BbINN NPpUBEAEHbBI MPUMEPLI: @XeroAHble pe3ontoumm o 6orkoTe Tonbko 3panns;
nopsAok NpoBejeHns 4e6aToB Mo HUM; MOAepaLIa OHNaNH-CNUCKa akTUBUCTOB CPeAn YNeHOB
npodcoto3a 1 HakasaHve akTUBMCTOB, BbICTYNAOLLMX MPOTMB 60AKOTa; HECMOCOBHOCTL
B3aMMOAeﬁCTBOBaTb C Il0AbMI, BblpaxaBLUMK 06€eCnoKOeHHOCTb Mo noBoAy aHTNCEMUTU3Ma,;
HeCrnoco6HOCTbL pearnpoBaTh Ha 3afB/eHNS 06 OTCTaBKe; 0TKa3 OT BCTPEYUM CO CrneLuanbHbIM
npegcrasutenem OBCE No BonpocaM aHTUCEMUTN3MA;36X0CTUHI BOHraHn Macyky;s7a Takke oTkas oT
Paboyero onpezeneHus aHTUcemnT3Ma EBponelickoro komuteTa no 6ops6e C Teppopu3MOoM.

Mpo¢cotos UCU pewmntensHo 3awmiianca. OH 3a8BAsS, YTO ABASETCA aHTMPACUCTCKUM
NPogpCor30M, UTO peLUMTeNIbHO BbICTyrnaeT NPOTUB aHTUCEMUTM3MA U YTO Ppelisep He3aKOHHO
NbITaeTCA NPEACTaBUTb CBOE MOIMTUYECKOE MOpaXeHune Kak «apyra V3panns» B KOHTeKCTe
aHTUceMuTM3Ma. Mpodcoro3 yTeepxaa, UTo He COBEPLLUNIT HAYEro NPOTUBONPaBHOro. TpnbyHan
3acegan oceHbto 2012 roga. OH NpUHAN NoKasaHWs B 3aWwmTy Ppeiiszepa oT 34 cBujeTeneii:
NPOPCOIO3HBIX aKTUBMCTOB, YYEHbIX, COLMOIOr0B, UCTOPUKOB, FOPUCTOB, GUI0COPOB, YUNeHOB
napnameHTa, espees, XpUCTMaH, MyCy/ibMaH, aTencToB, 3KCNepToB B 061aCTN aHTUCEMUTM3MA N
eBpencknx obLecTBeHHbIX Mnaepos. CBuAeTeNn Aanun NMCbMeHHble NOKa3aHWsA 1 NoABEPrAnNCh
nepeKkpecTHOMy 0Mpocy.

TpunbyHan BbiHeC peLleHne NpoTMB Pperisepa No BceM NyHKTaM: No GopMasnbHbIM
npuynHam, rno LPNANYECKM apryMeHTam 1 no Kaxxgomy cyLecTBeHHOMY BOMpocy no
cywiecTBy 1 ¢pakTaM.zsTpnbyHan cuen Bce 3assneHns UCU B cBOO 3aLLnTy yoeanTenbHbIMA
1 He Npu3Han 060CHOBaHHbLIMY HU C/10Ba 13 TOrO, YTO rosopua ®perizep nam KTo-nméo ns
ero ceugeteneii. KynbTypa, npakTika v HopMbl BHYTPY NpodCoto3a He 6bIan MpUsHaHbI
AHTUNCEMUTCKMMM HY MO 3aMbIC/y, HU Mo pe3ynbTaTam. bonee Toro, Bce, uto dperisep 1 ero
CBUAETENV BOCMIPUHANN KaK aHTUCEMUTN3M, TprbyHan cyen coBepLUEHHO YMeCTHbIM. B
YaCTHOCTW, YMECTHbIM 6bIn1 CNOCo6 paboTbl COTPYAHMKOB NPo¢dCoto3a, ero Npaeuna,
CTPYKTYPbI 1 opraHbl. ®peiisep 3asaBuW/, YTO CyLLLECTBOBANa KyNbTypa, B KOTOPOWA
aHTVNCEMUTM3M Tepnum, Ho TpnbyHan He NPUHAN HN OAHY N3 MHOTOUNCIEHHbIX
pacckasaHHbIX UCTOPUI Kak CBUAETENbCTBO aHTUCEMUTU3MA.

BmecTo 3Toro TpubyHan npuiLLen K BbiBOZY, YTO «MO CyTU» [ieNo NPeACTaBAsN0 CO60M «HeA0nyCTVMYO
nonbITKY AOCTUYb noNNTUYECKOn uenn nytem cy,qe6Hb|x paB6MpaTel’leTB».39E,qI/lHCTBeHHOIZ BO3MOXHOU
NoNNTUYECKOW Lie/ibko, KOTOPYHO 3TO MOT/10 Npec/iiefoBathb, 6blna noneiTka copBaTb WM 3aCTaBUTb 3aM0/14aTb
KamnaHuu, KpuTukyoLwve Vi3paune, nyTem 06BMHeHWI B aHTUCEMUTM3ME. B cregytoliem ab3ale TprbyHan
ApoAoKUN: «Hac Takxe 6ecrnokoaT nocneACTBMA 3TOro Ucka. B ero ocHose Mebl 4YyBCTBYEM TPEBOXHOE

npeHeGpexeHe NAPanN3MoM, TONEPAHTHOCTLIO 1
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freedom of expression.”* The Tribunal said that Fraser was trying to fool it into
outlawing and branding criticism of Israel as antisemitic. Of course, every racist
claims that antiracists undermine their right to free speech. True, sometimes
the Tribunal appeared to veer towards the view that those who complain of
antisemitism are simply oversensitive and lacking in objective judgment; but
the central findings, that this is politics dressed up as litigation and that this is
an attempt to disallow free criticism, are allegations of bad faith on the part of
those who said that there was antisemitism.

