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conference for January 20, 1942. The organization of the death camps in
Poland started a few months after that. During the first half of 1942, the
conditions in the death camp at Treblinka were chaotic, its first comma.t,ldcr
SS Untersturmftihrer Dr. Irmfried Eberl was unable to cope with the im:
mensc job of annihilating the deportees. The diesel engines from Soviet
tanks, used in the gas chambers, often broke down. Trains were often held
up for days on the railway lines to Treblinka, causing serious jams in railway
traffic. In 1944, talks lasting for several days were necessary with German
and the Slovak railway officials to determine the train routes to Auschwitz,
It is not at all surprising that the German officials in charge, cspecially
Edmund Veesenmayer himself, were pleasantly surprised by the enthusi-
asm of the Sztdjay government in lining up the administrative and police
apparatus for the dejewification of the country. On April 23, Veesenmayer
reported to Berlin that beginning on May 15, 3,000 people [i.c. a trainload
of deportees] per day would be transported from Hungary. The orders that
Hoess issued in Auschwitz on May 8 and 9 would have been sufficient for
the “reception” of that number of Jews. When it turned out that, in accor-
dance with Eichmann’s plans, not one, but 4-5 trains a day were sent by the
Hungarian authorities, which meant 12-15,000 people every day, Hoess
went to Budapest and managed to have the number of trains alternate from
day to day: one day two, the following day three trains were sent. It is obvi-
ous that Eichmann had no idea, or did not care, how many people the
death-factory of Auschwitz-Birkenau was able to “process” in a single day.
He had one goal only: to have as many Jews as possible deported from
Hungary duriog the shortest possible time. These examples will have made
it quite clear that Auschwitz prepared slowly for the largest and most quick-
ly performed mass-murder operation in the history of the Holocaust, be-
hind schedule, but eventually with appropriate efficiency. ,
After all this, the question asked in the title can be clearly answered

again. Istvan Deak’s “frightening conclusion” is still true today. The
Hungarian Jews could have survived the Holocaust if the Hungarian gov-
crnment had acted as the Romanian government did. Unhesitatingly, dis-
playing enthusiasm, it should have put as many troops, as much raw I;lﬂ.tf:
rial and food at the disposal of the German military as was demanded, and
then, at the appropriate moment, depending on the military situation
switched to the side of the Soviets. The cautious attempts at a scparatc’
peace, and especially the fact that the Hungarian government refused to
send additional, significant military units to the eastern front during 1943
cﬁrecﬂy and indirectly sealed the fate of Hungarian Jews, becausc these ac:
tions provoked the Germans to occupy Hungary, The responsibility of
Regent Miklos Horthy or the Sztdjay government will not be diminished
but a subtler assessment of their role will be possible if we remember thaé
the Germans arrived in Hungary with the purpose of deporting the great-
cst possible number of Jews from this country.
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«TWIN BROTHERS”: EUROPEAN ANTISEMITISM
AND ANTI-AMERICANISM' :

INTRODUCTION

Anyone who deals even marginally with anti-Americanism has to be struck
by its closeness to the prominent topic of antisemitism. I have always
viewed the two as close relatives or (to put the point even more figurative-
Iy) as fitst cousins. But my rescarch has convinced me that the relationship
between these two phenomena is even closer than is the case among
cousins. Andre Glucksmann's characterization of the two as “twin brothers”
seems more apt. Glucksmann, like mysclf, sees contemporary antisemitism
as, ammong other things, a consequence of as well as a necessary corollary to
anti-Americanism and both as essential ingredients of a Europe-wide hatred
with a pedigreed history.2 He writes about the current situation in France
and Europe “One plus two plus three: From the extreme Left to the
extreme Right, everyone in French politics - simple activists, members of
parliament, trade uniopists, cabinet ministers, and the head of state in uni-
son — is raving against the intervention in Irag: ‘Bush equals Sharon equals

1 Although the term “antisemitism,” just like "America,” ought o be unmistakably clear to
all concerned, the former requires a brief explanatory footnote, since there are always people
who, for whatever reason, attempt to relativize and alrer the concept. Ever since Wilbhelm Marr
¢in his 1879 anti-Jewish pamphlet ‘The Victory of Jewry over Germanism’) introduced the ex-
pression “antsemitism” into the public sphere and common usage of every European country
as A negadve attitude toward the collectivity of “Jews” and everything Jewish, this is precisely
what this peneric term has meant: a general negative prejudice against Jews that can coagulate
into an ideological explanation of the world attributing all kinds of social phenomena to the
Impact of Jews. In the course of the Jewish-Arab conflict during the 20th century, Arabs and
(later) Europeans developed the stubborn ideology that cheir attitude toward Jews could not
possibly be antisemitic, since Arabs themselves are “Semites.” Quite apart from the fact that
Arabs can also be anti-Arabic - and, dccording to this logic, also “antl-Semitic” (since preju-
dices are spiritual, intellectunt, and emotional constructs not tied to the birthplace or “peo-
plehood” of anyone holding them) ~ this argnment only serves as an exculpation and disguise
of modern Arab hatred of Jews. In discussing the phenomenon that is generally chacacterized
a5 antisemitism, it ought to be clear that this has nothing to do with any kind of “Semitic” lin-
gulstlc regions ot “ethnic groups," but with modern hostifity to Jews. Some authors - In order
to evade this psendo-problem - have gone over to using the term “antiJudaism” (in place of
“antisemitism®). I find this superfluous and politically unacceptable. For a precise definition
of terms like antlsemitsm, the German “Judenfeindschaft” (hostility or animoslty wwward
Jews) and Judaeophobia in current social science discussions, and for mofe on the debate
about new symbolic forms of these phenomena, cf. L. Rensmann, Demokratie und Judenbild.
Antisemitismus in der politischen Kulmr der Bundesrepublik Deutschiand (Wiesbaden,
2004), pp. 71-95.

2 Glucksmann develops this link in his impressive analysis of the existence of hatred. See
A, Glucksmann, Le Discours de Ia hatne (Paris, 2004).
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murderers’ is the chant from the street. ‘Sharon equals Bush cquals disre-
gard for international law’ is the pronouncement from the salons. The rise
of antisemitism is really not a result of the Intifada, but rather a twin brother
of the wave of anti-Americanism that has sloshed up onto the coasts of

Europe since September 11 and flooded the continent since the Iraq war™? -

A central theme of this article is to discern one of the main characteris-
tics of antisemitism in Europe today: its status as an epiphenomenon of
anti-Americanism. This feature is, I believe, perhaps the most important
component of the "new” antisemitism. It is a recent addition to stereotypes
reviving both traditional antisemitism and the specific element of that
decades-old hostility to Israel directed against the existence of an entire
country in its capacity as a “collective Jew.”

