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Anti-Americanism and Anti-Semitism: A New Frontier of Bigotry
Anti-Americanism and Anti-Semitism: A New Frontier of Bigotry
Alvin H. Rosenfeld
Foreword
As America moved toward war with Iraq, expressions of virulent hatred toward President George W. Bush
and his alleged accomplice in aggression, Israeli Prime Minister Ariel Sharon, reached new heights in some
quarters in Europe.
Criticism of American and Israeli policy took a very public turn toward unrestrained animosity. It was a turn
not only toward the defamation and demonization of these leaders, but also toward the deligitimization of the
nations they represent.
In public protests, attacks on America, Israel, and the Jewish people often employed classic techniques of
racial, ethnic, and national hate-mongering: constructing categories of inferior and superior, pointing to and
exaggerating differences, portraying differences as absolute.
In Anti-Americanism and Anti-Semitism: A New Frontier of Bigotry, Alvin H. Rosenfeld traces the roots,
growth, and meaning of these two antipathies and shows how they converge and attract the same types of
devotees, both throughout the Muslim world and in Europe, particularly in Germany and France, the focus of
Rosenfeld's attention.
Surveying the contemporary scene in Germany and France, he details the rise in anti-American and
anti-Semitic incidents. He also tells the keenly relevant story of how German and French extremist ideologies,
in the interwar period and beyond, placed great emphasis on defeating an America portrayed as the epitome
of crass 'capitalist' materialism and degeneracy, with 'Jewish influence' largely to blame. Insightfully, he
observes that anti-Americanism and anti-Semitism serve a similar social function: to focus discontent and
explain internal failures.
AJC has long played the role of sentry. We sound a warning signal when there is cause for concern. Without
question, the trend that Professor Rosenfeld so deftly analyzes gives cause for concern.
It is too early to determine whether this irrational hatred of things American and Jewish will become a
permanent feature of European political discourse or will recede to the fringes once again. But
Anti-Americanism and Anti-Semitism: A New Frontier of Bigotry makes abundantly clear that this doubleheaded hatred bears careful scrutiny.
The American Jewish Committee stays aware of trends in extremism and hatred, working around the world to
combat the forces of discord and division, while strengthening by many means international and intergroup
understanding and cooperation.
We hope that this publication, by contributing to an increased awareness of a deeply disturbing phenomenon,
will bolster the forces of tolerance and moderation.
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David A. Harris
Executive Director
The American Jewish Committee
July 2003
"Hitler Had Two Sons: Bush and Sharon" reads the slogan on a so-called "peace-poster" carried in European
anti-war rallies; and in this and countless other crude formulations of a similar nature, one finds expressed a
hostility toward America, Israel, and the Jews that has been gaining force across much of Europe in the last
few years. The American-led war against Saddam Hussein's Iraq, launched in March 2003, may have brought
this animus to a head, but it was in evidence well before the war began. Indeed, an American Jew visiting
Europe in the spring of 2002 would have been justified in feeling doubly uneasy, for these passions were then
at their most intense: Anti-Semitism of a vocal and sometimes violent variety was in greater evidence than at
any time since the end of World War II; and anti-Americanism was making itself felt as an increasingly
common and acceptable form of public expression.
As I intend to show, anti-Semitism and anti-Americanism reveal certain structural similarities and often take
recourse to a common vocabulary of defamation and denunciation. While their developmental histories may
differ, the hostilities they release may converge, driven as they are by the same negative energies of fear,
anger, envy, and resentment. We are witnessing such a convergence today, with consequences that have the
potential to do serious harm.
In the news media, over the Internet, in street demonstrations, and in common parlance, anti-Semitism and
anti-Americanism have taken on global dimensions and now have a worldwide reach. They have become
intimately bound up with one another, so much so that it sometimes seems that the growing hatred of
America is but another form of Judeophobia-and vice versa. Precisely what drives these animosities is not
always clear, but their resurgence in our time is an ominous development and should not be treated lightly.
Observing the extremity of some of the rhetoric being voiced these days about America, Israel, and the Jews,
one becomes aware that it moves well beyond principled disagreements with American or Israeli policies and
into the realm of the fantastic.