The activists, structures and officials of the UCU judged that nothing that
ever happened in the union was antisemitic. The Tribunal agreed. It wrote the
following on the question of defining antisemitism:

The Claimant bases his case in part on the rejection by the Respondents’
Congress (in 2011) of the “Working Definition” of anti-Semitism. ... He
was content with that definition. Others disagreed, regarding it as expos-
ing critics of Israel to the unfair accusation of anti-Semitic conduct. They
pointed to the fact that the definition might be read as branding attacks
on Zionism as anti-Semitic and precluding criticism of Israel save where
“similar” to that levelled against any other country. We cannot escape the
gloomy thought that a definition acceptable to all interested parties may
never be achieved and count ourselves fortunate that it does not fall to us

to attempt to devise one."

The Tribunal was confident in judging that nothing that happened within the
UCU constituted antisemitic harassment under the meaning of the Equality
Act; this seems to be contrary to its professed reluctance to come to a judg-
ment about how antisemitism ought to be defined. The Tribunal attempted to
position itself neutrally between the polarized positions on what defines anti-
semitism, yet it judged that there was no antisemitism under the meaning of the
Equality Act within the union. In this way it threw its weight behind one of the
positions on what constitutes antisemitism, and it came down strongly against
the other.

The Chakrabarti Inquiry into Antisemitism in the Labour Party

In the summer of 20185, Jeremy Corbyn was elected as leader of the Labour
Party. During his election campaign, a number of people raised the issue of
Corbyn’s record in relation to antisemitism.*” On 12 August 2015, the Jewish
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CB060/a BblpaXeHWsi MHEHU.4TpMbyHan 3asBui, 4To ®peiisep nbitascs 06bMaHOM 3acTaBUTb
ero 06bABUTL KPUTKKY VI3panns aHTUCEMUTCKOM 1 3akneliMnTb eé Kak TakoByto. KoHeuHo,
Ka)Kp,bII‘/’I PacnCT yTBEPXAAET, YTO aHTUPACUCTbI MOAPLIBAKOT €ro NpaBo Ha CBOGOAy cnosa.
I'IpaB,u,a, MNHOrAa Kasanocb, 4Tto TpV|6yHan CKJIOHAETCA K MHEHWIO, YTO Te, KTO XanyeTcsd Ha
AHTNCEMUTU3M, MPOCTO CINLLKOM YYyBCTBUTE/IbHbI 1 INLLEHDI 06bEKTVBHOM OoueHKn; HO
OCHOBHbI€ BbIBOAbI, UTO 3TO NOJINTMKA, 3aMackKNpoBaHHaaA nog CyAe6HbII7I npouecc, 1 4To 3TO
nonbITKa 3anpeTnTb CBOGOAHyI'O KPUTUKY, ABNAKOTCA 06BVHEHUAMW B HEAOGpOCOBeCTHOCTl/I co
CTOPOHbI T€X, KTO 3adABW O HaIMYNN aHTUCEMUT3MaA.

AKTUBUCTbI, CTPYKTYPbI U AO/KHOCTHBIE ua EgnHoro coto3a xyHTos (UCU) NpuLinm K BIBOAY, UTO HUYTO U3 TOrO,
4TO KOrAa-N60 NPOVCXOANNO B COIO3e, He HOCM/IO aHTCEeMUTCKOrO XapakTepa. TpubyHan cornacuncs ¢ aTum. Mo Bonpocy

onpejesieHna aHTUCEMUTM3MA OH Hanwncan ciegytoulee:

McTel, 4acTMYHO OCHOBbLIBAET CBOO MO3MLMI0 Ha OTKIOHeHUN KoHrpeccom oTBeTynkos (B 2011
roay) «Pabouero onpegeneHns» aHTUCEMUTN3MA. ... OH Bbin JOBONEH 3TUM OnpejeneHneM.
Jpyrvie He cOrnacuNu1Cce, CYMTas ero NoABepraroLLIMM KpUTUKOB M3panns HecnpaseAnvsoMy
06BNHEHWNIO B @HTVCEMUTCKOM noBeseHVN. OHW yKasbiBaau Ha TO, Y4TO 3TO onpeAeneHne MoXeT
6bITb CTONKOBAHO Kak KneliMeHne HanaAok Ha CUOHM3M Kak aHTUCEMUTCKUX U NCKoYaroLLee
KPUTUKY M3panns, 3a UCKI0YeHNeM ciydaeB, KOrAa oHa «nojobHa» KpUTuke, BblABMIaeMoit
NpOTVB NGO APYroii cTpaHbl. Mbl He MOXeM M36aBUTbCS OT MPAYHOL MbIC/IN O TOM, YTO
onpeaeneHvie, Npyemiemoe Ana BCex 3aMHTePecoBaHHbIX CTOPOH, MOXET HUKOrja He 6bITb
AOCTUTHYTO, U CUMTaeM cebs CHacTAVBBLIMU, YTO HaM He NPUXOANTCA NbITaTbCa ero paspaboTats.

