Left antisemitism :
definition and political functions

PRESENTATION

Many left or far left militants and intellectuals consider antisemitism to be a disappearing scourge!.
So why on earth should we lose our precious time to analyse “left antisemitism?”?

Because, this left antisemitism is unfortunately an antisemitism OF the left, not just ON the left, and
because it has existed for almost two centuries in various left currents. It has taken different forms, the
history of which needs yet be traced in detail within the French and international labour movement, but
one must study its continuities and discontinuities, up to present globalised antisemitism.

“Global antisemitism?®” is now raging in the great emotional and political communion of the
cyberspace, as shown by the reactions of the left and far left after the massacres of October 7%; it
federates all forms of antisemitism, from the old Christian and Muslim religious anti-Judaism to racial,
social, nationalist, “anti-capitalist” and “anti-imperialist” antisemitism. These convergences allow
groups and individuals who stand fo very different (or even opposite) views to share the same hatred
(assumed or not, it doesn’t matter): the hatred of the Jew, or of Israel, which — from a symbolic point of
view — is the same thing, whether you admit or deny it...

Without such a global vision about antisemitism, and more specifically about the left antisemitism we
are dealing with today, it’s impossible to understand the significance of the murder of the young Ilan
Halimi (deliberately reduced to a news item by the left and far left* in 2006); and the significance of the
political murders committed by Merah in 2012, Nemmouche in 2014, Coulibaly and the Kouachi
brothers® in 2015 (which the left and far left have mostly ignored prefering to spend all their energy in
denouncing the risks of increasing.... “Islamophobia™),

! Thus the “anti-Zionist” journalist Dominique Vidal is sufficiently cynical to write, in February
2015, on the front page of the Gaullist/thirdworldist monthly Le Monde diplomatique: “Un
antisémitisme virulent mais marginal” (A violent but marginal antisemitism). But he is unfortunately not
the only one to play down antisemitism: see my articles «Antimuslim racism and antisemitism in
Europe ” (2015, https://npnf.eu/spip.php?article1055 ) and ““ Prendre conscience de la nature complexe
de I’antisémitisme mondialisé actuel ” (https://npnf.eu/spip.php?article736).

2 See the anthology “Question juive” et antisémitisme. Sionisme et antisionisme, 2008
(https://npnf.eu/spip.php?article3?2 ).

3 This expression is mainly used by Anglosaxon right-wingers but I decided to use it, even I don’t
share any of their political views.

* With rare exceptions such as Hapoel and the PCMLM. Cf. the articles in Ni patrie ni frontiéres: “Le
meurtre d’Ilan Halimi et le malaise de la gauche multiculturaliste” (in English :
https://npnf.eu/spip.php?article1100 ); “Des caricatures de Mahomet a I’assassinat d’Ilan Halimi”’; “Du
meurtre d’Ilan Halimi a celui de Chaib Zehaf : le racisme dans sa continuité”; “Ilan Halimi : meurtre
antisémite ou ‘fait divers’ ? (debate) in Ni patrie ni frontieres No. 18-19-20, 2007.

> Whose criminal acts were “explained” by Norman Finkelstein in these terms “So, two despairing
and desperate young men act out their despair and desperation against this political pornography
[Charlie Hebdo’s cartoons] no different than Der Stiirmer, against a publication which, in the middle of
all of this death and destruction, decides it’s somehow noble to degrade, demean, humiliate and insult
the people. I'm sorry, maybe it’s very politically incorrect. I have no sympathy for [the staff of Charlie

1



— the significance of the murders of Sarah Halimi (2017) and Muriel Knoll (2018);

— and it’s also impossible to grasp the meaning of the (a priori) unnatural alliances between the
Islamist far right, left Identitarians such as the PIR®, the large and diverse circles supporting the racist
and fascist stand-up comedian and political militant Dieudonné and... the far left that calls itself “anti-
Zionist’.

For most militants, left antisemitism does not exist; whether they are anarchists, Trotskyists, partisans
of “autonomous” movements inspired by the Italian Autonomy of the 1960s and 70s, “antifa”,
“ultralefts” or militants of the old Communist Lefts of the 1920s; whether they support the absurd and
reactionary thesis of “Islamophobia”, whether they are partisans of “decoloniality”, etc., almost all far
left activists not only deny the existence of antisemitism today but also, and even more fiercely, of left
antisemitism — which for them is a myth invented by the “Zionists”, the Mossad and the neo-
conservatives®,

Hebdo]. Should they have been killed? Of course not. But of course, Streicher shouldn’t have been
hung." The two “desperate young men” were jihadists defending al-Qaida’s ideas...

6 See “Antimuslim racism and antisemitism in Europe ” (2015, https://npnf.eu/spip.php?article1055)

7 “Anti-Zionism” is a political and conceptual absurdity: the fierce criticism of Zionism made sense
BEFORE the creation of the state of Israel, but being an “anti-Zionist” today means

— either that one wants to go back to the 1930s in a time machine and pretend that the Judeocide is
not going to happen (a sympathetic but unfortunately utopian approach) and convince the Jews to
assimilate in Europe — which they have already desperately tried to do, for the “antizionists” who did not
know this historical fact;

— or it means that one wishes to expel the Israelis from Palestine.... and in this case it would be better
to have a good plan B.

The term “anti-Zionism” itself is as incongruous as if today a movement claimed to be anti-
Jeffersonian or anti-Bismarckian.

8 According to Pierre Stambul of the UJFP (a group similar to JVP): “The latest defence mechanism
of the supporters of Israeli policy is to brandish antisemitism; it’s to say that criticising Israel is
antisemitic, to appropriate the Nazi genocide and use it to prevent any criticism”
(http://www.ujfp.org/spip.php?article3146 ). If American, Israeli or European neo-conservative or
reactionary academics are the only ones interested in antisemitism, and especially the only ones who
study and “deconstruct” antisemitism that reigns within the left or far left... whose fault is that? When
the “communist” parties denied the existence of concentration camps in the USSR, there were also many
do-gooders who explained these camps were an invention of the CIA, since only anti-communist
publications talked about it...




1) Definition of antisemitism.
Possible bridges between “anti-Zionism” and antisemitism

There are several definitions of antisemitism and of what some academics now call “Judeophobia”. 1
will not explore these terminological debates, and simply present a definition that is very close to the
definition proposed by the European Union Agency for Fundamental Rights.

I would first like to clarify that the notion of antisemitism was not defined by Jewish ideologues or
politicians... but by a German nationalist theorist in the 19" century. Indeed, at the time, the Germans
spoke of “Judenhass” (anti-Jewish hatred) and it seemed more subtle to Wilhelm Marr to invent the
concept of antisemitism (in German Antisemitismus).

This term was not pejorative for him, since, after having frequented anarchist and atheist circles and
created a secret Union of Swiss workers; after having been active in various bourgeois parties favourable
to the unification of Germany into a single republican state; after marrying three times with Jewish
women or women of Jewish origin, he ended up writing a book in 1879 — The Victory of Jewishness
over Germanness®, analysed from a non-religious point of view —and creating a movement called the
League of Antisemites which had a very short existence.

This concept of antisemitism (which does not appear in the The Victory of Jewishness...) had a slight
“scientific” flavour at the time, since some linguists, especially German ones, had discovered kinship
between several languages, which they called “Semitic!?”. This led ideologues and historians to speak of
“Semitic peoples” to designate both Arabs and Jews... among other peoples today forgotten by “anti-
Zionists”. This notion of “Semitic peoples” (found in The Anarchist Encyclopedia published in French
in the 1930s) is no longer taken seriously by any historian today, except by Palestinian nationalists and
ignorant leftists or “anti-Zionists”. On the other hand, the term antisemitism continues to be used,
despite its ambiguities.

Before addressing the definition of antisemitism itself, there is still a problem to be solved. To say
that antisemitism is the same as “anti-Jewish hatred” is not very helpful, because what is a “Jew”? If you
ask the question to the people concerned, you will get contrasting and even irreconcilable answers. So, if
you want to get to the bottom of this issue, you must take the risk of not pleasing everyone.

For most anti-Zionists, being Jewish is at best practising the Jewish religion (therefore being a
believer if not a fervent practitioner), at worst a vague cultural reference, like belonging to a loose
community like manga, chess or football fans. Such a definition is convenient for these “anti-Zionists”
because it completely evacuates the question of antisemitism (since Jews are not victims of specifically
religious persecutions today'!); it also allows to protect themselves against any accusation of being
antisemitic or of spreading antisemitic clichés....

? This book has been translated into English and is available on the Net:
http://www.kevinmacdonald.net/Marr-Text-English.pdf . French language makes a distinction between
“Judaite” (referring to the Jewish religion) and “Judéité” (referring to all the features defining “Jewish
identity”... These features obviously vary according to the political, philosophical and religious views
adopted by those who consider themselves “Jewish” or “Jews”).

10 These include Akkadian, Ugaritic (languages that have become extinct), Arabic, Amharic, Hebrew,
Maltese and Tigrigna, which refer to very diverse peoples with very different histories.

1At least in Europe and in North and South America. As for the 57 self-labeled “Muslim” states that
belong today to the OIC, Organisation of Islamic Cooperation, they have pushed most Jews to leave
their countries. They mobilised all sorts of pressures from attacks on synagogues to state racketeering
and discriminatory measures. Jews who were born in North Africa, Near East and Middle East left for
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For me, the Jewish people includes all those who feel a strong sense of belonging to this people,
however imaginary it may appear to me or to the “anti-Zionists” like Shlomo Sand. This people is
composed of all those who consider themselves Jewish: whether they speak Hebrew or not; whether they
live in Israel or elsewhere; whether they have done their military service in the IDF or not; whether they
go to synagogue regularly or never set foot in it; whether their mother is Jewish or not; whether they
have an Israeli passport or not — all this is secondary if they deeply feel Jewish...

My definition of Jewishness is therefore neither racial'?, nor ethnic, nor linguistic, nor territorial, nor
religious, nor national... It does not correspond to Stalin’s definition, shared by so many nationalists and
leftists on this planet, according to which: “4 nation is a historically constituted, stable community of
people, formed on the basis of a common language, territory, economic life, and psychological make-up
manifested in a common culture'3.”

I personally prefer more flexible definitions such as the definitions proposed by:

— Benedict Anderson !, for whom the nation is an imagined, sovereign and limited political
community. It’s “imagined because even the members of the smallest nation will never all know each
other [...] though each one lives in the image of their communion™;

— or Max Weber : for the famous sociologist, the creation of a nation depends on the existence of
“feelings of community and solidarity”, including the “belief in a common ancestry” and the belief in a
“community of political destiny”, within certain communities which therefore tend to want to reach a
total autonomy and to use violence to form a state.

The notions of people and nation constantly evolve and strongly depend on political and military
struggles whose outcome is never set in stone. The break-up of Yugoslavia into several nation-states, or
of Czechoslovakia into two states, confirms this rule — not to mention Scotland’s or Catalonia’s desire
for independence. No national border is eternal, no national identity is immutable, no people remains the
same for centuries.

As Gérard Noiriel explains in his book Qu’est-ce qu’une nation? (Bayard, 2015) until the 18th
century, there was no clear distinction between the concepts of “nation”, “race” and “people”. The
Enlightenment philosophers and then the French and European revolutionaries of the 19th century tried
to “clarify” these concepts, particularly that of nation, and finally we arrived at the present notion of
nation-state.

“Zionism” was one of these 19'"-century political currents, like the nationalisms of the Third World a
little later. It was a specific (and peculiar) national liberation movement, which was involved in bitter
discussions and then in a political and military struggle for the creation of a Jewish state. Jewish
nationalism took many different forms throughout its history, and its content!® continues to evolve since
the creation of the state of Israel.

Europe, America or Israel, abandoning countries where they had lived for hundreds of years, if not
more.

12 Shlomo Sand has tried to demonstrate that the Jewish people does not exist. To fulfill this aim, he
resorts to a racial or ethnic definition: according to him, the Jews are converts and descendants of other
peoples unrelated to the Hebrews. On the other hand, he applies a racial and biological definition to the
Palestinians to demonstrate their genetic rights to the land from which they were expelled...