European antisemitism, of course, predates anti-Americanism by more
than a thousand years. And, of course, there are major differences between
these two phenomena at every conceivable level. The most important such
difference is the fact that Buropean antisemitism motivated the brutal, sys-
tematic murder of millions of innocent people and humiliated, ostracized,
persecuted, and oppressed people for centuries. In contrast, anti-
Americanism, even in its most aggressive, most hate-filled form - with the
few exceptions of individual terrorist attacks (and leaving aside conflicts
between states in various wars, which T am not including here) - hardly
ever led to a loss of human life 2nd was largely restricted to property dam-
age in the form of “America Houses” destroyed or American flags burned
for symbolic reasons. This is an all-or-nothing difference, which places
these two European phenomena in completely different cxplanatory
realms and indicates that there is a fundamentally different quality, indecd
a principally different status, to anti-Americanism and antisemitism,

But this does not mean that the two cannot be analyzed and discussed to-
gether, espccially since they have gone hand in hand with each other since
at least the carly 19th century. Let us put it this way: one can easily writc
about European antisemitism without ever talking about anti-Americanism.,
The converse, I maintain, is impaosstble,

ANTISEMITISM - A EUROPEAN PHENOMENON

Just as with anti-Americanism, when it comes to antisemitism I am firmly
convinced that, in principle, there are (or were) no country-specific differ-
ences within Eucope, even if, from time to time, different cougtries pro-
duce specific intensities and expressions that motivate different forms of
social violence and are also partly manifested in different functions.
European antisemitism’s conceptual structures, its symbolic language and
its essential content have been remarkably similar in Europe both di-
achronically and synchronically. To be sure, countries - even regions, social

3 A, Glucksmann, ‘Scharons Irrtum,” Feankfinrrer Allgemeine Zeitung, 23 July 2004.
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s and cultures within countries — differed in terms of their motiva-
g_roupfm and implementations of antisemitism. To give one current exam-
Uﬁgns(}crman postwar antisemitism has always been associat_ecl with a spe-

i idefense mechanism against a sense of guilt; i.e. prejudices and irrita-
o have been expressed against Jews, among other reasons, becanse Jews
tlm];SodY a constant reminder of past national crimes and itherefore of a ff:el-
o of "pational shame” that can impede Germans’ unbroken identification
m‘gth their nation. ‘This phenomenon does not alter the content of Germarll
;T-:tiscmitism one bit and renders it identical to qulanian or French angl-
semitism. However, its motives are obviously specific to Gcrmarqr - t(zh;
more precise still, the former West Gcrrpany. Qne m1gh‘g mef:.uon 0 et
such country-specific nnances in the mamlfestaUOns. of aptiseml 11%31:[1:1&:.1"‘ﬂl
Europe even though conceptually, emotionally, historically, struc 11r 3t/
and content-wise antisemitism was and is a ?vho]ly pan—Europealn. construct.

It is precisely for this reason that the Nazis were so su ccessful in carrying
out the extermination of the Jews, although the J:Fmrdcr of Europcandjew‘pfvs
emanated from Germany and has to be seen ag,amst the bacl::g_rc;im 1:) a
specific German constellation, and of GC.ImEIl,ﬂY s prt?v_var political cu utf
and hegemonic selfimage as a “blood nation.” In addition, nf)f ;l:ourgcl, “:t
out the Wehrmacht and the entire apparatus of a {J:Lodcrn industrial sta e',L
there could never have been such a quick and Cfflle:l’flt cffort at sort(ljng 01.1t
millions of people from their socicties across an enfire contmcr%t, E‘Ii’]('u -
ing them to death camps, and then - often within a ma‘ttcr of hours - i t%ng
them with industrial precision and logic. But the pro]c?t of cxtcrmul';a. Tgl

the Jews was basically just the logical apex, the comp_cllmglgoal, 011; a : ;1 1 ‘31
Furopean antisemitism that had lasted at least a2 millennium. The Odl
was, at the same time, the culmination of a Europca.n process of repeatedly

mobilized and institutionalized degradation, exclusion, and persecution of
Jews that had been the common property of everyday culture on the con-

tinent since 1010 at the latest. If antisemitism bad been excluswcl)lf. - 0:1

even just primarily - a German phenomenon mtl}cr than the cstal:) ishe !

common property of Europe that it was, the Nazis would never have re
ceived so much support for theitr genocide from the populations of those
countries occupied by them or allied with them.,

4 1 have been impressed by the research of Richard Landes, who dates the st:;trlt ?jfea(t:?ltli 31;1:11
ultimately lethal Buropean antlsemitism to the winter of 1.01{}. .AS a response tl:l? f.c ! Os[ netion
of the Holy Sepulcher by the Muslim fuallphFal—Hak;r.n}: ;11@;:;:2;;1:3:: b;gﬂﬁ-léf.l [thl(;':i thj pzed
massacres of Jews to Europe (especially to France), This aatic, [ : otvatee mass
murder oecurred In connection with new efforts at state-building in Cf.mstentho L and with
mobilization measures helping to raise armies in order to fight the Muslims in 0 31 - 4} qu nof
There had, of course, also been violent actions agalnst Jc.ws heretofore, mm:ﬁa[ Chzra (.:terize
(according to Landes) gone beyond the usual, v:*:ndetta—l:ke acts of revenge raciertee

i iti iving side by side all over the world. See R. I.:}n t_as. \ 3
;l“;;p‘::l?zg::;issﬁ: %r:ct:,lsl;l'lt[ Esoglc?fewish zu‘;d Christlan Relatipns m Apoc:llypuchLme (an-
publlshed manuscript, Center for Millennial Studies, Boston University, 2000, p. 1 ff).

5 H. Arendt, Eichmann in Jerusalem (New York, 1965).
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Obviously, there were different degrees of cooperation and participa-
tion, as well as resistance, something Hannah Arendt had already described
in detail in her book FEichmann in Jerusalem® Just as with anti-
Americanism, there have always been country- and time-specific variations
in the manifestation of European antisemitism, which sometimes appeared
stronger in Great Britain, and then in France; initially vehement in Spain,
later in Poland, Russia, Rumania, Hungary, Austria, and Germany. At first its
foundation was chiefly religious and economic; then, starting with the
Spanish Inquisition, clearly racist components were added. (The political
dimension of antiscmitism was ubiquitous.) There is not a single country in
Europe - not Ireland in the west, not the Scandinavian countrics in the
north, Italy and Greece in the south, not the Ukraine and Russia in the east
- in 'which antisemitism has not, over the centuries, assumed a significant
role in a very concrete manner in the everyday life of its citizens. Regardless
of whether the hegemonic religion has been Roman Catholic, Protestant, or
or industrial, or whether politics was shaped by a feudal aristocracy or a
parliamentary oriented bourgeoisie, they all knew and used antisemitism,
Of course, there were enormous differences between the lethal violence of
pogroms in Czarist Russia and the snobbish ostracism of London clubs that
refused to accept Jewish members. But these were differences in the man-
ifestation and exercise of this prejudice and hatred, not in its conception
and essence. :