7

TpubyHan ¢ yBepeHHOCTbIO 3asiBWJ1, YTO HUYTO 13 Npou3oLuejLuero BHyTpu UCU He
NpeACTaBAsao co6oli aHTVCEMUTCKOE Npec/iejoBaHNe B COOTBETCTBUN C 3aKOHOM O
paBeHCTBE; 3T0, MO-BUAVMOMY, MPOTUBOPEUMT €ro 3asBNeHHOMY HEXeNaHWI0 BbIHOCUTb
CY>XAEHMe 0 TOM, KaK C/leflyeT onpesensiTb aHTUCEMUTU3M. Tp1BYHa NOMbITanCs 3aHsATb
HeTpasbHYH MO3MLMI0 MeXy MONSAPHLIMY MO3ULMSAMY OTHOCUTENIBHO TOTo, YTO
onpejensieT aHTUCEMUTM3M, OAHAKO OH MOCTaHOBWJ, YTO B NPodCoto3e HeT
aHTMCEMUTU3MA B COOTBETCTBUM C 3aKOHOM O paBeHCTBe. TakuM 06pa3oM, OH NoajepyKas
OfiHY V13 MO3MLMIA OTHOCKTENBHO TOTO, UTO constitutes aHTUCEMUTU3M, U PELLUTENBHO

BbICTYMUA NPOTUB APYrOiA.

PaccnegoBaHue YakpabapTi o geny 06 aHTUceMuTU3Me B J1eli6opuCTCKOM napTum

Netom 2015 roga Axxepemun KopbuH 6611 n3bpaH nngepom Jleribopuctckoin naptmn. Bo

Bpemsa ero HpeABbIGOpHOV‘I KamMmnaHun pajg IHO,D,EI‘/II nogHMann Bonpoc O AeATeNIbHOCTA

Kop6bvHa B KOHTeKcTe 60pbbbl C aHTMCEMUTN3MOM.4212 aBrycTa 2015 rogaespesickuii
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Chronicle gave over its front page to ask seven questions of Corbyn relating to
antisemitism.” A number of people kept on raising these issues after Corbyn
became leader.** Conservative politicians, bloggers, and newspapers also began
to raise the issue of antisemitism in the Labour Party.

Jeremy Corbyn was criticized for having referred to Hamas and Hezbollah
as “friends” and for having said that they were dedicated to peace and justice
in the Middle East.* Corbyn had intervened against those who had accused
Raed Salah*® and Steven Sizer,* for example, of the blood libel and conspiracy
theory respectively. Corbyn had hosted a show on the Iranian regime’s propa-
ganda channel Press TV.* When Corbyn’s allies accused those who raised the
issue of antisemitism of doing so to silence criticism of Israel and to hinder
opposition to austerity,* and when it became clear that Corbyn had supported
a boycott of Israel,*® Corbyn’s reputation remained intact among his supporters
in the Labour Party.

Nevertheless, because Corbyn’s own record on antisemitism made
the Labour Party vulnerable to attacks on that issue, and because there was
no shortage of examples of Labour members saying and doing antisemitic
things, the criticism of antisemitism became more and more mainstream.
In 2014, for instance, Vicki Kirby, a Labour parliamentary candidate, was
warned by the party for posting antisemitic tweets. “We invented Israel when
saving them from Hitler, who now seems to be their teacher,” she wrote. She
also asked why ISIS was not attacking the “real oppressor,” “evil” Israel.>" It
then emerged that she had been reinstated as a party member and that she
was active in the Corbyn support network Momentum; she was then sus-
pended. A picture of Kirby and Jeremy Corbyn smiling happily together was
circulating online.

Only after David Cameron raised the case of another Labour Party activist,
Gerry Downing, at Prime Minister’s Questions on 9 March 2016, was Downing
expelled from the party, after having been allowed to rejoin following a previous
expulsion. Downing has argued that Zionism is at the heart of global capital-
ism and he advocates reopening “the Jewish Question.”**> He also said explicitly
what Kirby implied—that terrorism is the violence of the oppressed and should
never be condemned.*

The co-chair of Oxford University Labour Club, Alex Chalmers, wrote on
his resignation in February 2016 that a large proportion of club members had
“some kind of problem with Jews.” There was a culture in which the politics of
peace between Israel and the Palestinians was mocked as “Zio.” A politics of war
against Israel was considered more appropriate and the “Zios” were routinely
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XpoHuka3paHne BblIAENNI0 NePBYH NO0CY 418 TOro, YTobbl 3a4aTb KOP6UHY ceMb BOMPOCOB,
KacaroLMXca aHTUceMmnTn3ma.slocne Toro kak KopbuH ctan mgepom, MHorve npogomkan
NOAHMMATL 3TV BOMPOChI.4410INTUKN-KOHCEPBATOPbI, 610repbl 1 raseTbl TakXe Havanu
NoAHMMaTb BOMPOC 06 aHTUCeEMUTM3ME B JTeiibopUCTCKOM NnapTun.

[xepemun KopbrHa KpUTUKOBanW 3a TO, Y4TO OH Ha3Ban XAMAC 1 Xe360n71y «4py3bsiMn» 1
3a8BUN 06 UX NPVBEPXXEHHOCTN MUPY 1 CipaBeINBOCTY Ha banxHeM BocToke.ssKopbuH
BMeLLasICs B CUTYaLMio NPOTUB TeX, KTo 06BMHMA Paesga Canaxa.ssk CTBeH Caiisep,s7Hanpumep,
peyb NAeT 0 KPOBaBOM HaBeTe 1 TeOpUM 3aroBopa COOTBETCTBEHHO. KopbyH Bes nepejayy Ha
nponaraHANCTCKOM KaHase npaHcKoro pexuma./ipecc TB.asKoraa coto3Hmkm KopbuHa 06B1HUAN
Tex, KTO NoAHMManN BOnpoc 06 aHTUCEMUTU3ME, B TOM, UTO OHW AeNatoT 3TO C LieNbto 3acTaBUTb
3aMonyaTh KpUTUKY B agpec M3pannsa n BocnpensaTcTBoBaTh NPOTUBOAEACTBUIO MepaM XecTKoM
3KOHOMMWMU,49A KOTAa CTano AcHO, YTo KopbuH nogaepskan 6okoT N3panns,soPenytaums KopbrHa

CpeAu ero CTOPOHHMKOB B JTelbopuCTCKO NapTum ocTanack HeU3MeHHOIA.