13_Stalin, Marxism and the National Question (1913),
https://www.marxists.org/reference/archive/stalin/works/1913/03a.htm

14 Benedict Anderson, Imagined communities (1983, Verso).

15 See Israél, la fabrique de ’identité nationale, by Aver Ben Amos (2010, Biblis poche, 2014). This
book describes how the Jewish (and Israeli) national identity was literally manufactured from the end of
the 19th century onwards. This process did not happen without many inconsistencies and ideological
shifts, according to the ethnic and political composition of the ruling and exploited classes in Israel-
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There is no scientific, indisputable definition of concepts such as nation or people. The meaning of
these terms varies according to periods, contexts, struggles between the peoples themselves and political
and military confrontations between the great powers. “Zionism” imposed the notion of a “Jewish
people” on other nations or states, starting with the Soviet Union, without whose military assistance
Israel would not exist, despite the amnesy of most “anti-Zionists.” (They have also forgotten that the
French Communist Party saluted, inside the National Assembly, the struggle of the Jewish state against
“Arab feudalism and British imperialism'® in 1948.). Today, a Jewish people exists, both within Israel
and outside its state borders, even if one thinks (like I do) that the creation of a Jewish state in Palestine
has had (and will continue to have) catastrophic consequences.

With such a definition of the Jewish people, I can’t obviously share the opinion of the average “anti-
Zionist”: the latter considers that there is neither a Jewish people nor an Israeli people, only a vague
category that is temporarily called “Israelis” — but that Arabs and Palestinians call “yahud” referring to
Judaism and the dhimmi discriminatory status Muslims imposed on them for centuries.

For the majority of “anti-Zionists”, the term “Israelis” has about as much political and historical
depth as the spectators gathered in a stadium during a football match... It’s a temporary category. No
wonder “anti-Zionists” don’t understand Jews who are convinced that they have a thousand-year-old
link with their Jewishness, even if they are atheists or agnostics, or if they disagree with all the policies
of all Israeli governments...

How can we define antisemitism?

Antisemitism is an ideology based on a conscious or unconscious hostility towards “the Jews!”” for
religious, social, national, racial and/or economic reasons.

P.A. Taguieff has identified seven anti-Jewish myths which are essential components of
antisemitism!8:

1. the “hatred of mankind’, therefore the refusal to mix with others, and the desire to build a
community apart;

2. the “ritual murder and cannibalism”, “involving group cruelty or a disposition to murder non-
Jews”;

3. the deicide;

4. the “condemnation to perpetual wandering”, hence the myth of the “wandering Jew”, the
“accusations of nomadism and cosmopolitanism’;

5. the “financial perfidy, usury and speculation” from which derive notions such as “parasitism” or
the propensity to exploit others;

6. “the tendency to conspire, to foment plots motivated by the will to dominate” the world;

Palestine. (Let’s recall here that the state of Israel considers that the Jewish people includes several
ethnicities.) Such a process of artificial nation-building is common to all nations and nation-states, even
if “anti-Zionists” think that it’s a particularly monstrous and illegitimate Israeli specificity. See, on this
subject, La création des identités nationales en Europe by Anne-Marie Thiesse, Seuil, 1998.

16 See the 8th of my articles «L’Histoire des Juifs de France en question(s) — VIIIL. De la seconde
guerre mondiale a la premiére vague internationale d’antisémitisme : 1945-1960»,
https://npnf.eu/spip.php?article1133 .

17 In French, the word “Juifs” (with a capital letter) refers to members of the Jewish people or peoples
(if you consider there has been several Jewish peoples), and even to those who feel strong cultural
affinities with Jewish cultures; and the word “juifs” (with a lower case) refers to practitioners of Judaism
(including converts). The two terms are far from overlapping, the latter being more restrictive than the
former.

18 See Une France antijuive? CNRS Editions, 2015.
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7. “the idea of racial superiority”.

Whether a person is truly “Jewish” (by his/her religion, culture or personal sensibility) does not
matter at all to the antisemites; what matters is to attribute imaginary negative characteristics, and
sometimes even positive qualities, but to ultimately discriminate against and exclude the Jews from
society. It may seem surprising to talk about the “positive qualities” of the Jews underlined by
antisemites, but Wilhelm Marr (1819-1904), the inventor of the word, admired the Jews who were,
according to him, intelligent enough to... dominate the world! And the same could be said about the
Japanese emperor’s admiration for the Jews in the 1930s which he combined with antisemitism.

So let us beware of “philosemites” who sometimes hide an unconscious (or overt) antisemitism.

To this very general definition of antisemitism, I will add that “anti-Zionism” (understood as a radical
hostility to the very existence of the state of Israel) can sometimes lead to antisemitic conclusions:

— when Jews are accused of exaggerating the importance of the Judeocide;

— when some people (starting with the “anti-Zionists”) want to deprive the Jews of their right to self-
determination, a right they recognise to all other peoples;

— when old secular clichés hostile to the Jewish religion or classic antisemitic clichés (racial clichés,
i.e. in the Nazi style, to simplify) are used to characterise Israel or the Israelis;

— when Israeli governments’ policies are systematically compared to those of the Nazis or when
certain Zionist leaders are accused of having been accomplices of the Nazis without providing the
slightest explanation of the context of the Haavara agreements in 1933, for example. Pierre Stambul (of
the UJFP, close to JVP) knows that this type of argument is used by Holocaust deniers but nevertheless
persists in repeating absurdities : “We know that the instrumentalisation of the Nazi genocide by the
Zionists is a swindle. Zionists played only a very small role in the Jewish resistance to Nazism. Some of
their leaders were heavily involved with Nazism'®”;

— when Jews are denounced as a “fifth column”, a “lobby” composed of “cosmopolitan” individuals
only loyal to Israel or Zionism, etc.

One can be sure that an “anti-Zionist” speech is antisemitic?® when it combines all these five criteria
at once... When it includes only one, we must try to discover the ulterior motives of those who make
such statements and analyse their context...

19 http://www.ujfp.org/spip.php?article3146. About the Jewish participation to the French Resistance
see my article ( https:/npnf.eu/spip.php?article1060 ) but there are multiple sources debunking
Stambul’s assertions.

20 On the possible and not automatic connection between anti-Zionism and antisemitism, the
definition of historian Todd Engelman may also be useful. According to him, anti-Zionists hold
antisemitic views

“1. When they question the legitimacy of the Jewish state, but never the legitimacy of any other state;

2. When they challenge the legitimacy of Jewish or Israeli nationalism, but never that of other
nationalisms, in the Middle East or elsewhere.

3. When they demonise the Jewish state, turning the Arab-Israeli conflict into a moral issue, a
problem that the Jews, and only the Jews, created and for which the Jews, and only the Jews, are
responsible.

4. When they express an obsessive, exclusive and disproportionate concern for the wrongdoings of
the Israelis and the suffering of the Palestinians — to the point that this conflict between two small
peoples is transformed into a cosmic, Manichean, struggle between the forces of Good and Evil.” (this
quotation has been retranslated from the French to the English so it’s not the original version)

Engelman’s term “wrongdoings” is both inadequate and obscene when it comes to describing
Israelian army’s war crimes.




Since 2002, the journal Ni patrie ni frontieres has published about 15 articles in a series entitled
“Limites de ’antisionisme”, which provide concrete examples of such antisemitic “slips™?!.

One reader expressed outrage because I wrote that “anti-Zionism” can sometimes lead to antisemitic
conclusions”. However, antisemitic tropes can be found in all sorts of “anti-Zionist” writings, in texts
written by Marxist or anarchist Jews (from Bernard Lazare to Norman Finkelstein via Abraham Léon)
and in declarations made by leftwing or rightwing Zionist Jews. Therefore, we must make a difference
between:

— those who hold fundamentally antisemitic speeches, are militant antisemites, and therefore are
clearly our adversaries;

— and those who use antisemitic clichés when they criticize Zionism.

These clichés can be found:

* in Jewish literature: for example, in the novel David Golder written by Irene Nemirovsky's. (Some
French scholars claim that, in order to gain acceptance in the French literary circles, this Jewish author
had to use anti-Jewish clichés, but they don’t realize this unveils the prevalence of antisemitism in
France before World War II !)

* in Victor Klemperer's Diary. Although Klemperer converted to Protestantism in 1903, when he was
22 years old, his diary is often quoted by “anti-Zionist” leftists. They conceal his reactionary views
about Hitler, the fact that he sympathized with Hitler’s “conservative” views before 1933 (except with
his antisemitism) and hide the fact he was a Protestant and not a Jew;

* and also in declarations made by leftwing or rightwing Zionists. (Tom Seguev's The Seventh
Million presents appaling statements by Ben Gurion and Jabotinsky. Both express their quasi-racial
contempt for the mentality and behaviour of the “ghetto Jews” in Europe?2.

Anti-Zionists who sincerely intend to fight antisemitism cannot be lumped together with
militant antisemites.

Analysing current “anti-Zionism” and its “slippages” and limits is of little interest if one does not

first try to analyse what certain Marxist and anarchist theorists wrote about the so-called “Jewish
£ 1237
question~".

21 See for example (in French) :_https:/npnf.eu/spip.php?article324 ,
https://npnf.eu/spip.php?article322 , https://npnf.eu/spip.php?article321 .

22 For a detailed summary of this question, see: “Le débat historiographique en Israél autour de la
Shoah : le cas du leadership juif ” by Raya Cohen http://www.ihtp.cnrs.ft/spip.php%3Frubrique95&lang
=en.html) .

23 As explained by Danny Trom (La promesse et ['obstacle. La gauche radicale et le probléme juif,
Editions du Cerf, 2007), leftists who talk of a “Jewish question” actualy are thinking that the Jews are
causing a “problem”, not introducing a “question”.




2) Antisemitic analysis
in Marx, Proudhon and Bakunin’s writings

The following quotations are intended to show that revolutionary thinkers of the nineteenth and
twentieth centuries (whether anarchists or Marxists) have had difficulty in analysing the Jewish religion
and the place of the Jewish people in history. It’s therefore not surprising that the question of left
antisemitism regularly comes up, or more precisely, that it’s regularly swept under the carpet, as it
would force Marxists and anarchists to question some of the writings of their founding fathers and,
above all, to recognise the limits of their thinking.

* PROUDHON

— “The Jew is by temperament anti-producer, neither farmer nor industrialist, not even a real trader.
He is always a fraudulent and parasitic middleman, who operates, in business as in philosophy, by
fabrication, counterfeiting, and shady dealing. He knows only the rise and fall, the risks of transport, the
uncertainties of the harvest, the hazards of supply and demand. His policy in economics is all negative,
it’s the wrong principle. Satan, Ahriman, incarnated in the race of Shem.” (Caesarism and Christianity,
1860).

In Proudhon’s Notebooks, on December 26, 1847, we find this exterminationist passage: “Write an
article against this race that poisons everything by sticking its nose into everything without ever mixing
with any other people. Demand its expulsion from France, except for those married to French women.
Abolish synagogues and not admit them to any employment. Demand its expulsion Finally, pursue the
abolition of this religion. It’s not without cause that the Christians called them deicides. The Jew is the
enemy of humankind. They must be sent back to Asia or be exterminated. H. Heine, A. Weill, and others
are nothing but secret spies; Rothschild, Crémieux, Marx, Fould, wicked, bilious, envious, bitter, etc.
etc. beings who hate us. The Jew must disappear by steel or by fusion or by expulsion. Tolerate the
elderly who no longer have children. Work to be done — What the peoples of the Middle Ages hated
instinctively I hate upon reflection and irrevocably. The hatred of the Jew like the hatred of the English
should be our first article of political faith. Moreover, the abolition of Judaism will come with the
abolition of other religions. Begin by not allocating funds to the clergy and leaving this to religious
offerings. — And then, a short while later, abolish the religion.”

* MARX

“What is the secular basis of Judaism? Practical need, self-interest. What is the worldly religion of
the Jew? Huckstering. What is his worldly God ? Money.. [...] An organization of society which would
abolish the preconditions for huckstering, and therefore the possibility of huckstering, would make the
Jew impossible. [...] We recognize in Judaism, therefore, a general anti-social element of the present
time, an element which through historical development — to which in this harmful respect the Jews have
zealously contributed — has been brought to its present high level, at which it must necessarily begin to
disintegrate. [...]. The Jew has emancipated himself in a Jewish manner, not only because he has
acquired financial power, but also because, through him and also apart from him, money has become a
world power and the practical Jewish spirit has become the practical spirit of the Christian nations. The
Jews have emancipated themselves insofar as the Christians have become Jews. [...] Money is the
Jjealous god of Israel, in face of which no other god may exist. Money degrades all the gods of man — and
turns them into commodities. (...) Judaism reaches its highest point with the perfection of civil society
[...] Christianity is the sublime thought of Judaism, Judaism is the common practical application of
Christianity [...]. Since in civil society the real nature of the Jew has been universally realized and
secularized, civil society could not convince the Jew of the unreality of his religious nature, which is

indeed only the ideal aspect of practical need.”, The Jewish Question, 1844.
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I will not quote Marx’s private correspondence, which abounds in such remarks as: “the little Jew”,
“the Yid”, “the Stock Exchange Jew”, “the Siiss Jew of Egypt”, “that negro Jew Lassalle”, etc.