To demonstrate how anti-American and anti-Semitic attitudes mingle in this bizarre realm and to expose the
kinds of trouble they can create, I turn first to an examination of these trends in Germany, a country in which
even the slightest offense of this nature makes one sit up and take notice. Thereafter I shall look at some of
the same issues on a broader front, examining in particular France, the European country that seems most
seriously infected with anti-American and anti-Semitic biases.1
The Significance of Germany
Europe's largest and economically most powerful country, Germany exerts a sizable influence on the
continent's political priorities and some of its more prominent social and cultural trends. In addition, its close
diplomatic alliance with France and determined effort to act with that country as a European counterweight to
American interests in foreign affairs puts Germany in the foreground of attention. Add to these reasons
Germany's Nazi past, and it should be clear why any signs of hostility to Jews and others within its borders
warrant serious attention. German authorities are well aware of the damage their country could suffer if these
tendencies get out of hand, and they usually make special efforts to restrain the open expression of
anti-Semitic and anti-American biases.
These animosities sometimes seem to have a will of their own, however, and erupt periodically in ways that
can introduce a note of discord into the country's cultural life and disrupt its normally well-managed
international relations. Tensions of this kind surfaced this past year on both the cultural and diplomatic
fronts.
I was in Germany for two weeks in May 2002, when some of these trends were coming to the fore. Before
describing what I observed, however, it will be helpful to advance the calendar by a few months and recall
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that on September 22, 2002, German voters reelected Gerhard Schröder to a second term as chancellor.
Schröder's victory was by no means a certainty in the months leading up to the election. In fact, for most of
that time, the polls showed him several points behind his chief rival, Edmund Stoiber, the prime minister of
Bavaria and the candidate of the conservative alliance of the Christian Democratic Union and the Christian
Social Union parties. In the final weeks of the campaign, Schröder closed this gap and ultimately prevailed.
According to most commentators, he won the election as a result of two key factors: his media-savvy
handling of a crisis in the eastern part of the country brought on by a destructive flood; and his clever but
costly strategy of running the last leg of his race not so much against Stoiber as against President George W.
Bush. The American president, who was accused of "playing around with war," became a prominent election
issue, and Schröder did not hesitate to level heavy rhetorical assaults against him. The chancellor declared
that he would not "click his heels" to an American commander-in-chief and categorically refused any German
support for American military "adventures" in Iraq, even if such action had the sanction of a United Nations
mandate. These moves were calculated to attract voters on the left of the German political spectrum, among
whom a militant pacifism is part of the cultural norm. (In fact, an ingrained pacifism has become a part of the
postwar mentality of much of the younger generation of Germans.) At the same time, Schröder's evocation of
a special "German way" in the formulation of foreign policy might sit well with nationalist sentiment on the
political right. His open defiance of the United States would also appeal to voters in the former communist
states in the eastern part of Germany, who had been educated to see America as the enemy and still hold
lingering resentments against it. The strategy worked, and Schröder managed to squeak through by the
thinnest of margins.
But at a price. Angela Merkel, leader of the opposition Chris-tian Democrats, went on record on the day of
the election as saying, "German-American relations were never as bad as they are this evening.... This is a
high price to pay for this campaign."2 Wolfgang Schäuble, a fellow Christian Democrat, agreed, stating,
"German-American relations are at their lowest level since the founding of the state in 1949."3 Coming from
two prominent members of the political opposition, these views are not surprising, but other, less partisan
voices confirmed this negative assessment. Christian Hacke, a political scientist at Bonn University, for
instance, declared: "For the first time in fifty years a German government has become anti-American in both
style and substance. This is a catastrophe."4 Seemingly agreeing with this sentiment, Donald Rumsfeld, the
U.S. secretary of defense, saw German-American relations as "poisoned" and refused to meet with Peter
Struck, his German counterpart, at an international meeting of allied defense ministers in Warsaw shortly
after Schröder's victory.