TeM He MeHee, NOCKONbKY COBCTBEHHas No3unLms KopbrHa no Bonpocy aHTUCeMUTU3MA
caenana JleibopucTckyto NapTuto ysS3BMMOM A5 HanaZok Mo 3Tol Nnpo6aeme, 1 MOCKOJbKY He
6b1/10 HeoCTaTKa B MPYMepax aHTUCEMUTCKMX BblCKa3blBaHWI 1 AeACTBUIA YNeHOB NapTuK,
KpUTMKa aHTUCEMUTU3MA CTaHOBUIACk BCe 6osiee pacnpocTpaHeHHoW. Hanpumep, B 2014 roay
Bukn Knpbu, kaHanaaT B napnameHT oT J1elMboprCcTCKor napTuu, noay4dnna npeaynpexaeHue ot
napTum 3a Ny6anKaumo aHTUCEMUTCKUX TBUTOB. «Mbl NpuaymManu Vi3panns, cnacas ero ot
IMTnepa, KOTOPLIV Tenepb, KAXETCS, CTaN MX yuYnTenem», — Hanmcana oHa. OHa Takxe
3ajaBanacb BONpocom, nodemy UIMAJT He HanaaaeT Ha «HACTOSLLLEro yrHeTaTensi», «3/10M»
M3pannb.si3aTem BbISCHUIOCh, YTO OHa bbla BOCCTAaHOB/IEHA B KayecTBe YjeHa MapTumM 1 YTo
OHa aKTUBHO y4acTBOBaNa B ceTV noajepxkmn KopbruHa Momentum; nocne 3Toro ee oTCTpPaHUAN
OT YneHcTBa. B MHTepHeTe pacnpocTpaHsnack poTorpadus Kupbu un Jxxepemun KopbuHa,
CYaCTNNBO Y/bIGaoLLMXCS BMeCTe.

Nk nocne Toro, Kak [13Bug KIMepoH nojHsiN BONpoc 0 ApYroM akTUBMCTe
Jleri6opucTckoli naptuw, [xxeppu [layHnHre, BO BpeMs BONPOCOB NPeMbep-MUHUCTPY 9 MapTa
2016 roga, layHUHT 6bIn UCKAOYEH U3 NapTUK, XOTS eMy paspeLunav BepHYTbCS B Hee nocie
npeAblAyLLEero ckntoueHns. layHnHr yTBepXas, YTo CUOHU3M IEXUT B OCHOBE 106abHOro
Kanutanunsma, 1 BbICTynasa 3a BO306HOB/IEHWE «eBPeCKOro BONpoca».s20H Takxke NpsMo 3asBu
TO, UTO Nogpasymesan Knupbu, — 4To Teppopmn3M — 3TO HaCU/MNE YTHETEHHBbIX, M er0 HUKOrja He
cnesyeT oCyXAaTh.ss

Conpegcesatenb OKCPOPACKOro yHMBEPCUTETCKOrO 1eibopurcTckoro knyba Anekc Yanmepc B
cBOEM 3asiBNeHnn 06 oTcTaBke B peBpane 2016 roga Hanmcan, YTo y 3HaUNTENbHOM YacTu YneHoB Kiy6a
6bINU «KaKMe-To NpobaemMbl ¢ eBpesMm». CylecTBoBana KynbTypa, B KOTOPOI NMOAUTMKA MUPa MeXay
I/I3paV|r|eM n nanectTuHuamy BbicMerBasiaCb Kak «CMOHUCTCKanA». MonuTnka BOViHbI npoTtme l/I3pa|/|nﬂ

cynTanacb 6onee yMeCTHOVI, N «CNOHUCTOB» perynapHo nogsepranay HacMeLlkam.
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baited with the song “Rockets over Tel Aviv.” Jewish students were treated as
defenders of racism and apartheid and attempts were made to deny “Zio” mem-
bers the right to vote in club business. Alex Chalmers wrote that the antisemitic
incidents he witnessed were less troubling than the culture which allowed such
behavior to become normalized.**

The public scandal of antisemitism in the Labour Party came to a head
when Ken Livingstone repeatedly declared that he had never seen any antisem-
itism in his forty-five years in the party and when he made the claim that Hitler
had supported Zionism in 1933. Consequently, Jeremy Corbyn felt constrained
to suspend from Labour Party membership a number of people who had been
accused of antisemitism, including Ken Livingstone. On 29 April 2016, he
called a party inquiry into the issue of antisemitism, appointing Shami Chakra-
barti and David Feldman to chair the inquiry; later Jan Royall was added as a
third co-chair.®

Many people related to the Chakrabarti Inquiry in good faith and offered
written submissions that were serious, thoughtful, scholarly and politically
nuanced.®® The report®” was written by Shami Chakrabarti herself, while the
other two chairs were somewhat sidelined. It was published quickly, within six
weeks of the Inquiry being called and within only about two weeks of the dead-
line for submissions. The report recommended that some kinds of language
should be put outside of what is appropriate within the Labour Party and it
recommended some modernization of disciplinary procedure.