* BAKUNIN

“The Jews today form a real power in Germany. For a long time now, they have been sovereign
masters in the banking business. But in the last thirty years or so, they have also succeeded in a kind of
monopoly in literature — there is hardly a newspaper in Germany that does not have its own Jewish
editor, and journalism and banking join hands, rendering each other valuable services.

It’s a very interesting race, the race of the Jews! a forced emigration. And it was during this
emigration that the cult of Jerusalem, the symbol of national unity, was formed and deepened in the
hearts of the Jews. Nothing so unites as misfortune.

Dispersed and scattered throughout Asia, enslaved, despised, oppressed, but always intelligent, they
formed more than ever a nation: the international nation of Asia and part of Africa. Torn from the land
Jehovah had given them and no longer able to devote themselves to agriculture, they must seek another
outlet for their passionate restless activity. This outlet could be none other than trade; and the Jews
became the trading people par excellence**. In all countries they found their countrymen, victims like
themselves of foreign oppression, despised, persecuted like themselves, and like themselves animated by
a natural and deep-seated hatred against the conquering nations. This explains how in the long run
there must have been formed among all the Jewish tribes scattered over Asia and Africa, among the
Jews of all, a vast trading association, of mutual help and assistance, and of joint exploitation of all
foreign nations; a people of parasites living on the sweat and blood of their conquerors.” Michel
Bakunin, “Letter to Comrades of the Jura Federation”, 1872.

Confronted with these socalled “slippages”, what is the reaction of their Marxist and anarchist
disciples ? They unfold very dodgy arguments. Let’s review some of them:

— If we remove the antisemitic quotations from the work of these three essential thinkers, or other
important ones, there remains a substantial theoretical edifice, so there is no automatic link between
antisemitism and anti-capitalism?. Or the Trotskyite variant of the same song: one can certainly find
antisemitic reflections in Marx’s correspondence, but they can also be spoted in the writings of the
Dreyfusard sociologist Durkheim, or of Jewish philosophers like Hannah Arendt and Isaiah Berlin, so
le’ts talk about something more important 26;

24 This legend has informed the view of the Left for more than a century. Hopefully some recent
studies have started to demolish this myth. See, for example, Julie Mell, The Myth of the Medieval
Jewish Moneylender (Palgrave, 2 volumes, 2018), and her interview on :
https://moneyontheleft.org/2019/02/15/myth-of-the-medieval-jewish-moneylender-with-julie-mell/ .

25 This type of justification can be applied within the same book; for example, some Marxists explain
that, while antisemitic stereotypes abound in the second part of Marx’s The Jewish Question, the first
part of this book can’t be criticized since Marx defends the equality of Jewish citizens with all other
citizens and the abolition of all discrimination against them. The problem with that argument is that
Jewish legal inequality has been banned at least since World War II, while Marx’s antisemitic
stereotypes are still quite influential today in society and in the Left.

26 This reasoning and many other twisted arguments can be found in the edition of On the Jewish
Question published by the leftwing “anti-Zionist” publisher La Fabrique. Daniel Bensaid, a neo-
Trotskyist intellectual and political leader, wrote an apologetic preface and afterword for this new
edition.




— They had Jewish friends?” (?!) therefore they were not antisemitic (note that this is the typical
excuse of racists);

— Many anarchists and Marxists were, or are, Jewish (?!), thefore Marxist and anarchist ideas have
no connection with antisemitism,;

— Marx made antisemitic remarks during all his life in his correspondence?®, but Bakunin did that
only when Marx attacked him unfairly? (1?);

— Marx, Proudhon and Bakunin were certainly very hostile to the Jewish religion, to the ideological
content of this religion, but they did not hate Jews as individuals, or as a people;

— in any case, Proudhon’s most nefarious writings in his Notebooks were not made public until after
his death, therefore they had no influence on the anarchist movement (an inaccurate statement, since
Caesarism and Christianity was published during his lifetime);

— the fact of denouncing the “elective affinity” between Jews and money was in the 19th century a
“literary banality” (according to the Marxist Roman Rosdolsky quoted by the neo-Trotskyist Daniel
Bensaid)!

— It’s anachronistic to speak of antisemitism for writings that were published before the invention of
the word itself: the antisemites of the 1870s, even atheists like Marr, drew liberally on Christian
stereotypes that had appeared a long time before the word antisemitism was invented. Moreover, Jew-
hatred had already had a social content for centuries;

— Even if some formulations are “unfortunate”, when Marx, Proudhon or Bakunin wrote them,
Marxism and anarchism were not yet fully mature, the anarchist and Marxist movements were in their
infancy, etc.;

— Judeocide had not yet taken place when these texts were published, so calling for the
“disappearance” of the Jews did not have at all the same meaning in the 19th century as it does today.

27 “Like Marx and Engels belittling the Hungarians and Slavs, Bakunin divided peoples by sharing
cultural prejudices about supposed revolutionary instincts. The blindness pushed Bakunin into a vulgar
antisemitism which reduced Marxists to a predominantly German and Jewish conglomerate.
Nevertheless, Bakunin had Russian Jewish relatives.” (Note from the Pierre Besnard Foundation for
Bakunin’s “The principle of authority and its effects”)....

28 “Bakunin’s antisemitism is a late phenomenon, its causes can be explained if not excused, and it
was condemned by his entourage. On the other hand, in Marx writings it’s a permanent phenomenon
[...].” (Note by René Berthier in Bakounine avant ’anarchiste. 1836-1842)

2 “Bakunin’s antisemitic deviations will be the subject of a special study. Until 1868-1869 they are
absent from his work. It will therefore be necessary to determine the circumstances that led to the
appearance of antisemitic statements. Bakunin’s antisemitism is directly linked to the slander campaigns
he was subjected to after the Basel Congress of the AIT in 1869 [...]. Bakunin’s antisemitic argument
was totally unoriginal but remained coherent with his cultural and linguistic explanation of the
characteristics of each people: the oppression suffered by the Jews shaped their history and their
collective behaviour. The Jews constituted a ‘‘formidable power”, said Bakunin: the usual argument of
antisemitism. [...]” Note by René Berthier included in Bakounine avant ’anarchiste 1836-1842. Berthier
made a similar remark in another note of the same text: “Bakunin’s antisemitic remarks will appear
much later and will be linked to the calumnies of Marx and his entourage, specially of Moses Hess,
calumnies that Bakunin will attribute to the “German Jews”.” (http://1libertaire.free.fr/RBerthier
40.html). Although I dont share the author’s views, English readers will certainly find a more critical
anarchist assessment of Bakunin’s antisemitism in this article :
(https://theanarchistlibrary.org/library/zoe-baker-bakunin-was-a-racist ).
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You can assess yourselves the validity —or, for me, the abysmal vacuity — of these objections
presented at the end of the 20th century, when we have sufficient historical hindsight to understand the
lethal scope of certain arguments.

What interests me, and what is important to reflect on, is whether one can still read the same kind of
anti-Jewish statements in the articles, or in the speeches, of far left or anarchist militants today. If the
answer is yes, then we will not have a nice academic discussion about the exact meaning of texts written
150 years ago! We have to question a recurrent predisposition among left, far left or anarchist activists
to take the Jews as scapegoats for their personal, social and political frustrations. Indeed, if I reread the
arguments I have just quoted in defence of the founding fathers of Marxism and anarchism, today, in the
21% century, these militants think that:

— having Jewish friends or comrades vaccinates against antisemitism;

— being Jewish prevents having any active (or passive) complicity with antisemitism;

— private antisemitic speech is less serious than public speech;

— they are less antisemitic than the activists of the other organisations and therefore less
objectionable;

— criticizing Jewish religion gives the right to make any racist statement against the Jews;

— antisemitism is only a temporary, ephemeral, phenomenon, in an individual’s life, or only the
product of an overreaction to an injustice suffered.

All these “excuses” and “reasonings” are common today when militants are confronted with
antisemitic behaviours or writings by other far left or libertarian activists.

On the other hand, in the same radical circles, similar arguments are never put forward publicly to
explain/excuse homophobic, “transphobic”, sexist or anti-Muslim attitudes or writings... Today it’s not
the subtle analyses of Elisée Reclus®?, the most intelligent positions of Marx, Proudhon and Bakunin that
influence Marxist and anarchist militants when they look at the socalled “Jewish question” and a fortiori
at Zionism, but the reactionary prejudices of their founding fathers...

Is this not a sad example of double standards within the left circles ?

30 On this subject, see Philippe Pelletier’s Géographie et Anarchie, Editions libertaires, 2013,
especially pages 407-436.
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3) Antisemitism ON the left (according to Michel Dreyfus)
and antisemitism OF the left (according to P.A. Taguieff):
useful tips but very inadequate explanations

I would now like to briefly deal with the writings of two intellectuals who have analysed left
antisemitism : either “on the left” (Michel Dreyfus) or “of the left” (Pierre-André Taguieft).

Laudable in its initial intentions, Michel Dreyfus’ approach leads nevertheless to very disappointing
concrete results: he cites an impressive number of antisemitic statements made by Marxist and anarchist
thinkers since the 19th century and provides us with a very useful compilation of quotations;
nevertheless, his interpretation is highly questionable. He mainly centers his analysis on the individual
psychology of the great names of socialism, “communism” and anarchism. In the end, he whitewashes
the nefarious reflections and actions (or apathy) of the social democrats and Stalinists when faced with
antisemitism. And he takes as scapegoats and accuses a few anarchist, revolutionary-syndicalist or ultra-
left groups or personalities who played no significant role in the history of the workers’ movement.
Above all, he refuses to study the theoretical causes of antisemitism inside the left and the far left.

To illustrate my criticism of Michel Dreyfus’ book, I will quote several articles written by Jean Jaures
before the Dreyfus Affair, since this socialist intellectual is always presented as THE courageous left
leader in the face of the wave of antisemitism that swept France at the end of the 19th century and
beginning of the 20" century.

Let’s not forget Captain Dreyfus was convicted in 1894 but that his conviction only began to arouse
the indignation of the left after 1898 (four years later) and the publication of Zola’s “J’accuse” (in
January 1898).

Here are some quotes from Jaurés. Of course, he also had some “Jewish friends” (the argument is
unavoidable) and publicly mocked the (very popular) antisemitic polemist Edouard Drumont, but he
also had a friendly relationship with the militant antisemitic writer Maurice Barrés?! :

— “Jews vote as a block, and they vote for the opportunist’’ candidates firstly because opportunism
has developed the power of finance and is thus, if one may say so, the political form of the Jewish spirit;
secondly because it’s the opportunist current that, for fifteen years, has been the master of the Republic,
the Algerian Jews can thus receive [from this political tendency] innumerable governmental and
administrative favours. “ (Jean Jaurés, political editorial in La Dépéche, journal de la démocratie, 1
May 1895, n° 9751, “La question juive en Algérie”).

— “In the towns, what exasperates the bulk of the French population against the Jews is that, by
usury, by indefatigable commercial activity and by the abuse of political influence, they gradually
monopolise wealth, trade, lucrative jobs, administrative functions and public power” (Idem).

— “These [the Jews], it’s true, were powerful before the French conquest [of Algerial; creditors are
still powerful, and they [the Jews] have chosen the role of creditors in this world; but they did not
display their power and it met with certain barriers. Today, [their power] asserts itself almost insolently,
and is served by the political power that once suppressed it” (Idem).

— “We know very well that the Jewish race, concentrated, passionate, subtle, always devoured by a
kind of fever of acquiring gain when it’s not by the fever of prophetism, we know very well that it

31 Part of these quotations are taken from Gilles Candar, “Jaurés et I’antisémitisme”,
https://www.jaures.info/dossiers/dossiers.php?val=23 jaures+lantisemitisme

32 “Opportunist” was a derogatory term used to label some very moderate Republicans. Jaurés started
his career in 1885, not as a socialist MP, but as a member of the Republican “opportunist” parliamentary
group. He became an “independent socialist” MP in 1892 and participated to the foundation of the
French Socialist Party in 1902.
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handles with particular skill the capitalist mechanism, a mechanism of rapine, lies, corruption and
extortion.” (Jean Jaures, in a speech in London, June 1898). But he added in the same discourse.: “But
we say: it’s not the race that we must destroy, it’s the mechanism it uses, and which the Christian
exploiters use [...] because in the end, in Jewry as in Christianity, there are the great ones and the small
ones.”