Whether for opportunistic or other reasons, a change of attitude toward America was becoming apparent in
Germany. Moreover, while Schröder certainly exploited anti-American feelings for his own purposes, he did
not have to newly create them. Such sentiments were there already and, as Henry Kissinger wrote at the time,
may now be a "permanent feature of German politics."5 It did not take long for these sentiments to surface
aggressively under the sanction that the German chancellor's blunt and highly public criticism of the
American president had seemed to give them. In one especially notorious incident, Schröder's justice
minister, Herta Däubler-Gmelin, reportedly compared President Bush's tactics toward Iraq to those of Hitler:
"Bush wants to divert attention from his domestic problems. It's a classic tactic. It's one that Hitler also
used."6 In another instance, Ludwig Stiegler, a member of Parliament from Mr. Schröder's party, likened Mr.
Bush to an imperialist Roman emperor bent on subjugating Germany. (Embarrassed by these incidents,
Schröder relieved both of his colleagues of their jobs in the postelection period, but by then the damage had
already been done.) If further proof were needed that the climate had turned nasty, it was provided by Rudolf
Scharping, Schröder's former defense minister, who reportedly stated, at a meeting in Berlin on August 27,
2002, that President Bush was being encouraged to go to war against Iraq by a "powerful-perhaps overly
powerful-Jewish lobby" in the United States.7 In Scharping's formulation, reminiscent of older, far-right
claims about excessive Jewish power, anti-Americanism and anti-Semitism come together as common
bedfellows.
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Anti-Bush Demonstrations
I was in Berlin on May 22, 2002, when President Bush came for a stay of less than twenty-four hours. It was
his first trip to Germany and followed an earlier visit to the White House by Chancellor Schröder. (As matters
transpired, it was probably to be the last visit to the White House by Schröder or any other German
government official for a long time.) Anti-Bush sentiments, including popular derision of the American
president as an unruly Texas "cowboy," had surfaced long before this visit and intensified notably during the
president's brief stay in Berlin. Ten thousand German police, some in riot gear and backed up by armored
vehicles, were assigned to safeguard him. The center of Berlin was cleared of all traffic, and the area around
the Brandenburg Gate, where the president's hotel was located, was closed off almost entirely.
Public protests began on Tuesday and carried on for two more days. On Wednesday, a crowd estimated at
20,000 was out on the streets, most peacefully demonstrating, but some determined to be more aggressive in
voicing their opposition to the American president. Signs denouncing Bush as a "terrorist" and a
"warmonger" were on display, together with others declaring that "war is terror" and demanding a "stop [to]
Bush's global war." By now, such public displays of oppositional politics had become common fare
throughout Europe and were hardly restricted to Germany. But to be in Berlin at the same time as the
American president and observe that it was deemed necessary to field a small army of German police to
protect him was startling. One is no longer surprised to learn of virulent anti-Americanism in places like
Cairo, Tehran, and Ramallah, but to witness the public torching of America's flag in the capital of a European
country that supposedly is a close ally was disconcerting and brought me to reflect on what was stirring in
Germany to fuel such passions.
German spokesmen took pains at the time to explain that these protests were not directed at America per se or
at the American people but only against specific policies being promoted by President Bush. In part, such
explanations ring true, but only in part. There is widespread dislike of what is commonly denounced as
American "unilateralism" and open displeasure over America's pulling away from international agreements on
the environment, ballistic missiles, trade, and other things. Many West Europeans do not take well to this
American president's personal style any more than they like his policies, and this generation of Germans, in
particular, has been nervous about what they see as his penchant for aggressive use of the military to solve
international problems.
These and a host of other differences had contributed to a widening gap between Washington and Europe-a
"continental drift" that had preceded President Bush's assumption of office, but his coming into power
brought numerous problems to the fore. It was precisely to quiet German nerves on these matters, and
especially on the matter of a possible war with Iraq, that President Bush came to Berlin and addressed the
German Parliament. As one commentator put it at the time, he could not possibly settle people's minds on all
of these issues with even the best of speeches, but he gave a "moving and important speech, if there's anyone
left in Europe to be moved."8
The skepticism in these words is justified, for the more closely one looks at anti-American rhetoric, the more
one sees that it often moves beyond criticism of specific policies to expose envies, fears, and resentments of a
deeper kind. These are not new, and no matter what it is that may prompt them, their recurrence and
exaggerated expression suggest that a cultural repetition compulsion is at play. Consider the following news
items, for instance, taken from the German press:
A cover page of Stern magazine ... showed an American missile piercing the heart of a dove of peace....