What Chakrabarti did not attempt was either a definition of antisemitism
or a description of the political problem which led to the specific scandals trig-
gering the inquiry. She did not attempt to connect the politics of hostility to
Israel with antisemitism. Antisemitism was treated as a kind of personal failing
and, indeed, the report congratulated Labour on having been the only party to
conduct such an inquiry. The fact that Labour seemed to be the only party that
needed to conduct such an inquiry was missed.

In sum, both the Employment Tribunal and the Chakrabarti Inquiry were
asked to adjudicate the question, which had been raging between activists and
scholars, about how antisemitism should be defined. But both were positioned
outside of the fray; both had the opportunity to take the time coolly to examine
the arguments and the evidence that were submitted to them; both were some-
what insulated from the heated atmosphere of political debate. Both came to
conclusions that were similar to those that had been arrived at within the wider
social movements concerned and that were starkly at odds with the consensus
view within the Jewish community.
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VX npoBoumpoBanu necHer «Paketamu Hag Tenb-ABMBOM». EBpeickX CTyAeHTOB n3o6paxanu
3alWMTHUKaMN pacn3Ma 1 anaptena, 1 npeanpuHMManicb NonbITKA NMNWNTL Y1eHOB «CnoHa»
npasa rosioca B genax Kny6a. Anekc HanMepc nucan, YTo aHTUCEMUTCKNE NHUNAEHTDI,
cBmnjetenem KOTopbiX OH 6b171, 6bIIV MeHee TPEBOXHbIMW, YeM KyNbTypa, KOTOpas No3BonsAAa
TakoMy noBeAeHNIo CTaTb HOpMOI7I.54

CKaHAan c aHTUCEMUTU3MOM B J1eibopUCTCKOM NapTum gocTur anores, koraa KeH
JINBUHICTOH HEOAHOKPAaTHO 3aAB/IAN, YTO 3a COPOK MATb /IET B NapTUKM OH HUKOTja He
CTanKnBasncs ¢ aHTUCEMUTU3MOM, a TakxXe KorAa oH yTBepxaas, uTo M'MTaep nojaepxmsan
cnoHn3m B 1933 roay. B pesynbTate [xepemu KopbuH 6bin BbIHYXAEH OTCTPaHUTb OT
uneHcTBa B J1ebopmnCTCKOM NapTumy psg 1L, 06BMHEHHBIX B aHTUCEMUTU3ME, BKIOYas
KeHa JluBmHrcToHa. 29 anpensi 2016 roga oH MHULMWPOBaA NapTUiHOe paccnesoBaHne Nno
BOMPOCY aHTUCEMUTM3MA, Ha3HaumB LLlamn YakpabapTtun n [anja PenbamaHa
npejaceAatensiMv KOMUCCUM; MO3Xe K HUM npucoeanHunace SH Poiann B Kayectse
TpeTbero conpejceAaTens.ss

MHorne JIDAN OTHECTNCL K pacciefoBaHNIO l-laKpa6apT|/1 C p,06prMI/I HamepeHnamm n
npeacTaBUIv NUCbMeHHble MaTepuasibl, KOTOpble 6blnn Ccepbe3HbIMY, BAYMUYUNBLIMU, HAYHHbIMWU
1 MOINTUYECKWN 3HAUNMbIMW.560TUeTs7OTUET 6bIN HanucaH camoii LLamu HaKpa6apT|/|, BTO
Bpemsa Kak ABa ApyruX npeaceaatens 6bINV HECKONBKO OTCTpaHeHbl OT Aen. OH 6bIn
OI'Iy6}1I/IKOBaH 6I>ICTp0, B Te4eHu e WwecTn HejeNb Nocae Havasla paccnefoBaHnA U BCero
nprMepHo 3a ABe Hejenn 40 Kpa|7|Hero CpoKa nojayn matepranos. B oTuete pekomMmeHAoBanoCb
NCKNIOUYNTB HeKoTopble GOPMYIMPOBKN 13 YMca AOMYCTUMbIX B JIel6OpUCTCKO NnapTuun, a
Tak>Xxe MOJepPHN3NPOBaTh ANCUUMINHAPHbIE NpoLesypbl.

l—iaKpa6apTV| He nonbiTasacb HX AaTb onpejeneHne aHTUCEMNUTU3IMY, HU onncaTb
NONNTNYECKYHO npo6nemy, KOTOpas npueesia K KOHKPETHbIM CKaHAanam, Bbl3BaBLLUM
paccnesoBaHme. OHa He nonbiTanacb CBA3aTb noAnNTUKY Bpa)K,qeﬁHocm K l/I3paV|mo C
AHTUCEMUTUIMOM. AHTUCEMUTNIM paccMaTprBancsa Kak CBoOero poja NNYHbIN HeAoCTaTok, n,
AeACTBUTeNbHO, B AOK1aje N1e6opuCTOB NO3APaBASAN C TEM, YTO OHU BbIIV € AUHCTBEHHO
napTueri, nposejLLeri Takoe pacciefoBanne. TOT GpakT, YTo, MO-BUAMMOMY, TOIbKO NeribopucTbI
HY>XAanncb B NpoBeAeHVN TaKoro paccineioBaHua, 6bIn ynyLieH 13 suay.