These few quotes alone should have led Michel Dreyfus to go much further in his criticism of what
he calls antisemitism on the left and which is in fact an antisemitism of the left.

What about Pierre-André Taguieff analyses?

This sociologist and political scientist began his career by underlining the evolution of racist
ideologies, notably by highlighting the evolution of fascist “thought” under the impetus of the New
Right. He highlighted (notably in La Force du préjugeé, La découverte, 1988) the shift from a pseudo-
scientific, biologising racism to a cultural, differentialist racism. Unfortunately, he began soon to hate
and slander the left, the far left and all those who criticised the state of Israel. This irrational bias has
affected and still affects his research, since he multiplies polemical remarks in his books to the point that
it has become difficult to distinguish between the polemical content of his pamphlets and his theoretical
reflections, which are sometimes valuable.

It should also be noted that Taguieff constantly quotes an American-Israeli website, MEMRI, the
Middle East Research Institute. This website translates texts and videos originally in Arabic, Urdu,
Farsi, etc. This website and the association that finances it are run by a former senior FBI official, Oliver
Revell. Revell does not hide the fact that he created his organisation in agreement with the Israeli secret
services®? and his website openly announces its colours®*. Therefore, there is not the slightest “Zionist
plot” to be denounced here since it’s an official propaganda and psychological warfare agency. But a
serious researcher should be sceptical about the information disseminated by such an association, if it’s
not corroborated by other reliable sources.

However, the vilest antisemitic quotes that Taguieff uses to explain that the Muslim world is plagued
by antisemitism come all from the MEMRI website. He takes at face value a website run by individuals
who are on the right, or worse on the far right, of the Likud! This is not really a very wise or trustworthy
“scientific” choice...

Apart from Taguieff’s use of very biased, if not suspectful sources, his reasoning itself poses a more
serious problem.

Taguieff lends evil and conspiratorial intentions to all anarchists, Trotskyists, militants of the no
global movement, and leftists. Such a bias prevents him from truly understanding left antisemitism. For
him, all anarchists, far-left activists and militants of the no global movement

— hate democracy and defend totalitarian utopias that they want to impose on humanity by force;

— hate the West and all its intellectual achievements, whatever they may be;

— are ready to ally themselves with Hamas;

— share the “culture of excuses” (they supposedly look kindly on delinquents, criminals and terrorists)
as do “sociologists, journalists, teachers, social workers, magistrates committed to the far left” (one
wonders, in this case, why the prison population is constantly increasing in France !!!),

33 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Q61R3cDhLNQ In this interview Oliver “Buck” Revell
explains how, after meeting with Israeli intelligence officials and Netanyahu, he came up with the idea
of creating his company and website.

34 “The MEMRI Board of Advisors and Board of Directors include distinguished figures from
government, media, law and academia from around the world. Among them are former Prime Ministers,
attorneys-generals, Justice ministers, legal and counterterrorism experts”, etc. What a bunch of nice
bro’s, even if one unsophisticated French imam and two academics have joined them !
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— want to undermine the French nation, like all European nations, which is why Israeli nationalism is
their enemy.

This last argument, which recurs repeatedly in his books, is absurd: leftists and militants of the no
global movement support most of the left nationalist movements or regimes on this planet. They are
not at all anti-nationalists on principle, even in France, since they claim to continue the tradition of the
Stalinist-Gaullist Resistance and take General de Gaulle, President Jacques Chirac and Prime Minister
Dominique de Villepin as role models for their position about Palestine,...

This stupid argument is hammered in all the writings of right-wing, pro-American, or pro-Israeli
academics and in countless articles written by journalists and opinion leaders who are hostile to any
change in the social order. For these watchdogs of capitalism, a Trotskyite or an anarchist is necessarily
a supporter of totalitarianism and belongs to a fifth column that wants to undermine the nation?>.

Taguieff’s crude ideological bias has taken him far away from his initial left anti-racist Republican
positions. His arguments are very similar to the criticisms of far right and the right to the far left or to
anarchists...

These ideological bridges between a self-proclaimed left academic and certain political currents can
help us to understand some of the commonalities that emerge between these “counter-revolutionary”
currents, in the precise sense of this term. At least three important points of convergence can be
identified:

— the unconditional defence of all states in general —and of all Israeli government policies in
particular;

— an open hostility towards foreign immigrant workers and their French descendants disguised under
a religious pretext (hostility to Islam) or false statistics about criminality;

— a permanent hostility towards immigration, which, according to rightewingers and left republican
xenophobes altogether undermines the very foundations of nations (Taguieff dares to write that “a youth
with immigrant background can therefore grant himself a special right to insult and aggression, but also
to riot, insurrection, vandalism and delinquency’®. The same Taguieff wrote a book entitled Précheurs
de haine — Preachers of hate !!!

After having clarified why I do not share either the analyses or presuppositions of Dreyfus and
Taguieft, for different reasons, I will try to explain what political functions left antisemitism plays. It is
important to understand how and why it can bring satisfaction and symbolic “emotional rewards” to the
activists who propagate it.

35 Cf. Shmuel Trigano, “Le poids de I’idéologie ambiante” (in Qu 'est-ce qu 'un acte antisémite?,
Pardes, 2014): the “main purpose” of postmodernism “is the deconstruction of the Western subject of
which the nation is the most significant form”. For Trigano, Israel has become both “the strongest and
most advanced expression” of the nation and “the most diabolical” because it’s “located in the heart of
the Arab world, outside the Western lands”. In the same book, Bat Yeor, the “theoretician” of Eurabia (a
sort of “Great Replacement”, as fantasised by the French fascist novelist Renaud Camus) pushes this
type of delirious “reasoning” even further by explaining that the European Community and then the
European Union have favoured “open-door immigration” (?!) and the “destruction of the nation-state, of
its safeguards and democratic institutions”.

36 Une France antijuive ? CNRS Editions, 20135.
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4) Political functions of left antisemitism

The difficulty and originality of left antisemitism, especially since 1945, is that it does not assume to
be antisemitic at all, quite the contrary. It presents itself as anti-racist and as the best defender of human
rights®’. The philosopher Vladimir Jankélévitch said it already in 1957, in a provocative form: “Anti-
Zionism is an incredible godsend, because it gives us permission — and even the right, and even the duty
— to be antisemitic in the name of democracy. [...] And if the Jews were themselves to be considered as
Nazis it would be even better’®.”

Today a left antisemite can easily present himself or herself exactly like a partisan of the BDS
movement would do, that is as “anti-racist, ethical and civic movement, which campaigns for the respect
of international law and human rights”. Although he (or she) would have difficulty to use BDS political
blackmail which functions as follows: “Either you are anti-racist and against Israel, or you are a racist,
coloniser, pro-American, etc.”

Since the Judeocide, a sympathizer of the left, of the far left or an anarchist can’t make openly
antisemitic statements without having some problems.

Righwing militants and intellectuals pretend this situation is due to:

— the “dictatorship of political correctness”,

— “liberticidal laws” that prevent historians from working serenely on the Judeocide,

— “memory laws” that stifle the freedom of expression.

Leftwing militants and intellectuals pretend this situation is due to

—a mythical “Holocaust industry” or “Holocaust religion”,

— or/and the manipulation of opinion by so-called “Zionist agencies”...

Sometimes one can even find a mixture of these arguments in far left circles, which should pose a
problem for those who claim to be revolutionary, anti-capitalist, anti-imperialist, etc.

Why are we facing such a situation ? After the murder of six million Jews in the name of an anti-
Jewish exterminationist ideology, one can no longer deny that racist speeches and acts against the Jews
have led to a genocide carried out with all the technical means of industrial capitalism... So those who
propagate antisemitic clichés must find new arguments to defend themselves against the accusation of
antisemitism.

I will know try to describe the conscious, unconscious or semi-conscious mechanisms that can
explain left antisemitism, keeping in mind that I deal here with the antisemitism OF the left.

These mechanisms depend on four different factors:

1) the black holes, the flaws, in the theoretical critique of capitalism, as well as in the Marxist and
anarchist analysis of religions and national issues;

37 This idea has been explained in detail in P.A. Taguieff’s latest book: Une France antijuive?
Regards sur la nouvelle configuration judéophobe, CNRS Editions, 2015 but also by many other Anglo-
Saxon authors for several years. See for example the websites http://fathomjournal.org/ or
https://engageonline.wordpress.com/ in English.

The recent electoral campaign for the European Parliament in 2024 has perfectly illustrated this trend
with the interventions of the Franco-Palestinian candidate, Rima Hassan. She presented herself to the
media as a “specialist of refugee problems and international law” and used her professional status to
denounce “apartheid in Israél” and “genocide in Palestine”.

38 https://citibile.wordpress.com/2007/07/31/vladimir-yankelevitch-limpresctibptible/
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2) the adoption of a mixture of multiculturalism, critical race theory and postcolonial/decolonial
ideology by the left and part of the anarchist movement;

3) “the pleasures of antisemitism”™ (an hypothesis put forward by Eve Garrard in at least 2 articles’®).

4) the ways in which antisemitism can strengthen the class and national identity of proletarians.

A) SERIOUS THEORETICAL WEAKNESSES IN THE CRITIQUE OF CAPITALISM AND
THE ANALYSIS OF RELIGIONS AND NATIONAL ISSUES

These weaknesses have allowed and still allow for imperceptible, often unconscious, shifts from anti-
capitalism, or from the critique of religions to antisemitism.

a) The left and the anarchists systematically target Jewish bourgeois or capitalists : the
Rothschilds ; Laurent Fabius, former (socialist) Prime Minister, Minister of Economy and Minister of
Foreign Affaires ; Dominique Strauss-Kahn, former (socialist) Minister for Economy, former managing
director of the IMF; Pierre Moscovici®’, former (socialist) Minister for Finances and Economy, and
former Minister for European Affairs) ; but also French Jewish reactionary or anti-Marxist ideologues :
Bernard Henry-Lévy, Alain Finkielkraut, André Glucksmann, Jacques Attali, etc._The French left and
the international left*! believe that these systematic, truly obsessive attacks against Jewish individuals
can feed an efficient critique of the capitalist system without at the same time triggering the conscious
(or unconscious) sources of antisemitism*2.

Such an attitude reflects an inability to explain and denounce capitalist social relations without
resorting to an outrageous personalisation of the class enemy. This problem concerns all the
outrageous, and even paranoid, personal denunciations of exploiters, whatever their national or
religious origins. More prosaically, this attitude is also the result of the intellectual laziness of the
militants and their leaders, or the thinkers they use as references.

b) The left and the anarchists systematically target bankers, speculators*’ or financiers, Jewish
or not. Current activists are not careful at all when they choose their targets.

39 In 2013 (https:/fathomjournal.org/the-pleasures-of-antisemitism/ ) and in 2024
(https://fathomjournal.org/eat-their-skulls-the-pleasures-of-antisemitism-updated-after-7-
october/?highlight=Eve%?20Garrard ).

%0 Denounced by Mélenchon (the leader of the social-nationalist movement “La France insoumise”
who got 22% of the votes during the 2022 Presidential elections) as “someone who no longer thinks in
French [...] who thinks in the language of international finance”.

*!' In the Anglo-Saxon world, for example, the names quoted are obviously different, but the
antisemitic effect is the same.

42 A recent altercation in the corridors of the French National Assembly between a far right Jewish MP
(Meyer Habib) and an MP of the social-nationalist “La France Insoumise” (David Guiraud) has led the
latter to call the former “a pig”, and to declare that Habib “is an embarrassment for France”. Guiraud
has confessed he was politically “awaken” about the Israeli-Palestinian conflict by the videos of Soral
and Dieudonné (https://www.liberation.fr/politique/daniel-et-david-guiraud-politiques-de-pere-en-
schismes-20231215 37DWILIF2ZDJ5P6FCFRR3YEXF4/?redirected=1 ), two antisemitic agitators, so
he probably does not even know what antisemitism is...