Prominent German politicians also freely [have] expressed such attitudes. Oskar Lafontaine, deputy
cochairman of the Social Democratic Party [SPD], called the United States "an aggressor nation." Rudolf
Hartnung, chairman of the youth organization of the SPD, accused the United States of "ideologically inspired
genocide" in Central America, among other places. Another SPD politician, state legislator JŸrgen Busack,
had this to say: "The warmongers and international arsonists do not govern in the Kremlin. They govern in
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Washington. The United States must lie, cheat, and deceive in an effort to thwart resistance to its insane
foreign policy adventures. The United States is headed for war."9
Students of German political history will recognize that, while the language quoted is of a piece with today's
accusatory rhetoric, it actually comes from the Germany of the early 1980s. Some twenty years ago, when
another American president was regularly identified with the Wild West and denounced as a trigger-happy
cowboy, Germany's media and many of its political figures were voicing the same charges against President
Reagan now made against President Bush. The images in both cases were virtually identical: Governed by
political leaders who are not only crude philistines but reckless and aggressive warriors, America is a
menacing country that threatens world peace. It is for this reason that, in confronting German and other
European views of America, one is tempted to consider anti-Americanism not just as a form of cultural and
political criticism but as a form of psychopathology.
Definition of Anti-Americanism
To understand its nature, let's borrow a working definition of anti-Americanism from Paul Hollander's book
on the subject: The term "anti-Americanism," Hollander writes, denotes a "particular mind-set, an attitude of
distaste, aversion, or intense hostility the roots of which may be found in matters unrelated to the actual
qualities or attributes of American society or the foreign policies of the United States. In short, ...
anti-Americanism refers to a negative predisposition, a type of bias which is to various degrees unfounded....
It is an attitude similar to [such other] hostile predispositions as racism, sexism, or anti-Semitism."10
Hollander is correct in recognizing that anti-Americanism implies more than taking a critical view of real
American shortcomings, but rather has an irrational side. It expresses a sharp distrust and dislike not just of
what America sometimes does but of what it is alleged to be-a mighty but willful, arrogant, self-righteous,
domineering, and dangerously threatening power. What we confront here are fantasies that posit an untamed,
ferocious country, unrestrained by moral conscience or international laws-in short, an "American
abomination" or "American peril." Observing that America is sometimes seen in just such terms, Hollander
correctly notes the resemblance of anti-Americanism to other kinds of deeply felt aversions and hostilities,
including those that fuel anti-Semitism. The link between these two biases became evident during my time in
Germany last spring.
George Bush and Ariel Sharon: Parallel Images
One way to observe this linkage is to reflect on the two figures who, more than any others, seem to occupy
the German and general European imagination today as larger-than-life figures of menace: George Bush and
Ariel Sharon. Popular images of the American president as a wild man and a warmonger have already been
cited. As exaggerated as these are, they are at least matched, and sometimes even superceded in their
extremity, by the images projected of Ariel Sharon. Ever since the Israeli prime minister's visit to Jerusalem's
Temple Mount, on September 28, 2000, Sharon has been regularly described in the German media in terms
that demonize him as a "bull," a "bulldozer," a "warmonger," and a "slaughterer." He has been compared to
Hitler and Nero and said to be "Israel's highest-ranking arsonist." Other references peg him as a "political
pyromaniac," an ungainly "old war criminal," a "right-wing extremist," a "warhorse," and "catastrophe
personified." In addition to these epithets, Sharon is frequently referred to in terms of his physical traits and
mocked as being "constipated" and "pot-bellied," a "fat, lonely old man' with the "sluggish gait of an
elephant." He is also described as being "politically deranged" and thirsty for Palestinian blood. (According to
Die Welt, "a lot of blood clings to his hands, starting from his Kibiya days in the 1950s, to Sabra and Shatila,
up to his most recent provocation in the mosque in [September] 2000.") In sum, the Israeli prime minister is
seen as a loathsome monster running amok, the very personification of "the ugly Israeli."