Already in the 17th century, well before the establishment of the
American Republic, the divergent paths that religion took in these two set-
tings — and that still differentiate the United States from Europe pethaps
more than any other single social, political or cultural factor® ~ also had a
major bearing on the development of antisemitism in these two respective
societies, as well as on its role in their relationship with each other,
Whereas Europe's religious life continued to be ruled by a deeply anti-
semitic Catholic Church in the continent’s geographic center and its south,
a state-oriented, equally antisemitic Protestantism mainly of the Lutheran
variety in its north (though one would need to differentiate the vehemence
of antiscmitism practiced by German Lutheranism as opposed to its much
milder Danish and Swedish variants), and a structurally very similar
Orthodoxy in its eastern regions, America’s religious life featured two char-
acteristics that Europe never had, and the ramifications of which
Europeans fail to comprehend to this day: first, religion in America was
completely decentralized and local. The search for political freedom in
America was - as Tocqueville so well understood - inextricably tied to the
search for religious freedom, thus giving religion and religious vocabulary
in American politics a completely different meaning than in Europe.
Second, it featured a Protestantism that professed its great admiration for

6 On this important difference between the United States and Europe, see the work by
Ronald Inglehact and his World Value Survey at the University of Michigan, Ann Arbor.
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the Jews, indeed, one that saw itself as a close relative of the Jews, who?c
ancient writings and customs it extolled. This, after all_, was t.t_le world in
which biblical names such as Elijah, Jeremiah, Jeddediah, Josm..h became
commonplace. The point is that from well beforc the founding of the
Ametican Republic the framework wherein people related to Jews ar}d
Judaism was profoundly different in America from vffhat it had been in
Europe. Be it Arthur Hertzberg, Seymour Martin Plpset, the late Ben
Halpern or Marshall Sklare, and most of all the latc‘Irvmg Howe, all cxperts
trying to explain the experience of Jews in the United States via an explicit
comparison to its counterpatt in Europe come to one ocharc!nng_ conclu;
sion: put succinctly, in the words of Ben Halpern, "Amcrl_ca is dlffcrcnt..
Despite the uninterrupted - sometimes vehement - existence .of anti-
semitism throughout the history of the United States, very few Jewish indi-
viduals in America were ever murdered solely because they were Jews and
no mass killings of Jews at the hands of their non-Jewish neighbgrs ever oc-
curred in America, which few, if any, European country can claim in their
history.” Indeed, there is simply no contest between Amc.flca and Europe as
to where the Jews met with greater acceptance, security, cven apprecia-
tion. “To find evidence of serious antisemitism in America for much of Fhe
time Jews have lived here, you need to put on knee pads, and go sealrch%ng
in the nooks and crannies of history,” wrote David Klinghoffer in reviewing
two books on antisemitism in America. 8

It was not until the late 19th century - coinciding precisely and not by
accident with the rise of what became known as “political antisemitism™ -
that antisemitism began to accompany European anti-Americanism in a sys-
tematic and regular manner, that these two the bevy became the .t?vins in
European thought that they remain today. It was the fear and m'anuelof
capitalist modernity that brought these two resentments togeth.er. Amemc.a
and the Jews were seen as paragons of modernity: money-driven, pf‘Of}lt—
hungty, urban, universalistic, individualistic, mobile, rootless, and hos.,t.llf: to
established traditions and values. That it was the fear of modernity linking
Jews and Americans at this juncture of European resentment is best borne
out by the fact that Jewish immigration to the United States had not yet
reached the large numbers that it would twenty years latet, and thz?t
American power in the world was still rather ephemeral. In other words, it
was not the actually existing United States and its Jews that were feared and

7 Of course there was the infamous lynching of Leo Frank in Auagust 1915 in Marieta,
Georgia, when an antisemitic mob ook matters into their hands by abducting L_eo Frank trom
his jail cell and hanglog him from an oak tree. And there was the stabbing of Yankel
Rosenbaum in August 1991 in the Borough Park section of Brooklyn when an angry mob at-
tacked Jews indiscriminately. In both cases chanrs of “kill the Jew” fi]leid the air. Dut the mf:re:
fact that I can list individual cases with names in America's 230-year ln,story' proves my point:
These were exceptional cases, It would be well-nigh impossible o do so listing the bevy of
ancisemitic atrocities in most European countries, East and ‘West.

8 D. Klinghofer, The New York Times Book Review, 17 April 1994. '

9 P. G. J. Pulzer, The Rise of Political Anti-Semitlsm in Germany and Austria (London, 1987).
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disdained, but the combination of Judaism and Americanism as concepts
and social trends. After World War I, the Jews as rulers of America became
pronounced. It was at this juncture that the notions of Jewish Wall Street,
Jewish Hollywoaod, Jewish Jazz, in other words of a thoroughly “Jewified”
America became commonplace. It was at this time that all the forerunners
for current codes such as the “East Coast” were permanently established,
From then on, Jews and America became inextricably intertwined, not only
as representatives of modernity but also as holders of actual power,
America was powerful and the Jews in it even more so. One of the staples
of European antisemitism has always been to impute much more power to
Jews than they actually have. Moreover, what makes this putative power
even more potent is that it is believed to be clandestine and cliquish. With
America’s strength massively growing after World War I, power as a unify-
ing notion between Jews and America became more pronounced and also
lasting. The hostile perception of this alleged link became absolutely inte-
gral to National Socialism.

Things appeared to change after the end of World War II, the Holocaust,
the establishment of Israc] and the Cold War. American power, though still
massively resented, became a much needed protector against the Soviet
Union, its allies and Communism. Probably for the first time in over 1,000
years, the Holocaust rendered overt antisemitism socially unaccepiable
among Europe’s elites. And Jews for the very first time in nearly two thou-
sand years actually attained real power by dint of running a state. While
these structural changes substantially altered the tone and the substance of
the discourse about Jews and America in. Europe, the two remained as in-
tertwined as cver.

It is certainly also no accident that a massive intervention into Euro pe by
the United States - for the second time in the course of the last century ~
was required in order to make the pan-European language of antisemitism
that had prevailed for a millennium unacceptable, both socially and politi-
cally. I am not arguing that the United States in any manner intervened in
Europe to impede or alleviate European antisemitism. But the defeat of
European fascism and German National Socialism by the Red Army and the
Western powers dominated by the American armed forces led for the First
time in Europe’s history to political regimes and a hegemonic discourse in
which antisemitism became basically illegitimate. This post-Holocaust con-
cordance lasted almost exactly 50 years. In my view it is therefore no acci-
dent that antisemitism in some form or another is showing its face again in
Europe just at the time when the United States is in the process of with-
drawing polifically and militarily from Europe. Again, the correlation be-
tween a gradual reappearance of certain antisemitic tropes in Europe's-ac-
ceptable discourse and the disengagement of the United States from the

continent might be tangential and epiphenomenal - just as was the push-
ing of antisemitism to Western Europe’s discursive fringes with America’s
rcentry into Europe following its destruction of fascism and National
Socialism - but it most certainly is not spurious. I do not know if I would
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go as far as Jean-Claude Milner, who views th_c. desttrq ction of the Jews asa
conditio sine qua non for European umf.lca!:lon and,. by extcnsm.n,
European unification itself as the result o_f this s.mgular crime. Howe;el, 1
have no doubt that antisemitism is assuming an 1m1l)(?rtant ]cilur(;) pean ]1] nc-
tion - as a pan-Buropean discourse steeped in t_radmon an .(a ove a ) as
an important ingredient in the European emotional repertoirc - just e;’lc a
time when the establishment of a new ]ﬁu‘opean_pn.)to- or qus:SI-state das
become (and is likely to remain) a political reality in Europe’s cveryday