B ntore, n TpubyHan no TpyaoBbIM cniopam, 1 Komuccns YakpabapTtu 6biam
npu13BaHbl paspeLLnTb BONPOC, KOTOPbLIA A0Aroe BpeMs 06CyXaancs Mexay
aKTUBUCTaMU N YHEeHbIMU, O TOM, KaK ciedyeT onpeaensTe aHTUceMunTn3M. Ho obe
KOMWCCUM HaXOANNNCh BHE 3TOV NONEeMUKN; 06e MMen BO3MOXHOCTb CMOKOMHO
M3yYnTb NpesCcTaBieHHble apryMeHThl 1 Aoka3aTeNbCTBa; 0be 6bln B HEKOTOPOKA
CTerneHn N30MpPOBaHbl OT HaKaneHHoW aTMocdepbl nonnTrnyecknx gebatos. Obe
NPULLAN K BbIBOAAM, CXOXUM C TEMU, K KOTOPbIM NPULLY NpeacTaBuTenn bonee
LLIMPOKMX COLMANBHbBIX ABVXXEHWI, 1 KOTOPblE Pe3KOo NPOTMBOPeYnNIv

06LEeNpUHATOMY MHEHUIO B eBPENCKON ObLLMHe.
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CONCLUSION

The genealogy of the EUMC Working Definition sheds light on contemporary
struggles over the definition of antisemitism and its relationship to hostility
towards Israel. The possibility of a departure from a standard antiracist under-
standing of the relationship between opposition to racism and opposition to
antisemitism may be significant indeed.

Glynis Cousin and Robert Fine identify a “methodological separatism,”
which has challenged the political and conceptual unity between antiracism
and anti-antisemitism.*® They argue that “sociology is broken by the schism
between racism and antisemitism.”* First, it downplays the similarity in struc-
ture and the connectedness of the histories of antiblack racism, antisemitism,
and Islamophobia. And second, it brings with it temptations to engage in com-
petitive identity politics, which may even reproduce some of the racist ways
of thinking which sociology and antiracism had formerly made every effort to
deconstruct and overcome.

The EUMC’s definition is a case study of the dangers about which Cousin
and Fine worry. In the 1980s, there was an antiracism that sought to build a rain-
bow alliance of everybody who suffered racism, defining itself as “black” against a
category of “whiteness,” where the latter was understood as an identity of privilege
and power. While this kind of simplification brought with it some unity and clar-
ity, it tended to ossify: it contained within it a danger of collapse into fixed binary
categories of blackness (goodness) and whiteness (badness), which did damage
to how we understand the complexity and diversity of social and ethnic identity,
and also conflict, across the globe. This process was exacerbated by a tendency
for radical thought to conceptualize the world as being increasingly split between
oppressor and oppressed nations and nationalisms. These tendencies created fer-
tile conditions for the splitting off of Israel and Jews from the community of the
oppressed and for conceiving of them as white, imperialist, and the enemy of the
oppressed. In this model there is a danger that antisemitism itself is misconstrued
as the passionate cry of the oppressed against their oppressors, while opposition
to antisemitism is misconstrued as an attempt to silence the oppressed.

These ways of thinking, which are replicated and reinforced by the organ-
izational and political schisms that have been described in this paper, contain
within themselves a tendency to repeat some of the tropes and discourses of
earlier antisemitisms. First in discourse and then in the culture of institutions,
these ways of thinking also reproduce themselves in practices of defining,
understanding, and denying antisemitism.
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3AKJTOYEHWE

leHeanorusi Pabouero onpegeneHns EUMC nponvBaeT CBET Ha COBPeMeHHbIe Cropbl 06
onpejeneHnn aHTUCEMUTN3MA W ero CBA3M C BPaxAebHOCTbIO MO OTHOLLEeHMIo K V3pauto.
BO3MOXHOCTL 0TX0Za OT CTaHAAPTHOr0 aHTNPACUCTCKOrO MOHVMaHWA B3aNMOCBA3M
MeXxay NPOTUBOAEACTBMEM pacu3My U MPOTUBOAECTBMEM aHTUCEMUT3MY MOXKET
0OKa3aTbCsA AeCTBUTENIbHO 3HAYNMOW.

InnHnc KasuH n PobepT PaiiH BbIAeNstOT «MeTOA0/I0rMYecKmiA cenapaTmsm,
KOTOPbI CTaBUT MO COMHEHMe MONUTUYECKOE N KOHLeNTyanbHoe eANHCTBO Mexay
AHTUPACN3MOM U @aHTUAHTUCEMUTU3MOM.580HU YTBEPXKAAIOT, UTO «COLIMONOTUSA paspyLLeHa
packosioM Mexzy pacn3MOoM 1 aHTUCEMUTU3MOM».59BO-MepBbIX, 3TO MPUHMKaeT
CTPYKTYPHOE CXOACTBO 1 B3aMMOCBSA3b UCTOPUI aHTMUYEPHOKOXEro pacmsma,
aHTUCeMUTM3MA 1 McnaMopobun. Bo-BTopbIX, 3TO MOPOXAaeT cobaasH y4acTBoBaTh B
KOHKYPEHTHOW NOANTMKE NAEHTUYHOCTW, KOTopas MOXeT Aaxke BOCNPOV3BOAUTL
HEeKOTOpble PacUCTCKMe Cocobbl MbILLIEHNS, KOTOPbIe COLIMOMIONVSA U aHTMPAaCcU3M paHee
BCAYECKN MbITA/INCb A€KOHCTPYMPOBATh 1 NMPeosoNeThb.