Insofar as Ariel Sharon is seen as representative of his country's Jewish populace, Israeli society too is being
portrayed as implacably brutal and as associated with the rule of war criminals.11 It is little wonder, then, that
Israel has taken on something like pariah status and is sometimes even referred to as "the most hated country
in the world."12
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The distinction of being reviled in such terms is one that Israel shares with only one other country: the United
States of America. The two are now commonly denounced as "outlaw nations" or, in the demonology of
Muslim orators, as "the Great Satan" and "the Little Satan."
German political rhetoric does not generally approach anything so extreme, although the German philosopher
Peter Sloterdijk not long ago named America and Israel as the only two countries today that strike him as
being "rogue states."13 More typically, Germans are content if they feel they have the right to "criticize" Israel.
At the same time, they bristle at the thought that some of the more extreme forms their criticism may take
might themselves be subjected to criticism not to their liking. In the run-up to the German elections in the
spring of 2002, for instance, when the FDP politician JŸrgen Möllemann seemed to lend public sanction to
the murderous assaults of Palestinian suicide bombers against Israeli civilians, Jews in Germany were
troubled. Michel Friedman, a prominent figure in the Jewish community of Frankfurt and the host of a
popular television talk show, was especially sharp in his criticism of Mr. Möllemann, who in turn excoriated
Mr. Friedman, declaring that it was figures like Ariel Sharon and Friedman himself, "with his intolerant and
malicious manner," who provoke anti-Semitism in Germany.14 Although Mr. Möllemann's colleagues in the
FDP were slow to react to these ill-tempered charges, Jews in the country immediately recognized that in
blaming the Jews for anti-Semitism and then complaining that he was being unfairly called to task for doing
so, Möllemann was employing a tactic from the familiar repertoire of anti-Semitic clichés. At about the same
time, Martin Walser, a prominent German writer, published a highly controversial novel, Tod eines Kritikers
("The Death of a Critic"), which liberally exploited this same repertoire by projecting an altogether
contemptible Jew as one of his main characters. Walser's novel was roundly denounced as a "document of
hate" by some critics and defended by others. Before long, a debate about lifting the taboos regarding
criticism of Israel and Jews living in Germany became another in a long series of German debates about
anti-Semitism and the burden of Holocaust memory on postwar German society.15
Pairing America and Israel as Rogue States
To return to Sloterdijk's singling out of America and Israel as rogue states: Pairing the two countries in this
way is hardly new, nor is the temptation to link them as outlaw nations indulged in only by German
intellectuals. Some thirty years ago, the British historian Arnold Toynbee remarked that "the United States and
Israel must be today the two most dangerous of the 125 sovereign states among which the land surface of this
planet is at present partitioned."16 And more recently the British columnist Polly Toynbee, granddaughter of
Arnold, has written that "ugly Israel is the Middle East representative of ugly America."17 Numerous other
references of this kind could be cited as well, linking the Jewish state and the United States as paramount
threats to world peace. The message is unsubtle and can be handily summed up by a few words on a popular
sign-board carried at European peace rallies: "Bush and Sharon, Murderers," or, in a more extreme
formulation of this same charge, "Bush + Sharon = Hitler."
What lies behind these obscenities is worth pondering. The easy application of Nazi-era references to Israel
and America is one of the most repugnant features of present-day anti-Semitic and anti-American rhetoric. It
is also becoming commonplace, and not only in the sensationalizing language of the mob talk that often
accompanies street demonstrations. The Portuguese writer and Nobel Prize laureate José Saramago famously
likened the Israeli siege of Yasir Arafat's compound in the West Bank city of Ramallah to nothing less than
Nazi actions against Jews in Auschwitz.
The Israeli incursion into Jenin, which cost the lives of twenty-three Israeli soldiers while killing some
fifty-two Palestinians, most of them armed fighters, was likened to "Leningrad" and denounced as
"genocide." Others in Europe, mainly on the intellectual left, think in similarly extravagant terms. When they
say "Israeli" or "Jew"-and in the minds of many, the two have become almost one -they are not far from
thinking "oppressor" or "murderer." The shorthand term for this despised type is now "Sharon" or, stated
simply but perversely, "Nazi."
President Bush is similarly branded, his visage adorned with swastikas and his name changed to "George W.
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Hitler." As in the case of the former German Minister of Justice, such coarse semantic switches are now made
all too easily, as if an off-the-cuff association of the president of the United States with the most monstrous
figure in German history were both natural and acceptable.