li.fC- 10

ANTI-AMERICANISM AND ANTISEMITISM AS JOINT SYMBOLS

A visit to virtually any sizable public protest, .COI.lfCl'CJ;‘lCC, comfentmn or
gathering of any kind that featured anti-globalization as one of its l:hc,}rllfs
focused virtually all its criticism and anger towardls the UI".th(-:d States. This
indeed makes some sense since without any question the 1[.JmFed. States halls
been first among equals in this — partly - new stage of. cap.lt‘allsm cun:tl:(?t y
known as globalization. Two related phenomena in this milieu are -str1 11%.
First, the virtual absence of any criticism, let glogc venom that is reservec
for the United States, for any of its major capitalist Parmcrs and competi-
tors in this globalization process; second, the lcent'rahty of Israel as the pro-
testers’ co-target with the United States. Why is this so? .
Why do Britain, Germany, France, Canada, Itz_ily - tl_lc other mcn;bers 0t
the Group of Eight (G8), including Europe whlc_h enjoys an added secat a
this club’s table — or China and increasingly India, for that matter, not en-
gender anywhere near the anger among the protestors that they have rfcglu-
farly exhibited towards the United States, and well bc.fore the advc.-nt oft 13:
Bush Administration? Why does the number of American flags bur ned an
defaced at these occasions massively outnumber thaft of G(?rtpan, Itahag,
French or European flags for that matter which I - in my limited ex‘pcn?—
ence, to be sure - have never seen abused on any f’f these occ:a‘smnsf
Concomitantly, what is the reason bchind the burning and defiling o
Israeli Flags at these gatherings, to be sure in fewer nur{lbcrs [h;%n the abﬁ]‘sft':
of American flags, but stili? Why is Israel such a prominent object f’f vilifi-
cation at these meetings and demonstrations? -Surely, -couqtmes lllkc
Germany, France, Canada - not to mention Europe - are much b1ggcrsp a(}ir:
ers in the globalization process than is Isracl. Why not protest against sau [i
Arabia or any of the oil exporting countries that, arguably, play a muc
greater role in the global economy than dgcs Isra.cl? . e
When José Bové, a figurchead of the antn—globalnzapon movement, visi
Palestinians in Ramallah in the spring of 2002 - instead of traveling to

Gujarat, where many more Muslims had been killed in pogroms by Hindu,

10 J-CL. Milner, Les penchants criminels de 'Earope démocratique (Pacis, 2003).
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mobs - the primary concern was not to demonstrate solidarity witl an op-
pressed people. As the reincarnation of Pierre Poujade, the rightwing pop-
ulist defender of small shopkeepers and other “modernization losers” in
France of the 1950s, and the media-savvy representative of a global
Poujadism, Bov€'s political disposition includes populist elements much
closer to the convictions of French proto-fascism than to the Left (whether
old or new). But none of these traditions is what drove Bové toward
Ramallah and made him - like other opponents of globalization — a ferce
encmy of Isracl. Unlike Poujade’s antisemitism, which was solely driven by
the classic European Right's disdain for Jews as sole-less capitalists and bru-
tal modernizers, Bové - at least to my knowledge — has never uttered any-
thing that could even vagucly be termed antisemitic. So Bové’s primary
driving force in this matter was a deeply held antipathy towards Israel that
emanates first and foremost from Israel’s association with the United States,
the world's evil globalizer and builder of McDonald’s restaurants, one of
which Bové bulldozed to the ground making him instantly a perennial
favorite of the anti-globalization movement worldwide. It was decidedly
Dot antisemitism in its conventional sense. It is Isracl’'s power sui generis
and its close relations with the United States that have rendered this one
Near Eastern country into the co-villain for many globalization o pponernts.
Yet, the West European Left's hatred for Israel did not remain self-con-
tained. As I'will argue, it has indeed been the anti-Zionism of the European
Left, emanating from the Six-Day War of 1967, which has been the most pro-
lific mediator between anti-Americanism and antisemitism.

There is no need here to delve more deeply into the cmergence of the
atrocious antisemitismn that accompanied international meetings in
Durban, Porto Alegre, and Davos. But the golden calf incident in Davos in
January 2003 deserves brief mention, since it took on the tone that has be-
come endemic in this milicu. This is best attested to by the need of some
“attac” members in Austria and Germany to take an open stance against the
pervasive antisemitism among its ranks at Davos and other places where
the selfidentified leftradical “arrac” came uncomfortably close to the
world of antisemitic tropes traditionally more common among the radical
Right. "

At the Davos demonstration one demonstratot wore a Donald Rumsfeld
mask over his head and a yellow six-pointed star with the label “Sheriff on
his chest, while his colleague, equipped with an Ariel Sharon mask, was
swinging a club. These two characters were accompanied by one group of
demonstrators disguised as “capitalist pigs” and another masquerading as
“pig priests.” The whole ensemble was dancing around the golden calf. “It
is interesting,” writes Marcus Hammerschmitt,

that an ensemble patched together from Carnival costumes (in part, with clear

11 Awac OQesterreich, Blinde Flecken der Globalisierungskritik Gegen antisemitische
Tendenzen und rechisextreme Vereinnalumung (Wien, 2005). :
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references to animals), the golden calf, a Star of David straight out of Nazi prop-
aganda, and some masks of politicians is 50 brazenly used to mark the enemy, !)e—
canse the demonstrators assume that the message is already undcrstpod.l Jewlsl} .
Amecicans, or American Jews, worship money and gold and protect it lelh (la_m—
malistic) power, as only they know how. Slmull:aneou_sly conﬁtlsmg an .clearé
both unfathomably deep and barbarically simple, as only authentic C].'Cdﬁntlf_ll saQ
antisemitic mania can be, this procession dcnounclcs not only the abysmal stu-
pidity of the demonstrators, but also the re_lal:lonshlp (seldom clearer)l beTen
antisemitism and anti-Americanism: The idiots of Qams, Who_ pmbabl v Stl see
themselves as leftists, stick onto the person poriraying Rumsflelfi (m_ ovil}r cc;n—
formity with Iragi government newspapers) the yellow star and ms‘?n'l:;i c. Si: ar
with the word ‘Sheriff” in order to dispel any lz?st doubts about tlhcu' idiocy: 1'E£
them, everything is one and the same, Americans are Jews, all ]cwslgre i <
Sharon, a Star of David is the same as the star on a sheriff’s badge, thc_iglo e? Fal
is a Jewish calf, i’s all the same. The onlookers, so .I:hcy suspcct, wi hcc(; amlj;
understand just what and who is intended; the main point is that the demo
dancing around the idol has a signet,}?