431In 2011, I wrote an email to a cadre of the Socialist Party and former Trotskyist (Gérard Filoche,
http://www.gerard-filoche.fr/ ) about his rant against Madoff as a symbol of financial capitalism. To mu
surprise, he answered me but unsurprisingly he did not see what was wrong in his analysis! The same
person, often invited by the media, re-posted on Twitter an antisemitic photomontage propagated by the
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This systematic targeting of “finance”, financial markets and stock market also reveals a very partial,
limited, understanding of what the capitalist system really is. It’s quite easy, but dangerous, to reduce the
harmfulness of capitalism to the greed of a few individuals or of the shareholders, or of the “financial
markets” alone. This attitude inevitably leads to an artificial opposition between an “unproductive”,
“parasitic” financial capitalism, on one side; and, on the other side, a “productive”, “national”, industrial
capitalism. Such an ideology is widespread in the no global movement (it’s even central in the no global

ideology), in the trade unions and on the far left and the anarchist movement**.

¢) Marxists and anarchists are unable to efficiently analyse national, religious and ethnic
issues.

The anarchist and Marxist theoreticians did not develop a sophisticated analysis of Judaism; they did
not care about the complex social composition of Jewish communities throughout history and often still
propagate antisemitic tropes about money-lending Jews in the Middle Ages; they did not study
thoroughly neither the positions of the Bund on national and cultural autonomy, nor the analysis of the
different tendencies inside “Zionism”. They did not participate in a productive manner to the debates
which took place within the Jewish intelligentsia and the Jewish workers’ movement during the 19 and
20" centuries. And most of them denied the existence of a Jewish national question.

Until the Russian Revolution of 1917 and even the Spanish Revolution of 1936, European and
American Marxists and anarchists were primarily concerned with making socialist revolution in the
major imperialist countries; they considered the questions posed by national minorities to be secondary
to the suppression of capitalism, which they believed was on the verge of collapsing. However, in
Central Europe, these questions were essential and, with the creation of the USSR, they became even
more important. In such a framework, antisemitism and Zionism (as a response to FEuropean
antisemitism but also as a broader nationalist project) have appeared as secondary issues, even if we can
find some premonitory texts in the 1930s by Leon Trotsky or Emma Goldman®°.

But since the birth of the state of Israel, the reflection on these questions has not advanced at all in
anarchist and Marxist circles; on the contrary, it has rather receded. For example, organisations like the
Organisation communiste libertaire (OCL, libertarian communist), the NPA (neo-Trotskyist), the UJFP
(rough equivalent of JVP) and other “left anti-Zionists” claim the Bund’s heritage. They ignore (or
don’t’ understand) the theoretical and political positions of this Jewish workers’ organisation established
in Russia and Poland and whose membership before the Russian revolution exceeded that of the

far right in 2017... and had to publicly admit he made a “big mistake” ! Filoche is not a teenager
discovering politics but a man in his 70s who has been active in the Trotskyist left and then inside
French social democracy for more than 50 years.

4 This tradition goes back a long way. The historian Pierre Nora notes that [...] Guy Moquet [a
French CP militant], who was shot in 1941 in Chdteaubriant [with 26 other members of the Resistance],
was carrying, at the time of his arrest, leaflets explaining that de Gaulle was the fruit of the “Judaizing
City of London™” (Le un, n° 58, 27 May 2015).

45 See the French anthology Question juive et antisémitisme. Sionisme et antisionisme, Editions Ni
patrie ni frontieres, 2008 (https://npnf.eu/spip.php?article32 ). Goldman in English :
https://www.marxists.org/reference/archive/goldman/works/1938/on-zionism.html and for more details
from an anarchist point of view https://anarchiststudies.noblogs.org/emma-goldman-and-reginald-
reynolds-on-palestine-some-notes-on-anti-semitism-and-zionism-before-world-war-two/ . Trotsky in
English : https://www.marxists.org/archive/trotsky/1940/xx/jewish.htm and more details here from Alan
Johnson’s point of view : https://fathomjournal.org/the-fathom-long-read-leon-trotskys-long-war-
against-antisemitism/ .

17



Bolshevik Party! Indeed, the Bund was hostile to the creation of a Jewish state in Palestine and to
Zionism, but it was above all a fierce supporter of a “national and cultural autonomy” for the Jews of
Eastern Europe.... Those who worship the Bund today, now that this party has disappeared, should
nevertheless think about the word “national” used by the Bund and adjust their “theories” about “the
Jews” accordingly. But theoretical coherence is not their main virtue !

This total denial of the existence of a Jewish people, or of a Jewish national question in Europe, is
based on the ignorance of Jewish history: one can spot this ignorance both among Marxist theorists of
the 19th and early 20th centuries (from Marx to Trotsky, including Kautsky who wrote a book on the
Jewish question?®) and among anarchist theorists such as Proudhon and Bakunin. In his book,
Géographie et anarchie, Philippe Pelletier, member of the Anarchist Federation, explains that Reclus
had more subtle analyses but his analyses don’t seem to influence today’s rank and file anarchist
militants...

In the 20" century, especially after the Judeocide and with the rise of the third world national
liberation movements and later the civil rights movement in the USA, anti-racism became a very
important theme inside the left and the far left in the 1960s. Unfortunately, the arguments about
antisemitism remained simplistic and even historically false. One can still find articles in anarchist or
Marxist publications today, in 2024, explaining that all Jews for centuries were traders, usurers or
middlemen*’ because of the prohibitions of the Church and that these prohibitions can explain the
discriminations, persecutions and pogroms of which the Jews were victims. Neither the militant press
nor most left intellectuals have never been interested in the social stratification of Jewish communities in
the Middle Ages or even later in the 19" and 20" centuries. Yet Jews were and still are members of all
social classes including the working class.

We even see today “anti-Zionist” Jews explaining that Jews are no longer part of the oppressed, thus
joining the most stupid antisemitic clichés: “Furopean Jews today are no longer pariahs or dominated
[...]. Antisemitism has of course not disappeared, but it’s no longer the instrument of the oppressors to
crush the oppressed *3.” 1f there are no longer any oppressed Jew, is it then that all Jews have become
oppressors themselves, or at least accomplices of the oppressors? This is indeed what Ms. Houria
Bouteldja and the Parti des Indigénes de la République think*’ and what Norman Finkelstein regularly
states™.

It’s therefore not surprising that antisemitic social prejudices flourish when we observe such a general
ignorance, such obvious disinterest in Jewish history, or the cynical political calculations of those who
jumped on the left identitarian bandwagon (for example, the Parti des Indigénes de la République, the
UJFP and Pierre Stambul quoted above).

46 In English “Are the Jews a race?” (see marxists.org).

47 Anglophone left and far left militants have no excuse as several books written in English have
debunked these myths, starting with Julie Mell’s work already quoted, also in the books of Francesca
Trivellato, Michael Toch, Jonathan Karp and Chad Alan Goldberg.

48 Pierre Stambul, «Israel contre les juifs”, http://www.ujfp.org/spip.php?article3885 .

49 Cf. “Edouard Drumont, maitre a penser de Mme Houria Bouteldja : les Indigénes de la République
réussissent leur examen d’entrée dans 1’extréme droite gauloise”, Ni patrie ni frontieres n° 50-51, June
2015.

30 See for example, what Finkelstein wrote on his Verso blog on the 215 August 2018
(https://www.versobooks.com/blogs?post_author=364529 ). And he regularly repeats the same
assertions in his YouTube videos.
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As far as the precise content and role of religions (whether Judaism or Islam) is concerned, the same
flaws are to be found in anarchists as in Marxists, at least for those who still pretend to have a vague
idea of philosophical materialism>! :

1) an ignorance of the concrete content of religions; in almost all current anti-Zionist writings one
can find stupid assertions :

— the absurd idea that the biblical notion of “chosen people” is an elitist notion (the left thinks, like
French general and president de Gaulle®, that the Jews are “an elite, self-confident and domineering
people”);

— the fact that one branch, but not all branches, of Judaism recognises as Jews only those whose
mother is Jewish, is presented as “proof” that the Jewish religion is “racist” in the “Nazi” sense of the
term (or “white supremacist”, as it is now trendy to say);

— the massacres narrated in the Bible are supposed to “prove” that the Jews have genocide in their

blood*3, etc.
In short, the most enormous clichés of Christian antisemitism persist in “anti-Zionist” propaganda.

2) a crude materialism: Marxists and anarchists (when they are still atheists, which is rarer and
rarer) often think that religions can be reduced to the power of religious apparatus. They believe that if
they attack the material basis of religions, these ideologies will no longer have a harmful role or even
disappear. The Bolsheviks shared this illusion when they attacked the Orthodox Church, Judaism and
Islam... with the wonderful success that we know.

When anti-Zionists present the “Hebrew state>* as a kind of monster, which combines somehow the
military, religious and geopolitical characteristics of a Pentagon and a Vatican for the Jews (while, at the
same time, asserting that there is no rational, material and justified link between the Jews scattered

31 This passage of my article deals mainly with the most traditional materialist-atheist-universalist
sectors of the far left and of the anarchist movement which are progressively replaced by postmodern
antimaterialist radical left and anarchist currents. I have dealt with the catastrophic effects of identity
politics in other texts, most of them not translated into English, but some are listed at the end of this
article (“About the sources of anticapitalist and/or anti-imperialist antisemitism” will be soon translated
on this website).

32 De Gaulle was a fervent Catholic and a disciple of the royalist, antisemitic, Action francaise leader
Charles Maurras before WW2.

33 See, for example, the article Jacques Langlois published in Le Monde libertaire, organ of the
Fédération anarchiste. His books have been published by the Editions libertaires, a publishing house in
which many anarchist militants or individuals close to the Fédération anarchiste publish their works. See
“Quand Le Monde libertaire ouvre ses colonnes a la rhétorique antisémite” (Ni patrie ni frontieres n°
46/47, October 2014, https:/npnf.eu/spip.php?article443 ).

What Jacques Langlois writes is entirely consistent with the shocking results of a 2011 poll
conducted by the University of Bielefeld in seven European countries, according to which 38% of
Italians, 39% of the Dutch, between 40-50% of Hungarians, Germans and Portuguese, and 63% of Poles
believe that Israel is waging a “an extermination war against Palestinians”. In 2012, a study by the
Centre for Holocaust and Religious Minority Studies “showed that 38% of Norwegians agreed with the
idea that Israel behaves towards the Palestinians in the same way as the Nazis did towards the Jews”
(Manfred Gerstenfeld, “La perversité du nouvel antisémitisme ” in Qu’est-ce qu 'un acte antisémite?)
Anti-Zionist propaganda with an antisemitic tone is always efficient...

>4 “Anti-Zionists” are shocked that Israel defines itself as a Jewish state (I do too, since I am against
the existence all states, not just the Israeli state) but consider it normal that 57 states define themselves
as Islamic! And this will certainly also be the case for the 58th, Palestine.
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around the world and Israel!), one wonders if they are not convinced that abolishing the state of Israel
would put an end to the cultural and religious hold of Judaism...

3) and a naive adherence to Enlightenment rationalism, at least from the old-style leftists who
have not adopted the postmodernist credo: they think that people believe in Yahweh, Buddah, Jesus
or Allah because they are ill-informed and lack scientific and historical knowledge. They often criticize
Jewish obscurantism, Jewish machismo, Jewish communitarianism, etc., but refuse to look critically at
Islam. They ignore that Muhammad was heavily influenced by the Hebrew religion and copy-pasted
many Hebrew dogma and practices, but at the same time “anti-Zionists” consider Judaism as the most
narrow-minded religion!

B) As we have seen, the European and American left have never been very efficient at analysing the
power and the nature of religion, including Judaism. Maybe that’s why they jumped so easily to
identity politics and other postmodern, anti-Marxist ideologies.

Today, references to the workers movement or even to the the Third international or the CP tradition
are very rare among the youth and the young militants. What I just said about the flaws of the Old Left,
or old anarchist movement, linked to the limits of a materialist-rationalist-universalist culture influenced
by the European Enlightenment does not apply to the New Left of the 1960s and even less to the
generations who have joined radical politics since then.

Those in their 20s, 30s and 40s today were formed by the no global movement, the identitarian
movements (third wave feminists, LGBTQI, partisans of the “social race” theory, etc.) who have no
interest at all in the working class and in a serious critique of capitalist exploitation.

From the 1960s onwards identity politics has enabled surviving old-style Marxists and new
generations of radical militants to combine their continuing ignorance of religion (including Judaism and
Islam) with an attraction to the discourse of political islam. At least when political islamists pretend to
be anticolonialist, anti-imperialist and take as their main target “Zionism” and Isra€l. This evolution has
become even more obvious with the public positions taken by many Left intellectuals and many students
in Western universities who recently presented Hamas as a “Resistance movement”, and the mass
murders of Octobre 7™ as an “understandable” reaction of a colonized people confronting a barbaric
colonialism.