As Dan Diner has shown convincingly in two recent books on this subject, anti-Americanism has a
well-established history in Germany dating back at least to the nineteenth century. Animated at times by
cultural motives and at other times by political motives, German hostility to America crystallized ideologically
in the early twentieth century as a reaction to modernity itself. Urbanization, commercialization,
secularization, social mobility, mass culture, meritocracy, democracy, feminism-these and other components
of modernity were considered unwelcome encroachments on traditional ways of life. In opposing them,
German critics of the United States tended to conflate fears and resentments regarding America's alleged
imperial hegemony with similar fears regarding imagined Jewish money, power, influence, and control. Diner
quotes Max Horkheimer to this effect: "...everywhere that one finds anti-Americanism, anti-Semitism is also
prevalent." Horkheimer further explains that America is frequently singled out as the scapegoat for a host of
German and general European problems, brought on, at the time he was writing, by "the general malaise
caused by cultural decline." In seeking causes for this malaise, people "find the Americans and, in America
itself, once again the Jews, who supposedly rule America."18
Horkheimer was hardly alone in this analysis. Following the defeat of Germany in World War I, numerous
others expressed anti-American sentiments in ways that directly implicated the Jews. According to Diner:
It became commonplace to characterize America, according to the words of Werner Sombart, as a "state of
Jews" (Judenstaat). In particular after Taft's presidency, this view saw the "Jewish" influence on public life in
the United States as having gained the upper hand. Jews were thought to be pulling the strings in the trade
unions, which were also centers of power and influence. During the war they succeeded in moving into big
capital and supposedly profited substantially from Allied war loans. Jews were also believed to have
considerable intellectual influence. In early nationalist literature, for instance, Wilson's Fourteen Points were
depicted as a product of Jewish minds. The "enslavement" of Germany was also ascribed to the Jews.19
In the aftermath of World War I and into the Nazi period, charges of this kind became prevalent in Germany,
and an ideologically tempered anti-Americanism intimately linked to anti-Semitism became commonplace. It
saw American culture as degenerate, its debased condition a function of Jewish influence. "My feelings
against America are those of hatred and repugnance," Hitler said, "half-Judaized, half-negrified, with
everything built on the dollar."20 Beyond purportedly corrupting culture, however, this presumed Jewish
influence was seen to be everywhere: in the person of Bernard Baruch, Wilson's hand-picked representative
at the Versailles Conference, who was prominently identified as a Wall Street financial magnate who allegedly
had pushed hard for war to advance his personal fortune as well as the aims of Jewish world domination; in
the person of Henry Morgenthau, Roosevelt's secretary of finance during World War II, who was widely seen
as a Jewish avenger out to destroy Germany economically; and other "Jewish" influentials who were regarded
as hostile to German interests, such as New York mayor Fiorello LaGuardia; Felix Frankfurter, the law
professor and Roosevelt confidante; and even President Roosevelt himself, sometimes (mis)identified as
being really named "Rosenfeld." America, in sum, was under a "Jewish dictatorship" and, as such, implacably
anti-German. Indeed, it was the Jews, so the charge went, who forced the United States to enter the war in the
first place.21
Following the defeat of Nazi Germany, blatant conspiracy theories were not commonly voiced in Germany.
Nevertheless, the notion that Jewish "influence"" continued to make itself felt in invidious ways hardly
disappeared, and to this day polls of German public opinion regularly show sizable numbers of Germans
affirming the notion that Jews exercise too much power in world affairs. Jews are believed to do so in their
own right and through their alleged "control" over American foreign policy. For instance, in 1991, prominent
figures on the German left held Jews responsible for the first Persian Gulf war, alleging that the battle was
being waged on Israel's behalf, not Kuwait's. As Sander Gilman summed up the mood at the time, the Gulf
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War "showed how anti-Americanism in Germany and especially anti-Jewish resentment in the peace
movement and among its fellow travelers saw the war as an American/Jewish/Israeli invasion. The virulent
shouts that it was Israel that was causing the Gulf War, rather than Iraqi expansionism, simply echoed the
cries against American imperial hegemony that carried on the anti-Semitic associations of Jew and American
from the nineteenth century."22
A "Cabal" of Neoconservatives
The issues examined here within a German context are now observable on a much broader front, and the
Jews once again have been blamed for propelling America into war in the Persian Gulf. A powerful "cabal"
of American supporters of Israel-Paul Wolfowitz, Richard Perle, Douglas Feith, Elliott Abrams, William
Kristol, and others of the so-called "neoconservative war party"-are said to be shaping American foreign
policy and to have pushed President Bush into attacking Iraq to serve the ends of a stronger Israel. In this
view, President Bush is portrayed as little more than a client of Ariel Sharon, and American national security
interests remain in the grip of the "Zionist lobby" or powerful "East Coast" influentials-code words employed
by writers who seem to believe, but generally will not bring themselves to say outright, that the Jews are
really running America's affairs.