Lest the reader think that this overlap bctwecn. qvert anti—Aﬁncncamsni
and antisemitism remains confined to what the British §all the 190[137 left,
here are two cxamples from the jewel of Europe’s cﬁstabhshcd social ;;lemoc-
racy. In his perfectly justified defense of the “German moc_lc‘l, t]l&‘rznz
Miintefering, chairman of the SPD, invoked an analogy of Almencan e gﬁ:
funds to “locust firms” that descend anonymously upon innocent, Wed(
meaning German companies only to strip th.em of their alssets and su
them dry. The SPD's “locust” campaign of April 2005 met with great gl)opu—
larity among the party’s rank and file as wr:ll. as !:hc public at ’arg?.
Miintefering’s remarks were reinforced by an article in one :)f Gcrm‘myf
leading left-liberal magazines, Stern, in which seven qf tfll_fsﬁ locust firms
were listed by name, some of them recognizably Jewish.™ . I

Not to be outdone, Germany’s most prominent labor '.umon, IQ Metall,
featured an article on the same subject in the May 2095 issue of 1tsl maga-
zine metall Titled “US-Rirmen in Deutschland: Die Au.ssauger (U..S.
Companies in Germany: The [Blood]su ckers)_, the cover d.epllCtS a mosqmtlo
doffing an Uncle Sam-ike hat with the American flag, grinning ravenous y
under its huge nose, revealing a gold-filled tooth. It carries an American-
style attaché case and is ready to descend upon the .haplf:ss Gcrms.ln GCO{IOITIY.
The article inside the magazine carries the title ‘Die Plinderer sind da’ (The

¢ Here).
Ph;ﬁdtil::c;isfgfscvcn Y)car history of metall, therc l}as rfcvcr be;n a more suc-
cessful issue than this one featuring a barely disguised ?‘nuSt;mLUc cow_:lr
and a thinly veiled antisemitic feature article. Although, in both the SPD's

12 M. Hammerschmite, ‘Ein Sheriffstern mit sechs Zaékﬁﬁ_ Globalisierungskritik am
; i i Lhtml>.
?, see <www.heise.de/tp/dentsch/inhalt/co/14065/ L o
Ablirault\lf[. Gerstenfeld, ‘Rewriting Germany's Nazl Past: A Society In. Moral Decline,' ferusalem

Viewpoints, no. 530 (1 May 2005), pp- 1-2.
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locust campaign and IG Metall's mosquito follow-up, antisemitism had to be
conveyed somewhat subtly, this was not the case with anti-Americanism. X
Whereas the caricatures’ noses were only moderately crooked and the gold
teeth only visible upon a close look, the symbols of the American flag and
Uncle Sam-like top hats are unmistakable.

The fact that the new antisemitism based on hostility toward Israel goces
hand jn hand with anti-Americanism among major portions of the
European Left is confirmed by the first report on antisemitism in 15
European countries published by the “European Union Monitoring Centre
on Racism and Xenophobia” (Europiische Stelle zur Beobachtun g von
Rassismus und Fremdenfeindlichkeit) in Vienna. In the analytical section of
the report, before the data from the individual country studies are pre-
sented, the text entitled ‘EUMC Report on Antisemitism’ says unambigu-
ously that the European Left’s acute antipathy toward Israel is partially con-
cealing antisemitism in both tone and content, and that these emotions can-
not be separated from aversion to America, 5

The supposedly close tics between the U.S and Israel have contributed
additional motives to growing antisemitic attitudes that one finds on the
radical Left. The United States of America are also attacked most severely by
the peace movement, the anti-globalization movement, and some develop-
ing countries. Elements of the radical Right join in and categorize the US.
as an tmperial power acting as Istael’s protector. Thus, for example, many
people in German-speaking countries especially use the term “East Coast”
as a synonym for a supposedly total Jewish influence on the U.S, and its pol-
itics. Sympathizers with these extremes immediately understand the mean-
ing of this word without additional explanations. They can use it inces-
santly without running the danger of violating any antidiscrimination laws
in a particular state. This example makes it clear how closely anti-

Americanism and antisemitism arc bound up with each other.'s

The kind of antisemitism linked to the struggle against globalization rep-
resents a meeting point berween the Right and Left of a kind that has not
cxisted so opeanly since the heyday of National Bolshevism. The intensity of
hatred against Isracl has not least of all to do with a perception of Israel as
America’s proxy, as a de facto constituent of the United States — as well as
vice versa. One can rail against Isracl because it is powerful and belongs to
an cven greater power, the United States. But one can also rail against Israel
because it happens to be a Jewish state. Before I delineate the key features
in my view that render antisemitism, both in its old-fashioned and current
manifestations, an integral part of anti-Americanism, a brief presentation of

14 “US-Firmen in Deotschiand: Die Aussauger - Die Pliinderer sind da,’ metall, vol. 57, no. 5
(May 2005), pp. 14-7.
15 Europiische Stelle zur Beobachtung von Rassismus und Fremdenfeindlichkeit EUMC,

EUMC Report on Anp-Semitisay, <www.crif.org/index. php?menu=5&dossler=33>.
16 Ibid,, p. 13.
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what ] mean to constitute antisemitism is in order.

ANTTISRAELI DISCOURSE AS A FACILITATOR FOR A NEW
«NINHIBITEDNESS” TOWARDS JEWS IN EUROPE: A LOWERING
OF THE THRESHOLD OF SHAME

Surely onc needs to mention Isracl's often dcq.)ly proplerqatic ppli.cies and
frequently objectionable actions in the occu pied territorics as irritants to
most European publics, clite as well as mass. But here, too, the line bct_ween
completely legitimate criticisms of policies and the r'nuch m_ore worrisome
questioning of Israel’s very existence needs to be strictly dclmeaterll. Alas, it
is increasingly less so in the commentaries of the Eumpcgn public. All of
this occurs in a discursive context wherein the late Daniel Bernm:‘d, ic
French ambassador in London at the time, blithely callc}d Israel a “shitty
little country” (in refined company) and then - as André Glucksmann_rc—
ported - “added the remark: Why should the world be brought to the brink
of a Third World War because of this country? Th.e amt?assador, forrmn.'l?r
spokesmarn for onc of President Mitterrand's foreign mlr_ustcrs,_ was criti-
cized by the British press, but no apology was forthcoming. His remarks
about the ‘shitty little country’ were not repudiated as unacceptable... _Hc
ended his carcer as French ambassador in Algeria, in other words, at) an im-
portant and reputable posting.”” While one could chalk up Bernard s 1ﬁom-
ments, made at a private dinner party, as “antisemitism of the remark,”" the
British journalist Deborrah Orr's approving article on thf: ‘French. ambas-
sador’s comments published in the respectable Bl‘lFlSh d_zuly T.be
Independent bespeaks a public flaunting of an at.titudc with an meumty,_
even pride, that one would be hard pressed to witness tmrds any .othc1
country in the world and that the author clearly knows enjoys lcg,mmacy
among her readership: “Ever since 1 went to Israel on hohda?r, I've con-
sidered it to be a shitty little country too. And I was under the impression
that even Israelis thought this. I mean, if they thought Isracl was small but