Left identity politics has led to a renewed hostility towards Judaism, Zionism and the Jews under the
disguise of antiracism and anticolonialism. The left has recycled and combined old antisemitic tropes
(Christian, socialist and Stalinist clichés) with a new phraseology based on “social races”. Many
European and American leftists divide Western societies into two antagonistic blocs: the dominant
“Whites” (and their accomplices) and the dominated “non-Whites.” The opposition between these two
imaginary categories is understood as much more important than the opposition between bourgeois and
proletarians. As Jews supposedly belong to the “Whites,” any criticism of current modern antisemitism,
is suppressed, or disqualified by trendier theories (postmodernism, deconstruction, gender studies,
postcolonialism, decolonial theories, etc.).

Leftist militants, and even the average leftist or anti-globalization intellectual, are unable to
understand that a so-called “White” can be a victim of racist discrimination. In their imagination, the
essential racist domination, if not the unique domination, targets “non-Whites” of “postcolonial” origin.
If a Jew is a victim of classic anti-Semitic racism (under its religious, economic and/or racial form) or of
modern anti-Semitism (hidden under an “anti-Zionist” varnish) he has only one solution: to shut his
mouth since he (or she) belongs to the world of the “White” oppressors and their accomplices.

And to make the situation even worse, we assist to a curious convergence between three forces:

— the European and American Far Right which condemn feminism as a “Jewish invention” and an
“unnatural” theory;

— Muslim fundamentalists who present feminism as a Western, anti-religious ideology, and condemn
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Middle and Far East feminists as traitors sold to the “American-Zionist Axis of Evil”;

— and Western left multiculturalists who believe that “secularist” feminists are all racist and
colonialist Whites.

Simultaneously attacked by these three forces, atheist feminists, or even just secular feminists,
wherever they are active on this planet, are in a very precarious situation, especially if they are not fierce
“anti-Zionists” who denounce the war crimes of Israel every morning before taking their breakfast.

But let’s be clear : left identitarian movements correspond to a tendency inside capitalism. Capital is
not afraid at all by “diversity”, by the recognition of racism or sexism. It can accept any ideology as far
as it can make business with it : capitalism can have «non white» or LGBTQI leaders, as long as that
enables the creation of new markets, new niches, etc. It can handle same-sex marriage, so-called
“changes of sex” and all sexual identities. Dominated by a military Mafia and a corrupted buddhist
monarchy, the very conservative Thailand just voted same-sex marriage law.

C) THE “PLEASURES OF ANTISEMITISM”

A recent article by the philosopher Eve Garrard>® prompted me to take up the three hypotheses she
proposes in her text to see if they work with left antisemitism. As she points out, traditional anti-racist
arguments are always very rational and start from the implicit, if not explicit, assumption that
antisemitism can be fought with verifiable facts and figures, with scientific evidence.

I have already mentioned the historical amateurishness (or even the “I don’t care” attitude) of anti-
racists when it comes to antisemitism. But what if the antisemites happily mock all rational discussion?
What if, for example, they enjoy sharing false information about “Jews who didn’t come to work in the
World Trade Center towers on the morning of 9/117? How do we analyse the “emotional rewards”
gained by the antisemites who support conspiracy theories, comparisons between Jews and Nazis, or the
claim that “Jews really didn’t learn anything from the Holocaust”? What if they are happy to claim, like
many “anti-Zionists”, that “the persecuted have become persecutors>%*?

About the alleged failure of “the Jews” to learn from the Holocaust, Eve Gerrard remarked that “The
Holocaust was not, of course, an educational exercise and if there are lessons to be learned from it, we
might think that the weakest pupils are those who once again wish to single out Jews above all others for
hostile attention”, using the pretext of anti-Zionism.

To my knowledge, few specialists on racism and antisemitism have asked themselves the question of
the “emotional rewards” of antisemitism, apart from Gérard Noiriel in his book (Immigration,
antisémitisme et racisme en France (XIX-XX° siecle). Discours publics, humiliations privées, Fayard,
2007) and more recently in Qu est-ce que la nation? (Bayard, 2015) in which he underlines the need to

35 “The pleasures of antisemitism”, published in the electronic magazine Fathom,
http://fathomjournal.org/the-pleasures-of-antisemitism/

36 “The Jews, who have been humiliated, scorned and persecuted, humiliate, scorn and persecute the
Palestinians” (article in French written by three left intellectuals — Daniele Sallenave, Edgar Morin and
Samir Nair — and entitled “Israél-Palestine, the cancer”, Le Monde, 4 June 2002). Sincerely anti-racist
and hostile to antisemitism, and used to carefully choose their words, the three authors do not fully
realise the impact of their comparison. By so doing, they find themselves in the company of the sinister
but very popular, Abbé Pierre, a Catholic priest and the friend of the holocaust denier Roger Garaudy
(former official Stalinist philosopher and member of the leadership of the French CP), who declared:
“after the constitution of their state, the Jews went from being victims to being executioners” (La Vie, 29
March 1991). One can find the same idea in Joao Bernardo’s article
(https://libcom.org/article/persecuted-persecutors-lessons-zionism ), an unorthodox Marxist libertarian
prolific author which is usually much more subtle and cautious.
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invent new forms of communication and anti-racist struggle that deal with the emotions and identitarian
perceptions of the oppressed when they have racist or antisemitic prejudices.

According to Eve Garrard, antisemitism rests on three pillars that give pleasure to those who share
these prejudices, these clichés, these tropes, these hatreds. But her hypothesis can certainly be applied to
other forms of racism as well. Garrard distingues three sources of pleasure :

1. Hate

This is the most obvious element. Hatred has a great advantage : it provides both a target and
potential accomplices who share with the antisemite the desire to discriminate, beat, expel or destroy the
object of his/her resentment. Antisemites take great pleasure in using Jews as an outlet for their personal
and social frustrations. They are happy to condemn the actions of “Zionists”, thus feeling superior to
“Jews” who are, according to their narrative, complicit in the “genocide of Palestinians”. For those who
find it difficult to understand the pleasure of hatred, Gerrard reminds us of the bullying in the schoolyard
or in the workplace.

2. Loyalty to a tradition and its defence.

As Garrard notes, this dimension probably attracts people on the right more than on the left, since
there is a very old Christian anti-Jewish tradition in European culture. The right and the far right have
abundantly used the weapon of antisemitism since the 19th century. If one looks at the catalogue of any
fascist or far right publisher today, one sees that right-wing antisemites have an impressive literary
heritage that perpetuates a long tradition.

But this reflex to fit into a tradition can also play out on the left, not to officially claim sympathy for
left antisemitism, but rather to justify everything that great revolutionary thinkers have written, even if
it’s nonsense or totally wrong analysis. It’s fascinating to see how Marxists defend Marx’s On the
Jewish Question or Abraham Leon’s The Materialist Conception of the Jewish Question at all costs, out
of rigidity, dogmatism, a desire to avoid taking a single step away from their theoretical tradition and to
avoid reflection and a healthy self-criticism.

Gerrard/Garrard adds that today the defence of human rights is the favourite alibi of antisemites. Jews
are no longer criticised for overtly racial or religious reasons, but because they do not respect human
rights in Israel. And when they do, they are also denounced: this is how the Gay Pride in Israel is
considered by anti-Zionists as “pink-washing”, i.e. using the defence of gay rights to hide the
colonisation®’.

The last dimension of the antisemitic tradition (this one on the left): the assimilation of the Jew to the
rich (see the antisemitic anti-capitalism found in the quotations of Jaurés or Marx, previously
mentioned) has been replaced by the assimilation of the Jew to the settler and of Israel as the archetype
of the settler state. Israel thus becomes the most warlike, colonising, racist and pro-imperialist state on
this planet, which makes it possible to hate the Jews because they support this state.

3. A desire for political purity.

As far as the far left and anarchists are concerned, we know how much activists belonging to minority
and/or persecuted political groups need to feel that they are right against all; they need to feel that they
are the only bearers of the Truth, to be the standard-bearers of solutions that will save humanity from the

57 See the article by Florent Schoumacher and Christian Beuvain’s, “Recodifier le féminisme a partir
de la «race» ? Lecture critique de Felix Boggio Ewanjé-Epée et Stella Magliani-Belkacem, Les
féministes blanches et [’empirey, in Ni patrie ni frontieres n° 50-51, June 2015,
https://npnf.eu/spip.php?article448 .
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Final Catastrophe. This type of psychological need does not really predispose left militants to nuance
and is rather a catalyst for passions.

As Garrard notes, this preoccupation with political purity is very present on the left. The systematic
comparison between Israel and South Africa®® is part of this repertoire necessary to achieve a pristine
self-image. Anti-Zionists present themselves as champions of the Palestinians, who are themselves
presented as emblematic victims. And when anti-Zionists are prosecuted®, they are not only on the side
of the victims, but they become victims themselves. This interesting bonus allows, at the same time,
antisemites to enjoy a very comfortable situation by using the pretext of anti-Zionism: the antisemitic
stand-up comedian Dieudonné, playing the victim after two of his shows were banned and his tax scams
were exposed, offers also an excellent example. But I could quote the holocaust deniers and agitators
Vincent Reynouard and Alain Soral (the latter has many fans on the Net and social networks).

As far as anti-Zionism and its possible antisemitic leanings are concerned, Israel is presented by
“anti-Zionists” as the main war-maker on the planet. They are only a few steps®® from thinking that the
definitive elimination of the “Zionist entity” would solve the problems of the Near and Middle East, and
that the eradication of the so-called “Jewish lobby” would bring down the United States, the power that
dominates the world and is presented as responsible for most of the ills of humanity... as if all the other
great powers and states were innocent sheep.

D) CLASS IDENTITY, NATIONAL IDENTITY AND ANTISEMITISM
Considering the question of the usefulness of antisemitism for the oppressed, I will try to take up the

analysis of Michele Lamont in The Dignity of Working Men: Morality and the Boundaries of Race,
Class, and Immigration®' (Harvard University Press, 2009). In 2002, this sociologist carried out a
comparative study between the racism of white American workers against black proletarians and the
racism of French workers against immigrant workers in France. Lamont did not try to demonstrate that
racist arguments were false; she tried to explain that they were effective, that they have a usefulness for
those who propagate them, even for ordinary people who don’t belong to any racist or antisemitic
political group.

Lamont starts from an interesting hypothesis: racism can be a plus, an important ideological element
for the workers because it allows them to reinforce their identity on three levels: their identity as
proletarians, their class identity and their national identity.

Although Lamont did not deal with antisemitism in her book, I will try to apply her hypothesis to
working class antisemitism — whether it’s left or right wing antisemitism.

>8 The recent initiative taken by the South African state, even for very good reasons (to stop the
massacre of Palestinians in Gaza) fits perfectly into this trend.

39 There are numerous examples of police and justice harassment. For example, against leaders of the
neo-Trotskyist NPA, for calling for a banned demonstration; BDS activists for intervening in
supermarkets and calling for a boycott of Israeli products; and more recently, since October 7", many
“anti-Zionists” (trade unionists, rank and file far left militants buts also Left leaders and MPs, have been
summoned by French police to check if they support Hamas or Islamic terrorism, and they live under the
threat of being tried for their political positions about Israél and the Palestinians.

0 On 20t May 2024, Youssef Boussoumah, cofounder of the left identitarian PIR and one of those
who invited Judith Butler to talk in Paris in March 2024
(https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=rlQNBJOg-0E ), wrote on X/Twitter that Israél was “an entity
[which acts as an] enemy of humanity” (“une entité ennemie de [’humanité”).

1 For a critique of some aspects of this book see my article :
https://www.academia.edu/38306610/About Michele Lamont s pdf.
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* Antisemitism may allow workers to explain their educational failure and subordinate social
position; the antisemitic worker is convinced that Jews are more successful than he is, and that Jews will
never be forced to do a dirty and exhausting manual job like he is, because of their alleged privileged
relationship to money. If the antisemitic worker thinks that “the Jews” are an elite, or even just a close-
knit community, such an idea can only reinforce the belief that “the Jews” have all the right jobs in
management, in the capitalist class, or at the top of the state, and that he, a self-conscious/labeled
proletarian, is a victim of “the Jews”. Moreover, when Norman Finkelstein explains that “Jews are
tapped into the networks of power and privilege. [...] You marry a Jew and it opens doors for you
because they are the richest ethnic group in the United States®*, antisemites have little to add after such
inane remarks, especially when the same self-proclaimed “anti-Zionist Jew” explains that the way Jews
are stigmatised “has no social consequences” and that “most people carry on in life, bearing these
stigmas. It’s called life. Get used to it”. And it’s the same “great thinker” who explains — like countless
“anti-Zionists” — that Israel is the only one responsible for antisemitism!