OnpegenerHvie EUMC npegctaBnseT coboi nprmMep onacHoCTel, Bbi3bIBatOLLMX ONAaCeHNs y
KasuHa n PariHa. B 1980-x rogax CyLLecTBOBaNIO aHTMPACUNCTCKOE ABMXKEHME, CTPEMMBLLIEECS
€034aTb MHOFOHAaLIMOHa/bHbIV aNnbsHC BCeX, KTO CTPajan oT paci3ma, onpeaenss cebs Kkak
«YepHbIX» B NPOTUBOBEC KaTeropun «6enocTn», rae nocaiefHas NOHNMManack Kak AeHTUYHOCTb
npuBMUNerni 1 BnactTu. XoTa Takoe ynpoLleHne Np1HeCo ¢ cobol HeKOTopoe eANHCTBO 1
AICHOCTb, OHO NMEeJIO TEHAEHLMIO K 3aKOCTEHEHMI0: OHO COZep>Kano B cebe onacHOCTb
CKaTbIBaHNA K GUKCMPOBAHHbLIM BUHAaPHLIM KaTeropusM YepHOThLI (406pa) 1 6enn3HbI (31a), 4TOo
HaHecno yuiep6 HallemMy NOHMMAaHWIO CNOXHOCTU 1 pa3sHOO6pasns coLmanbHOM U STHUYECKOR
NAEHTUYHOCTK, a TaKKe KOHPANKTOB MO BCEMY MUPY. ITOT NPOLIeCC YCYrybnancs TeHaeHumeln
pajvKanbHON MbIC paccMaTpmBaTb MUP Kak Bce 6oniee pasgeNneHHbIr Mexay Hauuamm-
yrHeTaTensiMm 1 yrHeTeHHbIMU, a Takxke HauMoHannsmMamu. 3T TeHAEHLMN co34ann
6naronpusiTHbIE YCI0BUS AN OTANEeHUA V3pauns 1 eBpees 0T CO06LLLeCTBa YTHETEHHBIX U A/151
BOCMPUATUS NX KaK 6esblX, UMNepranncTU4ecKnx 1 Bparos yrHeTeHHbIX. B 3Toli mogenn
CyLLIeCTBYeT OMaCHOCTb TOrO, YTO CaM aHTUCEMUTU3M By/leT HEBEPHO NCTONKOBaH Kak CTPacTHbLIN
KPVIK YTHETeHHbIX MPOTUB CBOMX yrHeTaTenen, a NpoTUBOAECTBME aHTUCEMUTU3MY — KaK
NonbITKa 3aCTaBUTb 3aMONYaTh YrHETEHHbIX.

3TV CNOCo6bl MbILLNEHNSA, KOTOPbIe BOCMPOV3BOAATCA U YCUAMBAKOTCA B pe3ybTaTte
OMWNCaHHbBIX B JaHHOW CTaTbe OPraHM3aLMOHHbIX 1 MONUTUYECKMX PACKOIOB, COAepXaT B
cebe TeHAEHLMIO K MOBTOPEHMIO HEKOTOPbIX TPOMOB U ANCKYPCOB 6osiee paHHMX
AHTUNCEMUTCKUX ABMKEHWI. CHavana B A1UCKypce, a 3aTeM U B KyNbType MHCTUTYTOB, 3TK
CNoco6bbl MbILLNEHVS TakXXe BOCMPOU3BOAATCA B NPaKTKe ornpejeneHus, MOHUMaHNS 1

oTpuLaHuUa aHTuceMnTU3Ma.
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This paper’s second case study traces the struggle over a number of years
by the anti-Zionist factions within the UCU to legitimize their discourse by
encoding their own definitional requirements regarding antisemitism into the
official policies, structures, and practices of the union. For them, the struggle
over how to define antisemitism was embedded into the activity itself—namely,
boycotting Israel, which was to be, or was not to be, defined as antisemitic. And
this preemptive struggle over definition also encompassed behavior, language,
exclusions, and hostility that predictably came in the wake of the campaign to
boycott.

The third case study pertains to the judicial and the political adjudications
of the Employment Tribunal and the Chakrabarti Inquiry, both of which fur-
ther seal the legitimacy of disproportional and irrational hostility to Israel. Both
formal processes of adjudication were asked to recognize and to act against
antisemitic behavior, yet both explicitly refused to enter into the discussion of
how antisemitism should be defined. But this did not stop either of them from
working with “common sense” definitions of their own making, and ones that
they were unable to make explicit.

Antisemitism must be studied empirically before it can be defined. It is
necessary to see how it operates within the complexity of human and social
movements, how elements of rhetoric move from one discursive field to
another, and how modes of denial and reassurance operate. Thus, it is inter-
esting to note that, in the week after the Chakrabarti report was published,
Jeremy Corbyn appeared in front of the Home Affairs Select Committee.
With Chakrabarti sitting just behind him, Corbyn defined antisemitism as
follows:

Antisemitism is where you use epithets to criticize people for being Jew-
ish; you attack Jewish people for what they are. It is completely unaccept-

able and I would have thought it was very obvious what antisemitism is.%°

This “definition” is reminiscent of the one proposed by anti-Zionist and
pro-boycott activist Sue Blackwell in the debate in which the UCU voted to
disavow the EUMC definition: “I recommend Brian Klug’s ‘hostility towards
Jews as Jews.”®!

Insofar as there is great resistance to recognizing and understanding anti-
semitism, it would seem that there is a preference for simplistic a priori defini-
tions that do not reflect a deep and detailed study of the phenomenon itself. As
such, they narrow the concept down to one single aspect of the phenomenon

and focus the definition only on those manifestations on which it is easy for
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Bo BTOpPOM TeMaTn4eckoM ncciefoBaHnmn 3TOW cTaTby npocnexmnBaeTca
MHOTO/eTHsIst 60pb6a aHTUCUOHMCTCKUX GpakLmMii BHYTpM UCU 3a NnerutumMmnsanuio cBoero
AVICKypCa NyTeM BKIOYEHNSI COGCTBEHHbIX ONPeAeNeHNI aHTUCEMUTI3MA B 0pULIMANBHYHO
MOANTVKY, CTPYKTYPbI 1 NPaKTUKY coto3a. [ins HUx 6opb6a 3a onpeseneHne
aHTUCEMUTU3MA 6bl1a HEOTLEMIEMOIA HACTbIO CaMOIA esTeNIbHOCTU — a UMEHHO,
6oiikoTa M3panns, KOTopblii A0/MKeH 6bin 6bITh NN He 6bITb OnpeAeneH Kak
aHTUCceMUTCKMIA. U 3Ta npeBeHTVBHasA 6opbba 3a onpegeneHne Takxke oxsaTblBana
noBegeHMe, A3bIK, UCKNIOUYEHUS 1 BPaXAe6HOCTb, KOTopble NMpejcKasyeMo BO3HMKaNN
rocse kaMmnaHmm 6oikoTa.