17 Glucksmann, ‘Scharons Irrtum. It is interesting how trans!z tions can d.ecis.ively mfl;—
ence both nuance and content. This quote comes from the just cited p.ubllcauon in the FA_
On 24 Tuly, 2004 the newspaper The Scotsman published the san‘:au? article b}:‘ Glucksrr:mm in
an English translation. The Scottish paper used the word *pecple” instead of l;:m)l;ﬂg}"yd $ rI::,j
ported by the Frankfurt paper). At Issue was whether the world ou g.ht to risk a T ir ?1 :
War because of this “people/country” Furthermore, the FAZ transla‘tlon talked about an 11;11
portant and reputable posting” for Beroard as ambassador In A}germ. For H]CISI’_‘O.LS'J(;THE this
was “a choice posting and a strategic one,” which, given France’s p.ro—Arab policy, indicates E
clearly strategic move for an ambassador who openly utters these kinds of words about Slsrm;l
Even the English title of the article is much more telling than cpe Ger_man one. | Iee.:r b.
Glucksmann, ‘Potent Ingredients Stirted into a Dangerous Anti-Semltic Cockeall, €

5 2004. _ ]
Scollgm;ﬂsiﬁ'{ﬁg as cited in A. H. Rosenfeld, Anti-Zionism in Great Britain and Beyond: A
“Respectable” Anti-Senuitism? (New York, 2004), p. 8.
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perfectly formed, surely they wouldo’t be hell-bent on making it bigger, come
what may..In my experience Israel is shitty and little. What's more, tilC dai-
ly trauma it undergoes in defending its right to exist is the main thing that
makes the place so shitty.”” Not only is the three-time usage of this scato-
logical term part of the author’s disdain for Isracl, but she continues her of-
fﬁl.'LSiVC (in both senses of the term) by dragging in the issuc of antisemitism

- just for good measure and to stake out her territory: “I'm fed up with

being called an anti-Semite. And the more fed up I get, the more antisemitic

I'sound.” Moreover, if the Jews “continue to insist that everyone with a word
to say against Israel is an anti-Semite, [they are) going to find one day that
the world is once more divided neatly between anti-Semites and Jews.”20
Thc_ gauntlet is thrown. Everywhere in Europe the mantra is voiced that any
criticism of Israel is being stymicd by the Jews by calling it antisemitic. In
an article addressing the growing tolerance and usage of antisemitic tropes
in the British media under the guise of having the right to criticize Isracl

and the concomitant inveighing against an alleged McCarthyism on thc’
part of Jews and their minions against all who do so, Melanie Phillips ex-
amines the growth of antisemitism in Great Britain, which she attributes
almost exclusively to the “Sharon-hating Left” and not to the usual right-wing
radicals.?! Phillips describes how hostile and irritated the dominant dis-
course has become among the British intelligentsia when its members talk
about the “vastly exaggerated” warnings concerning a new antisemitism

and how the stigma of a “new McCarthyism” is bestowed on this phc:
nomenon (a witch hunt intended to muzzle criticism of Israel and brand
anyone daring to criticize Isracl as an anti-Semite). Phillips herself was then
accused, along with other British Jews, of trying to exert control over the
public debate about Israel and Jews in the UK. Phillips describes British
dons who organize boycotts against Isracli colleagues and universities but
would never dream of undertaking similar measures against Kuwait (which
expelled 350,000 Palestinians in 1991) or Jordan (which murdered tens of
thousands of Palestinians) or Syria (which, a year after Phillips wrote her
article, still militarily occupied and politically controfled vast parts of
Lebanon).

_ Inan issue of the The Independent Marie Woolf wrote about some politi-
c1a_ns.’ warnings against the growing virus of antisemitism in Great
Britain.?? Former Minister Stephen Bryers had said that “the dividing line
between legitimate criticism of the Israeli government and demonizing and

19 Ihbid.
20 TIhid.
21 M. Phillips, ‘Anti-Semitism is on the increase and its roots are ot i i
: A 1 are not in the Right but in the
.Sh‘amn-hatmg Left, _The Observer, 22 February 2004, It needs to be said that Melanie Phillips
is a regular colum{nst for the conservative Daily Mail and provided this article in her capacity
as a guest columnist for the Observer. In the arcticle she identifies herself as Jewish.

22 M, Woolf, ‘Anti-Semitism is “Iofecting” British poltrics, MP !
April 2004, g P » MPs warn,' The Independent, 22
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dehumanizing Jews has been crossed, and that there is a double standard”
for judging Jews and Isracl according to completely different criteria than
all the other nations of the world, Woolf quotes Labour MP James Purnell,
who was shocked at the caricatures and cartoons about Isracl and Jews. He
added astutely that the Holocaust had proved to be 2 good vaccination shot
against the virus of antisemitism for 60 years, but that now - owing to the
alliance policy of the radical Left, “which has gotten involved with some ex-
tremely dubious clements” - it was losing its effectivencss: “During the anti-
war demonsirations there were really frightening pictures of people who
dressed up as suicide bombers and carried slogans equating the Star of
pavid with the swastika. The apparent incorporation of these symbols by
anti-war Leftists is absolutely incredible.” The visibly shocked Purcell could
have observed identical scenes at similar demonstrations in Berlin, Paris,
Rome, Stockholm, Athens, and many other Buropean cities. They are the
symbols of the current European peace movement, which has not, even for
a single moment, really distanced itself from this imagery in an explicit and
decisive way. "

While such things are nothing new in the worlds of the extreme Right
and Left in Europe and have been commonplace since the Six-Day War in
June of 1967, they were not part of Europe’s accepted political discourse
until the 1990s. After all, many people have been rightfully upset with many
a country’s policies. But in virtually no case has that led to the questioning
of the very worth of that couniry's existence. Slobodan MiloSevic's
Yugoslavia became the bogeyman of Europe’s publics (certainly after the
slaughter of 7,500 Bosnian Muslim men in Srebrenica) but even this atroci-
ty never led any British, French, German or Italian diplomats or journalists
writing for these countries’ papers of record to question the very right of
Yugoslavia to exist as a country. Put crudely, it is becoming clearer by the
day that the post-Auschwitz “closed season,” is gradually coming to an end.
The Jews ate not “off limits” anymore in Europe®® This development re-
inforces my view that among all the prejudices that have beset European
history, antisemitism has constantly assumed a place all its own. It is relat-
ed to racism but yet different from it, furnishing a category all its own. And
it is back with a vengeance in acceptable European discourse. “Der Ton
macht die Musik,” the tone makes the music. Scldom has this been clearer
than in the case of contemporary Europe’s irritation with Israel and Jews
which can never be analyzed by itself but must be done s0 in a comparative
context. To come back to my earlier example of Deborah Orr’s using scato-
logical language in a major British newspaper: Would she have used such
terms to describe any other country in the world? Would her editors at The
Independent have allowed such blatantly insulting terms in a report about

23 For an amazingly stark demonstration of this, see The New Stitesmam’s cover Story
called “The Kosher Connection.’ Also, Peter Beaumont’s article in The Observer of Sunday, 24
February 2002. Peter Pulzer’s reply was not published by this newspaper.
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any other country but Israel? I really doubt this to be the case. There is an
added edge, an additional enthusiasm, in the voice and passion of Israel’s
detractors that one simply cannot sce in the case of any other country in
the world with the possible exception of the United States. But even in
America’s case does the hatred rarely extend to a constant doubting of the
legitimacy of the country’s very existence. America is perhaps simply too
big for expressions such as “I hate Bush but I do not mind America’s exis-
tence,” something that one encounters on a daily basis with Israel where
the country’s existence is constantly doubted, questioned and ultimately
opposed.