* Antisemitism can also reinforce class identity, if workers believe in the propaganda against “Jewish
finance”, against the “Jewish-monopolised” mass media (or, in cryptic language, “Zionist” media); if
they think that “the Jews” are responsible for financial crises (“the Jews” control the Wall Street which
controls the world...); antisemitic workers can consider they belong to a working class exploited by the
Jewish capitalist class. Thus, antisemitism contributes to reinforcing a reactionary class consciousness.

* Antisemitism can serve to strengthen the national identity of the exploited, including in a
colonial context (I will come back to this later, with the example of Algeria, during the French
colonisation).

During the 19th century, antisemites used to denounce Jewish “cosmopolitanism”, i.e. the fact that
they had no homeland, did not want (supposedly) to mix with anyone, had co-religionists everywhere,
etc. This is the famous myth of the “wandering Jew” used by Chavez®®, a century later, in a speech in
December 2005 against his political opponents whom he called “wandering Jews”.

This xenophobic argument has always been used by the far right against Jewish anarchist, communist
and socialist workers during the 19th century; they were accused of being “traitors to the fatherland” in
Europe, North America and Latin America. This accusation was facilitated by the fact that many
anarchist and socialist workers emigrated for political or economic reasons and played an important role
in the emergence of the labour and trade union movement. The role of Jewish activists in the anarchist
movement, the Russian revolution, the Third International and the Stalinist movement during the
twentieth century has nurtured this image of the revolutionary, “anti-social”, “marginal” Jew — even if,
in fact, most of the Jews had moderate political opinions as shown in France, Poland and Germany
before 1933. Whether as an underground militant, a terrorist conspirator, a trade union agitator or a
Bolshevik holding-a-knife-between-his-teeth, the revolutionary Jew was always presented as an
individual who was indifferent to the future of the nation that welcomed him and who was indifferent to
the prosperity of capitalist companies and economy. In short, a “parasite”...

In the 21st century, antisemitism continues to play this xenophobic, nationalistic role, since the
results of all polls in Europe state that “the Jews” are supposedly first and foremost loyal to the state of
Israel. We find here an old theme : the Jew considered as an irreducibly “alien” and “foreign” element.
In the past, he was said to be “stateless”, “cosmopolitan”, “Oriental”, “Semitic”, Levantine” or

62 http://www.thejc.com/comment-and-debate/comment/131578/i-debated-norman-finkelstein-kings-
college-it-was-dire-and-scary and https://fathomjournal.org/denial-norman-finkelstein-and-the-new-
antisemitism/

83 «Chavez antisémite? Le fond du probléme ” (2006) in Polémiques et antidotes,
https://npnf.eu/spip.php?article131 .
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“Asian” and was judged incapable and unworthy of fitting into the mould of the Nation. Now, in the
21st century, “the Jew” (sorry, I should have written the “Zionist”) is considered a threat to world and
international peace.

Curiously, the UJFP (a sort of French JVP) and many “anti-Zionist” Jews unconsciously feed this
poisonous climate: they constantly explain that “the Jews” have no connection with Israel; but, under the
pretext of fighting against antisemitic prejudices, these activists®® present themselves as individuals who
are not subject to what they denounce as a supranational, demonic, omnipresent and omnipotent force:
“Zionism”. The UJFP regards Zionism in the same way as the McCarthyites regarded communism, as an
alien ideology serving foreign interests. They present Zionism as a pernicious ideology financed by a
foreign state and even by two foreign states — the United States and Israel! “Zionism” supposedly seeks
to create Zionist fifth columns all over the world. Of course, “anti-Zionists” have a moral obligation to
unmask the members of these “fifth colums”, while, at the same time, they enthusiastically court all
other nationalist causes of the Basques, Kurds®, “Houthis” (actually, they prefer to call themselves “the
Party of God”), etc.

I wrote earlier that antisemitism could serve to strengthen the national identity of the popular
classes, including in a colonial context. At the end of the 19" century Jean Jaurés saw antisemitism as
a “progressive force®®” as stated by the historian Gilles Candar: “The mass of Jewish voters in Algeria
was entirely won over to the moderate republicans, those who were called “opportunists” in the 1880s
and who often adopted the label “progressives” in the 1890s. Gambetta’s old friend Gaston Thomson,
allied with Crémieux®’, was their man. Against him and his friends, socialism and antisemitism in
Algeria were hardly distinguishable in the early 1890s. The antisemites even claimed to act on behalf of
the indigenous and European masses against their common enemy, the Jew. Unquestionably, at this
time, Jaurés was quite attracted to this Algerian movement, whereas in metropolitan France he had no
sympathy for the antisemites linked to Boulangism%® and the Catholic Church. He felt that it was more

4 The UJFP (Union of French Jews for Peace) does not only organise Jews, as its statutes state very
clearly. Therefore, it would have been more honest to choose, for example, a name like the French
Alliance for Peace in Palestine. This deliberate ambiguity in the title of their organisation allows their
non-Jewish militants to be confused with descendants of the victims of the Judeocide, a confusion which
is very lucrative on a symbolic level; or, even better, they can be confused with descendants of the Bund
militants murdered by the Nazis. These “anti-Zionists” denounce Zionists as “swindlers” who
manipulate the Holocaust to justify the Israeli colonization. Knowing this, one can only express a certain
scepticism in front of the UJFP’s indignation against the socalled “instrumentalization” of the
Holocaust. Specially as we know that part of the Israeli citizens today are descendants of survivors (or of
victims) of the Judeocide and descendants of Bund activists !

65 About the antisemitic writings the leader of the PKK see my article : “Abdullah Ocalan adds a new
chapter to the “Protocols of the Elders of Zion” (2021), https://npnf.eu/spip.php?article819

6 A century later, the antisemitic left identitarian Houria Bouteldja (disciple of Ramon Grosfoguel)
did the same thing. She (falsely) presented CLR James as a supporter of an imaginary “progressive”
antisemitism of the Blacks in Harlem in the 1930s (see my article “Mme Bouteldja falsifie CLR James
au profit d’un antisémitisme “progressif” (sic) imaginaire”, https://npnf.eu/spip.php?article1 165 ).

7 Adolphe Crémieux (1796-1880) : French lawyer and politican who played a decisive role in
securing French citizenship for Algerian Jews in 1870. He was a target for the antisemitic far right in the
19™ and early 20™ century. Today, he is targeted by the French left identitarian left for having
“whitened” Algerian Jews and contributed to develop the (imaginary) “philosemitism” of the French
state.

% Boulangism : social nationalist movement led by a general, Georges Boulanger (1837-1891), who
wanted to avenge the French defeat after the Franco-Prussian war of 1870-1871.
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likely to evolve into a complete socialism, and in any case to denounce the abusive dispossession of the
Arabs. He thus explained that “under the somewhat narrow form of antisemitism, a true revolutionary
spirit is spreading in Algeria” (Jean Jaures, “Choses algériennes”, La Dépéche, 8 May 1895). The union
between European colonists and impoverished Arabs, which he saw appearing and which he called for,
should pose “the social question” in all its breadth®® »

Antisemitism can indeed serve to strengthen the unity of the exploited, in a colonial context, and even
anti-colonialist sentiments. But Jaurés, in relation to Algeria, was just as wrong to speculate on the
allegedly revolutionary dimension of the anti-colonial antisemitism of the Arab masses as were those
French anarchist students of the ESRI who, in a text written in 1899 (“Antisémitisme et Sionisme’?*),
wondered: “Can a socialist, an anarchist, logically be an antisemite? Should they even join an
antisemitic movement, in the hope of diverting this movement from its primitive goal to a result more in
line with their aspirations?”

A politically suicidal question for anyone who wants to fight for a social revolution... But a
temptation which regularly comes back inside the left, the far left and in radical circles.

E) A LEFT ANTISEMITISM “a la francaise”

Finally, T would like to address the issue of French-style left antisemitism. If you read Michel
Dreyfus’ book L ‘antisémitisme a gauche, you will find countless quotations as well as in two books by
Marc Crapez La gauche réactionnaire. Mythes de la plebe et de la race dans le sillage des Lumieres
(Berg International, 1997) and L ‘antisémitisme de gauche au XIX® siecle (Berg International, 2002).

This left French-style antisemitism draws from the Christian anti-Jewish tradition, from Voltairian
atheism, and from social anti-capitalism, and even sometimes from nationalism on the fringes of the
workers’ movement who were most sensitive to this aspect. These questions are now well studied.
Nevertheless, most “anti-Zionists” (and probably most CP members) ignore that French Stalinists,
including and especially the Jewish Stalinists, forced French Jews after the war to consider themselves
as victims of Petainism and Nazism, as sympathizers of the Resistance or as Resistance fighters, and not
as specific victims of the racial antisemitism of the Nazis and their French collaborators.

Jean-Paul Sartre already noted this element in 1944: “The whole of France rejoices or fraternises in
the streets, and social struggles seem to be temporarily forgotten; the newspapers devote whole columns
to the prisoners of war, the deportees. Will they talk about the Jews? Will they welcome the return of the

% See Gilles Candar’s article on “Jaurés et I’antisémitisme”
http://www.jaures.info/dossiers/dossiers.php?val=23 jaures+lantisemitism

70 In this text (reproduced in “Question juive” et antisémitisme. Sionisme et antisionisme, 2008), the
anarchists, just like the Marxists, offered no figures on the supposed numerical importance of the Jews
in commerce, media and banking when they wrote at the beginning of the 20th century. Their text is
imprecise and subjective. If, in its last part, the article mentions “Jewish proletarians” and their possible
attraction for Zionism, the ESRI had nothing concrete to oppose to the pogroms and the manifestations
of antisemitism at the time, except to wait for the Social Revolution. Like the Marxists, the ESRI denied
the existence of any significant antisemitism among the workers, an attitude which is still shared by
many left activists today. They focus almost exclusively on a single economic cause to antisemitism
(which they do not illustrate with any statistics) and neglect other explanatory paths. And finally, they
consider the Jews as a religious community and not as a people with a national issue to resolve —
whether we like it or not. Despite these reservations, which are not simply related to the historical
moment in which this text was written (this explains, for example, why the authors speak of a “Jewish
race” while being opposed to any theory of races), the ESRI contribution has many qualities. The
critique of Zionism, whether of right or left Zionism, is indeed prescient. And the description of the
political function of antisemitism is skilfully explained, even if it’s sometimes a bit schematic.
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survivors among us, will they give a thought to those who died in the gas chambers [...] ? Not a word.
Not a line in the newspapers, because nobody wants to irritate the antisemites. More than ever, France
needs unity’! .»

Issues such as

— the racist inventiveness’? of French jurists during the Occupation, who set criteria for defining
Jewishness that were even stricter than those set by the Nazis for Jews in Germany;

— the ideological significance of antisemitism in France during the Second World War;

— the fact that countless antisemitic cadres of the French state under Petain escaped conviction or
were quickly pardoned;

— the little echo that the surviving Jewish deportees had after the Liberation and the legends about the
alleged silence of Jewish deportees, even though dozens of books and testimonies were published in the
immediate post-war period;

— the innumerable administrative difficulties encountered by the Jews when they tried to recover their
“Aryanised” (i.e. expropriated) workshops, shops or flats,

all these questions and many others concerning the specific fate of the Jews living in France during
the years 1939-1945 (who were persecuted, deported and murdered as Jews and not as anti-fascist
resistance fighters as told by the official Stalinist-Gaullist legend) were silenced or minimised for
decades by all the political parties and academics, including those of the left.

In this respect, the far left and the anarchists failed to fight the dominant bourgeois anti-fascist trend,
which was deliberately blind to the specific consequences for the Jews of Nazi and fascist antisemitism.
And “radical left” militants should ask themselves why, at least if they have a minimum of critical
thinking...

We even saw Le Libertaire publish articles favourable to Céline when the latter was tried by the
French justice system’?; a holocaust denier and a patent antisemite, Paul Rassinier wrote for years both
in the anarchist press and in far right-wing newspapers until German anarchists forced the Anarchist
Federation to exclude him’*. And even recently the Fédération anarchiste had to destroy’> a special issue
containing an article favourable to the antisemitic stand-up comedian Dieudonné.