TpeTuin NprMep KacaeTcs CyAebHbIX U MOANTUYECKMX peLleHnii TpyA0oBoro cya
1 Komunccnn YakpabapTu, KoTopeble ellie 60/bLie yKpenuam 1ermTMMHOCTb
HEenponopLMOHaNbHOM N MpPaLMOHaNbHOM BPaXAeOHOCTM NO OTHOLLEHMIO K
N3paunnto. O6e popmanbHble cysebHble npoueaypbl 4OMKHbI 66NV NPpU3HaBaThb 1
npecekaTb aHTUCEMUTCKOE MoBeAeHMe, 04HaKo 0be KaTeropuyecku oTkasanmcb
06CyXAaTh, Kak cegyeT onpejensiTe aHTUCEMUTU3M. HO 3TO He NOMeLLano HU O4HOM
13 HUX NCMO0/1b30BaTb COBCTBEHHbIE «3PaBOMbIC/IEHHbIE» OMNpejeneHuns], KoTopble
OHW He CMOr/IN 4eTKo CHOPMYNPOBaTh.

Mpexae Yem AaTb onpejesnieHNe aHTUCEMUTU3MY, ero HEO6XOAMMO U3YUnTb
sMnpuyeckn. He06X0AMMO MOHSATb, Kak OH GYHKLIMOHMPYET B CIOXHOI crcTeMe
YesIoBeYeCKMX U CoLManbHbIX ABUXKEHNIA, Kak 3IeMeHTbl PUTOPUKM NMepexoasT U3 04HOTo
ANCKYPCUBHOTO MONSA B 4pYroe, 1 Kak paboTatoT cnocobbl OTPULLAHMS 1 YCMOKOEHMUS.
[03TOMY MHTEPECHO OTMETUTb, YTO Yepes HeAento nocsie Ny6avkauuy Aoknaga
YakpabapTu [Ixxepemut Kop6uH BbicTynun nepeg CneuyanbHbIM KOMATETOM MO
BHYTPEHHVM Aenam. Mpun YakpabapT, craeBLUel Npsamo 3a HUM, KOp6uH Aan cregyrolee

onpejeneHne aHTUCEMUTM3IMA:

AHTUCEMUTU3M — 3TO KOr/a Bbl ncnonbsyete 0CKOp6I/ITe/1beIe BblpaxeHus, UTO6bI
KPUTUKOBaTb ﬂPOAeVI 3a TO, YTO OHN eBpeun; Bbl HaNnajaeTe Ha eBpeeB 3a TO, KTO OHU eCThb.

370 COBEpPLUEHHO Henmprem/ieMO, N MHe Ka3asoCb, YTO 3TO COBEPLUEHHO OYEBMAHO.60

370 «omnpejeneHve» HanoMNHaeT TO, KOTOPOe NPeAIoXNIa aHTUCUOHNCTKA U CTOPOHHMLA 6oiikoTa Cbio
Bnaksenn B gebatax, B xoae kotopbix UCU nporosocoBana 3a oTkas oT onpegeneHuns EUMC: «§
peKkomeHayto ,BPaXAebHOCTL MO OTHOLLEHWIO K eBPesiM Kak K eBpesiM”, NpeAnoXeHHy bpariaHom
Knyrom».s1

MockonbKy cyLecTByeT 3HaunTe/IbHOe CONPOTUBAEHMNE NPU3HAHNIO N MOHUMaHNIO
AHTNCEMUTM3MA, NOXOXeE, UTO NpeAnoYTeHME OTAAETCA YNPOLLEHHbLIM NOAXOAAM.arnpuopu
OnpeaeneHusi, KOTOpble He OTPaXatoT rybOKOro 1 AeTanbHOro U3y4eHWs Camoro SiBAeHNS.
Takvm 06pa3om, OHM CyXatoT MOHATME A0 OAHOrO eANHCTBEHHOr0 acrnekTa ABeHNs 1

bOKyCUpYHOT onpegeneHne ToNbKO Ha TeX NPOSBIEHUSIX, HA KOTOPLIE IErko 06paTUTb BHUMAaHME.
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antiracists to agree. These definitions could not be based on a profound and
thoughtful study of a phenomenon of which these protagonists are keen to
deny the significance or even the existence.

Jeremy Corbyn invented a definition of antisemitism under cross-
examination; Sue Blackwell’s definition is five words long; Shami Chakrabarti’s
account of antisemitism begins in the dictionary; the members of the Employ-
ment Tribunal say with all banality: “we count ourselves fortunate that it does
not fall to us to attempt to devise” a definition.”” By contrast the antiracist
NGOs, scholars and activists who have studied and tried to map the features
of this kind of contemporary antisemitism—many of whom have themselves
experienced the shock of being summarily expelled from the antiracist and
scholarly community—have tried to set up more subtle and elaborate parame-
ters and frameworks for the understanding of this rather complex and difficult
to encapsulate phenomenon.

NOTES

1 European Forum on Antisemitism, “Working Definition of Antisemitism,” http://europe-
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