This new "uninhibitedness” - an awkward, arguably inadequate, English
translation of the German original “Unbefangenheit” - surely also informs
the German discourse, espectally since the ascent of Gerhard Schroder’s
chancellorship and the governing coalition of Social Democrats and
Greens, a group of people who by dint of their party affiliations and their
age clearly could never come close to being associated with anything re-
sembling the far Right, let alone its National Socialist variant. Just two
weceks after the Bundestag election of September 27, 1998, in which those
two parties barely defecated the conservative-liberal camp, the writer Martin
Walser received the Peace Prize of the German Book Trade awarded annu-
ally at the Frankfurt Book Fair. It is customary for the recipient to give a
speech in the city’s Church of St. Paul.

Walser’s address sparked the fitst “antisemitism dispute” in reunited
Germany.* It has not been resolved to this day and Walser continues to en-
joy broad approval, most recently for his highly popular novel Tod eines
Kritikers (Death of a Critic) in which he basically reiterates his positions
from the 1998 dispute.?” The novel features a Jewish character who has the
vilest traits of standard antisemitism - greedy, haughty, arrogant, oversexed,
speaking in Polish-accented German - and is easily recognizable as a cari-
cature of Marcel Reich-Ranicki, a well-known cultural critic of Polish Jewish
otigin.

Matthias N. Lorenz's book, Auschwitz dringt uns auf cinen Fleck
{Auschwitz pushes us onto one spot), presents convincing evidence that
Walser’s work, beginning with his early plays and novels, bears major ele-
ments of antiscmitism dating back to his seemingly left-wing beginnings in
the carly 1960s. Among other things, Lorenz reveals that Walser — in a
spcech honoring the late Victor Klemperer (Professor of Romance litera-
ture in the former German Democratic Republic, an assimilated German
Jew, married to a gentile woman, who survived the Nazi regime by staying
in Berlin throughout the entire war and wrote about his life which - in its
two-volume publication - became one of the most successful and well-

24 The original “Berlin antisemitism dispute” was triggered in 1879 when the histarian
Helorich von Treitschke published an article accusing Germany’s Jews of insufficient willlng-
ness to assimilate,

25 M. Walser, Der Augenblick der Liebe (Reinbek bei Hamburg, 2004).
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known testimonials of everyday life in National Socialist Berlin) - argued
that the Holocaust would never have occurred had all German, and
European, Jews assimilated as successfully as did Klen’;g:ret.26 It should be
poted that had Klemperer — despite his total assimilation - not been mar-
ried to a German Gentile woman, he, too, would have been sent to a death
camp. . . .

The fact that even Chancellor Schréder expressed solidarity with Walser
during the 2002 clection campaign? indicates the reversal that has oc
curred since Germany was reunited. In his speech on October 11,. 1998,
walser referred to the constant recalling of Germany's crimes in the
Holocaust as a “permanent representation of our shame.” He deplored an
“instrumentalization of our shame for current purposes” and a “negative na-
tionalism” that was disseminated by “intellectuals” and “opinion soldiers.”
These, he claimed, used the memory of the Holocaust by holding it “at
moral gunpoint” as a “means of intimidation deployable at any time" in
order to hurt "all Germans” - by thwarting the Germans’ national pride and
selfsatisfaction.?® Walser, to be sure, was not the first to speak of the
“Anschwitz cudgel,” but he gave such notions his poctic blessing.??

One key aspect of this "uninhibitedness,” particularly pronounced in
Germany, but certainly not exclusive to it in Europe, is the concerted effort
by many players in society, and not only on the political Right, to break
taboos that have become part of Germany’s (and Europe’s) post-Holocaust
discourse and in the process free themselves from what the journalist
Hentyk Broder has termed “secondary antisemitism.” “Secondary anti-
semitism” may be distinguished from ordinary antisemitism (with which,
however, it shares most of the usnal stereotypes) by dint of its defense
mechanisms against guilt. The phenomenon of “secondary antisemitism”
was well described for the first time by Theodor W. Adorno and Max
Horkheimer in their studies of the way postwar German society dealt with
the Shoah, Because of the psychological mechanisms involved, Adorno and
Horkheimer named this syndrome somewhat cumbersomely but all the
more precisely “Schuldabwehcantisemitismus” which best translates into
“guilt defensiveness antisemitism.”?

By constantly bringing up the truly warped and illwilled analogy of the
Israclis with the Nazis, Europeans absolve themselves from any remorse
and shame and thus experience a sense of liberation. If the Israelis were
anywhere close to the Nazis and their genocidal deeds, the Palestinians

26 H. Karasek, ‘Der ewige Antisemit? Der Germanist Matthias Lorenz behanpter, Martin
Walser sei schon immer ¢in Feind der Juden gpewesen. Stimmt das?' Dic Welt, 30 July 2005.

27 H. Kulick, ‘Schrider, Walser und eine vecplanderte Chance,’ Der Spiegel, 9 May 2002.

28 This vlew of Auschwitz as instrumentalized exwends beyond Germany; a recent ADL sur-
vey found 42 percent of Europeans saying the statement that "Jews still talk too much about
what happened to them in the Holocaust” is probably true. _

29 For the text of Walser's speech, see ‘Die Banalitat des Guten,’ Frankfurter Alfpenieine
Zeimng, 12 October 1998.

30 On this point, see the study by Rensmann, Demokracie und Judenbild, p. 123 fF,
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would have ceased to exist decades ago. Thus the Israelis = Nazis analogy is
not intended to describe Israel's deeply objectionable occupation policies.
It. is not meant to criticize Israel but to demonize it - to place it outside any
discussion about actual politics. Since the terms “Nazi” and “racist” have
become internationally synonymous with ultimate evil, they form concepts
beyond any discussion. Case closed, one is a Nazi and a racist. Nothing fur-
ther needs to be said. This analogy does not only exculpate Europe from its
own troubled past under the Nazis, but it also hurts the intended target -
the Israclis directly, the Jews indirectly - by equating it with the very per-
petrators who almost wiped it off the earth in the most brutal genocide
imaginable.

Most importantly, all of this needs to be viewed in a comparative context
in terms of both tone and substance: as to the former, what is important
here is that no other vaguely comparable conflict has attained anywhere
near the shrillness and acuity as the IsracliPalestinian conflict. Nazifying
Israel makes it possible to kill three birds with one stone: The first objective
achieved is the delegitimation of Israel by associating it with the symbol of
cvil par excellence. Secondly, one can attack and humiliate the Jewish
people by equating it with the perpetrators of the brutal genocide that
ncarly succeeded in exterminating the Jews completely. Finally, this
malicious analogy between Israelis and Nazis frees Europeans of any re-
morse or shame for their history of a lethal antisemitism that lasted a solid
millennium.