As far as Marxist circles are concerned, in the 1970s there was a long discussion about the usefulness
of discussing with holocaust deniers in the mainstream media. Some former members of an “ultra-left”
bookshop and group (“La Vieille Taupe” /The Old Mole) formed a lasting political alliance with an
antisemite and a holocaust denier who was already writing for years in the fascist review Défense de

"1 Réflexions sur la question juive (the book translated into English under the title Antisemite and
Jew) by Jean-Paul Sartre quoted by P.A. Taguieff in Une France anti-juive ?, CNRS Editions, 2015. For
a more detailed critique of Sartre’s book and its limits, see my article (in French)
https://npnf.eu/spip.php?article879 .

72 See Richard Weisberg, Vichy Law and the Holocaust in France, Routledge, 1997. His book was
translated in France in 1998 but its importance was minimized by French historians and media including
in a public debate held with Weisberg at I’ Alliance frangaise where former Jewish deportees had to
insist that they were arrested by French police, according to French laws, while the French historians
present on this day pretended that the Vichy regime was “forced” to adopt antisemitic laws by the
German occupiers !

73 «Louis-Ferdinand Céline et Le Libertaire” (2011),
https://florealanar.wordpress.com/2011/01/26/un-peu-dhistoire/

74 For more details on all these issues, see «Incroyables négationnistes (1948-2014)”, Ni patrie ni
frontieres n° 46/47, https:/npnf.eu/spip.php?article443 .

75 “Quand Michel rime avec Quenelle” (2014), Ni patrie ni frontiéres n° 42-43,
https://npnf.eu/spip.php?article445 .
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[’Occident. A few years later, they extended this political alliance to Roger Garaudy. A former official
philosopher of the French CP, Garaudy began to make antisemitic and Holocaust denialist statements
and started being a star in the Muslim world as he converted to Islam and made conferences in the
Middle East.

In the early 2000s, Dieudonné’s transformation from a stand-up “comedian” into a fascist agitator
and his alliances with the “anti-Zionist” far left’® contributed to reinforce this left holocaust-denying and
antisemitic tradition. It considerably expanded thanks to the spinelessness of the far left and majority of
the anarchist movement’’, the complicity of the media, Dieudonné’s talent as a demagogue, and the
power of social networks.

Last but not least, some left or far left Jewish “anti-Zionists” involuntarilyy contributed to spread left
antisemitism or at least to “excuse” it as a reaction of the “racialized” oppressed people to the
“philosemitism” of the French state’® (a “philosemitism™ which is absolutely imaginary). They are the
most virulent deniers of the existence of antisemitism in France, from the assassination of Ilan Halimi in
2006 to the assassinations of Sarah Halimi (2017) and Muriel Knoll (2018), including the jihadist
executions of 2012 and 2015. For these “anti-Zionists”, antisemitic murders have no political cause or
context; they are all related to deranged and isolated individuals, even when they are linked to jihadist-
terrorist organizations. For these far left Jews, it’s more important to denounce “Islamophobia” than to
show their solidarity with the Jewish victims of political islam.

They are particularly helped by the media, the same media that are supposedly controlled by “the
Zionists” according to the “anti-Zionist” PIR. Jean Szlamowicz (a conservative writer) explains this
process’: “[...] as soon as a Jew is attacked, the majority of the press starts by denying the character of
the aggression (Jews are paranoid),; then they attribute it to the far right; then they mitigate it (the
aggressors don’t know what they are doing, they are lonely lunatics); then they excuse it (invoking
unemployment, racism), before turning the victimhood scheme around (the aggressors are abandoned
by the Republic and they are victims of racism), and finally they make Israel responsible for antisemitic
acts (the aggressors are merely expressing their political solidarity against the occupier).”

These Jewish, left or far left, “anti-Zionists” only repeat the same arguments propagated by part of
the dominant media — media that are, according to them, “controlled by Zionists” or “favourable to
Zionists” and supposedly profit (?!) from antisemitism. They maintain close links with individuals who

76 Having begun his career in 1991 as a left wing standup comedian, Dieudonné was supported by
the “anti-Zionist” far left during the 2004 European elections and it’s only when Dieudonné’s alliance
with the fascists was too obvious to be denied that his “anti-Zionist” friends reluctantly took some
distance with him. Neverthess some of them still defend him in the name of “freedom of expression”
exactly like many left personalities defend the jokes of Guillaume Meurice, in 2023 and 2024, as part of
the “freedom of expression” and deny their antisemitic nature. See my article : “Guillaume Meurice
appartient a une longue lignée gauloise d’obsédés du prépuce” (Guillaume Meurice belongs to a long
tradition of French antisemitic writers obsessed by the prepuce), https://npnf.eu/spip.php?article1159 .

"7 Notable exceptions are the CNT-AIT and more recently the Regard Noir group inside the
Fédération anarchiste or the JJR (Young Revolutionary Jews) — although I don’t share all their analyses.

78 See this excellent article by Balasz Berkovits, https:/k-larevue.com/en/conspiracy-theories-
critique-and-antisemitism/

7 Jean Szlamowicz, “Détournements sémantiques et esquives rhétoriques. L’argumentation du
nouvel antisémitisme” in Qu 'est-ce qu 'un acte antisémite?, an anthology of articles published in 2014
under the direction of Shmuel Trigano and which brings together a pleiad of reactionary authors. I am
sorry to quote these conservatice and often anti-Muslim and anti-migrant writers but they do the job that
the left should be doing !
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advocate a conscious instrumentalisation of antisemitism, such as Jean Bricmont®’, a sinister character
who denounces “the Zionisation of France”, another synonym of “enjuivement” (Jewification), an old
19™-century antisemitic notion used later by the fascists and Nazis. They demonstrate, as we saw again
in the summer of 2015, with supporters of Hamas (and more recently since the massacres of October
7M). They do not hesitate to ally themselves with overt antisemites who believe in the lies spread by the
Protocol of the Elders of Zion (a forgery probably forged by the Tsarist police and a best-seller in Arab-
Muslim countries). These left Jewish “anti-Zionists” organise meetings or demonstrations to “fight
against all racisms”.... without mentioning antisemitism. They denounce what they call “Islamophobia”
and compare the situation of Muslims®! today in Europe to the situation of the Jews in the 1930s, in
defiance of the most elementary historical truth. They want to make us believe that 1.6 billion Muslims
and 57 Muslim states (at least one of which, Pakistan, has the atomic bomb) would close their borders to
Western Muslims (as the United States and Europe did with the Jews) if they were victims of
persecution and that a Muslim genocide was on the horizon. Such a relentless denial of antisemitism,
carried by left and far-left Jews, can only reinforce the antisemitic prejudices that are spreading rapidly
on social networks and in demonstrations.

To conclude, I will quote the four points that Norman Geras makes in an article on “antisemitism as
an alibi®?“, Those on the left who deny the existence of antisemitism use four particularly dangerous
arguments:

1. antisemitism is only the consequence of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict (in other words, the Jews
are responsible for antisemitism); this argument forgets, however, that “to attack the Jews when one
feels dissatisfied (socially, economically, symbolically, etc.) one must already be antisemitic®** and that
it’s the dissemination of political and/or religious discourse against the Jews that leads individuals to kill
“Zionists”;

2. If Holocaust denial is widespread in Arab countries, it’s because the West favours Israel too much,
and because Arabs feel that Zionists exaggerate the importance of the Judeocide; on this last point,
Pierre Stambul writes about the antisemitic stand-up comedian Dieudonné : “The right question is not:
‘Is he an antisemite? but ‘How and why did he become one? I think that at the beginning, it’s the
“competitive victimhood”, the idea that we have minimised a crime as long and terrible as slavery and
the slave trade, whereas the Shoah (I prefer the term “Nazi genocide®* ) has become something to be
celebrated, sometimes without taking the step back to understand the reasons behind it. Dieudonné has
become monomaniacal in denouncing slavery. Zionists have become so monomaniacal about the Shoah
that they deny other genocides.”

According, to this Jewish “anti-Zionist”, Dieudonné has become antisemitic because of the...
Zionists ! Dieudonné was never a victim of the slave trade nor did his parents : his father was a member
of the Ewondo ethnic group — a group known, at least today, for its discriminatory practices against
Pygmees®® and its will not to be assimilated to slaves®® ; and his mother’s ancestors are French Britons ;

80 «“La véritable raison pour laquelle Jean Bricmont soutient la liberté d’expression pour les
antisémites et les néo-nazis” (Ni patrie ni frontieres no. 42-32, https://npnf.eu/spip.php?article445 ).

81 About racism and migrations in France see my article : “French working class, migrants, racism
and the building of French national ideology”, https://npnf.eu/spip.php?article613

82 http://fathomjournal.org/alibi-antisemitism/

83 Jean Szlamowicz, op. cit.

84 There is a more precise word (“judeocide”) but Pierre Stambul does not want to use it... Why?
Besides, there was not only one Nazi genocide but several genocides....
85 https://journals.openedition.org/africanistes/4010?lang=en .
86 “The Beti people come from the central and southern regions of Cameroon, which correspond to the
equatorial forest areas. Historically, the term “Beti” originated within the Ewondo tribal group. The
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he never contributed to raise public consciousness about the slave trade in France. Neverthless this
professional antisemite is put on the same level as the survivors or victims of the Judeocide !!!

3. The conspiratorial and antisemitic content of the propaganda spread by Hamas or other nationalist
movements is not important, it’s just inconsequential phrases.

4. Islamo-jihadists are crazy, their actions are a matter of mental pathology, not antisemitism.

To conclude, I would like to say that the fact that here, in Toulouse, a leader of the CRIF®’, an
organisation that has been publicly targeted by death threats, was expelled from a left demonstration
claiming to denounce antisemitism is a clear symptom of what is happening.

Dieudonné has been able to hold fascist and antisemitic political meetings for years and he finds
militants on the far left, the “ultra-left” or among certain anarchist circles to defend his “freedom of
expression” and to claim that he is a mere “provocateur” with dubious taste. This shows how effective
the virus of antisemitism is. It will take a lot of stamina, determination, conviction and energy to
eradicate it from our own ranks. At least for those of us who do not believe in the revolutionary virtues
of antisemitism....

Yves Coleman, 27/05/2015 (this text was the basis of a conference in Toulouse, at a local event
organized by the anarcho-syndicalist CNT-AIT. I slightly updated it for the English version in May
2024)
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* SOME TEXTS ABOUT LEFT ANTISEMITISM AND THE LIMITS OF ANTIZIONISM

- Limits of anti-Zionism (2002), https://npnf.eu/spip.php?article1037

- The murder of Ilan Halimi and the malaise of the multiculturalist left (February 20006),
https://npnf.eu/spip.php?article1100

- James Petras: A chauvinist, anti-Zionist and antisemitic  «gringo»  (2007),
https://npnf.eu/spip.php?article1042

- Will the French Far Left learn from Toulouse murders ? (2012), https://npnf.eu/spip.php?article618

- How to identify the sources of Left anti-Semitism to fight it, https:/npnf.eu/spip.php?article619
(2014)

- Anti-Jewish and antisemitic stereotypes through history (2015),

https://npnf.eu/spip.php?article 1050

- Insurgent Notes promotes the confusion of an identitarian Marxist about antisemitism (2020),
https://npnf.eu/spip.php?article1035

- Ten tips to spot and fight a “Canada Dry” Holocaust denier (and anti-Zionist) on the Internet or on
social networks (2021), https://npnf.eu/spip.php?article865

- Abdullah Ocalan adds a new chapter to the “Protocols of the Elders of Zion™... (2021),
https://npnf.eu/spip.php?article819

Beti people define themselves as lords or respectable people, in short, as gentlemen (nti) as opposed to
slaves (halo).* https://lansinginstitute.org/2020/12/10/reasons-and-scenarios-of-ethno-political-tensions-
in-cameroon/

87 Comité représentatif des institutions juives de France. Formed during the French resistance against
German occupation, and initially gathering all the political and religious tendencies inside the French
Jewish “community”, this organization has taken a more and more reactionary direction, leading many
left and “reformist” Jews to leave this organization or to organize themselves outside of it.
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- About Maxime Rodinson and his collection of essays : Cult, Ghetto and the state : The Persistence
of the Jewish Question(2023), https://npnf.eu/spip.php?article1036

- Hamas and the French Left (from 10 October to 29 October 2023),
https://npnf.eu/spip.php?article1095

- Has Doorbraak joined the herd of the «antizionisty  deniers?  (2024),
https://npnf.eu/spip.php?article1 151

CONTACT: yvescoleman@orange.fr
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