It is by dint of this left-liberal voice, not the Right's old-style antisemitism
that 59 percent of Europeans view Israel as being the greatest threat t(;
global peace, putting this country in first place ahead of countries such as
Iran, North Korea, the United States, Iraq, Afghanistan, and Pakistan, in that
order3 China was mentioned by 30 percent, thus ranking it as IllJII;bCI' 13,
Not surprisingly, Europeans had the best opinion of themselves, placing
Europe as dead last in terms of representing any danger to world peace.
Only 8 percent of the respondents listed the European Union or any of its
members as threats to peace with the Germans having the self-confidence
(or might it be a bit of selfish arrogance) to list themselves dead last at 2
percent, The respondents in the Netherlands were particularly critical of
Israel, viewing it as a threat to peace by a whopping 74 percent. The equiv-
alent figure in Germany was 65 percent. In another survey, some 35 per-
cent of Europeans believe that the Israeli Defense Forces intentionally tar-
get Palestinian civilians.32 In the same poll, 39 percent agreed that “Isracl’s
treatment of Palestinians is similar to South Africa’s treatment of blacks dur-
ing the apartheid regime.”* And almost half of the European respondents
felt that Israel was not an “open and democratic society.” (American atti-

31 F)'zl..sh Enrobarometer 151, European Commission, November 2003, p. 81.
g; ?lt;ﬂmdes toward Jews, Antl-Defamation League, April 2004, p. 23.
1d.
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rades toward Israel are markedly different and thus constitute some of the
starkest manifestations of the solid divide in trans-Atlantic perceptions of
the world.) Anybody following the European media’s tone in covering the
[sracli-Palestinian conflict since the second intifada in September 2000 will
not be surprised by these results. Once again, the origins of this hegemonic
tone in Europe’s acceptable discourse do not hail from the Right but
from the Left. And the tone set by elites and opinion leaders, such as jour-
aalists, really matters in terms of framing the acceptable contours of mass

0 pi nion? 5

CONCLUSION

The Israeli psychologist Zvi Rex once said that the Germans will never for-
give the Jews for Auschwitz. He could have added that the same pertains to
the Americans’ (and the Red Army’s) defcat of National Socialism as well, Tt
is hard to swallow the fact that Germany did not attain its now vaunted
democratic culture, pacifism, and sense of virtue on its own but by dint of
foreign powers vanquishing Hitler’s dictatorship. And when both victors,
in their very different ways, are perceived as clearly inferior to Germans -
culturally, politically, in terms of bravery, valor and perseverance of the
troops to name just a few pertinent items - the defeat stings all the more
and, on some level, never got accepted. Adding insult to injury, both the
Americans and the Sovicts remained strongly identified with Jews and
Jewry in the minds of Germans. But this issue goes far beyond the Germans
and pertains to all of Europe. Here is Max Horkheimer's voice on this mat-
ter: “America, regardless of its motives, saved Europe from complete en-
slavement. The response today from everywhere, not only in Germany, has
been widespread and profound hostility towards America. There has been
a great deal of puzzling over the origin of this. Resentment, cnvy, but also
the errors made by the American government and its citizens, all play a role.
It is especially startling to notice that everywhere where onc finds anti-
Americanism, antiscmitism Flourishes. The general malaise caused by cul-
tural decline seeks a scapegoat, and for the aforementioned reasons, it finds
the Americans, and, in American itself, once again the Jews who supposedly
rule America. 3¢ The surplus of enmity cxhibited towards Isracl by
Europeans, the much greater coverage of Israel by the European media
than any other conflict in the world, including those much closer to
Europe, bespeaks a qualitative dimension to this sentiment and attitude
that borders on an obsession that reaches way beyond the conventional

34 TIhid. .
35 For a solid treatment of this issue, see J. Zaller, The Nature and Origins of Mass Opinion

(New York, 1992).
36 M. Horkheimer, Gesammelte Schriften, vol. 14 (Frankfurt a. M., 1988), p. 268.
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criticisos that are accorded to other political conflicts and disagreements
The Europeans’ enmity towards Istael cannot be detached from the
Europeans’ thousand-yeat hatred of the Jews and their shorter and X
less lethal, but still palpable antipathy towards America. And thus “?;uaig

back to the three standard pi i
tot pillars of classical antisemitism and i
Americanisny: Jews, America, and modernity. i

PAUL B. MILLER

THE (NON) BOMBING OF AUSCHWITZ:
PERKS AND PERILS IN COUNTERFACTUAL HISTORY

On April 6, 1994, just hours after a planc carrying Rwandan president
Juvénal Habyarimana was shot down, ethnic Hutu militias initiated a metic-
ulonsly planned assault on supporters of the Hutu-Tutsi peace process,
Assisted by victim lists prepared in advance and radio broadcasts of the
pames, addresses, and license plate numbers of Tutsi and moderate Hutu,
the killings quickly and deliberately escalated into an all-out extermination
of Rwanda’s Tutsi people. Genocide was taking place yet again in the 20th
century.

The American government, however, was loathe to call it that, since doing
so, an intcrnal Defense Department paper warned, could “commit [the
government] to actnally ‘do something.” Instead the United States joined
other nations in evacuating its citizens, leaving Rwandan embassy staffers
behind to be massacred. On April 10 the United Nations commander in
Rwanda, Major General Romeo Dallaire, besceched New York for more
troops and a mandate to send his peacckeepers to intervene in the killings.
The U.N., under pressure from the United States, then made the decision
that sealcd the Tutsis’ fate: On April 21, amid press reports of some 100,000
already dead, it drastically cut the force size of its Rwandan aid mission.!

The Rwandan genocide lasted 100 days and took some 800,000 lives, an
ethnic slaughter of innocents unmatched in speed, organization, and thor-
oughness, cxcept once: during the Hungarian deportations to Auschwitz-
Birkenau in the spring-summer of 1944.

Exactly half a century before the highly predictable and, many have
argued, preventable genocide in Rwanda 2 and long before the phrase “nev-
er again” had parsed any well-meaning lips, President Rooscvelt addressed
the American people:

In one of the blackest crimes of all history...the wholesale systematic murder of
the Jews of Europe goes on unabated every hour...[the Jews of Hungary] are now
threatened with annihilation...?

1 5. Power, “4 Problem from Hell”: America and the Age of Genocide (New York, 2002), p.
359.

2 Ibid., pp. 329-99. See also, for example, P. Gourevitch, We Wish to Inform You That
Tomorrow We Will be Killed With Our Families: Stoties from Rwanda (New York, 1998); R.
Dallaire, Shake Hands with the Devil: The Faifure of Humanity in Rwanda (New York, 2005);
L. Melvern, A People Detrayed: The Role of the West in Rwanda's Genocide (London, 2000).

3 Cited in M. Gilbert, Anschrwitz and the Allies (New York, 1984), 184.
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