The use of coded language has gone so far that it is no longer unusual for writers who comment on the
neoconservative movement to use the term "neocon" as synonymous with "Jew," excepting those with similar
views who lack Jewish roots. Whenever such inferences are drawn, it is now common to point to "plots"
underway that threaten to steer American policy in the wrong direction-namely, the direction its Jewish
manipulators, and not America's elected officials, would have it go.
Antiwar conservatives like Patrick J. Buchanan espoused conspiracy theories regarding the origins of the war
against Iraq. Buchanan wrote in the American Conservative on March 24, 2003:
Here was a cabal of intellectuals telling the Commander-in-Chief, nine days after an attack on America, that if
he did not follow their war plans, he would be charged with surrendering to terror. ... What these
neoconservatives seek is to conscript American blood to make the world safe for Israel. They want the peace
of the sword imposed on Islam and American soldiers to die if necessary to impose it.23
But it wasn't only right-wingers like Buchanan who claimed that the war served Israel's, not America's,
security objectives. On the left, too, there were those who saw the war as being waged at the behest of Israel
and, more cynically, also in pursuit of American Jewish political support. In writing about the "power" of the
neocons in the New York Review of Books, Elizabeth Drew refers to both of these motives.
Because some-but certainly not all-of the neoconservatives are Jewish and virtually all are strong supporters
of the Likud Party's policies, the accusation has been made that their aim to "democratize" the region is driven
by their desire to surround Israel with more sympathetic neighbors.... But it is also the case that Bush and his
chief political adviser Karl Rove are eager both to win more of the Jewish vote in 2004 than Bush did in 2000
and to maintain the support of the Christian right, whose members are also strong supporters of Israel.24
To those who share these views, the Jewish hand is to be seen virtually everywhere. Robert J. Lieber,
summing up the conspiracy theory in the Chronicle of Higher Education, found that it had many proponents:
A small band of neoconservative (read, Jewish) defense intellectuals, led by the "mastermind," Deputy
Secretary of Defense Paul Wolfowitz (according to Michael Lind, writing in the New Statesman), has taken
advantage of 9/11 to put their ideas over on an ignorant, inexperienced, and "easily manipulated" president
(Eric Alterman in The Nation), his "elderly figurehead" Defense Secretary (as Lind put it), and the "dutiful
servant of power" who is our secretary of state (Edward Said, London Review of Books).25
The tendency to ascribe exaggerated power to Jews in public life is not newÐÐnor is the belief that "Jewish
power" is deployed to achieve Israeli objectives. Here, for instance, is how the historian Perry Anderson puts
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it:
Entrenched in business, government, and media, American Zionism has since the sixties acquired a firm grip
on the levers of public opinion and official policy toward Israel.... The colonists have in this sense at length
acquired something like the metropolitan state-or state within a state-they initially lacked.26
Sentiments of this nature exist among Germans, but they are usually muted, especially with reference to Jews.
With regard to America, the German rhetoric became less inhibited in the time leading up to the invasion of
Iraq. The writer Peter Schneider recently said that he has "never seen so much anti-Americanism in my life,
not in the Vietnam war, never."27
The public voicing of such sentiments regarding both Jews and Americans is by no means confined to
Germany. Abandoning coded language altogether, Tam Dalyell, a member of the British Parliament from the
Labour Party, told an interviewer for Vanity Fair flat out that both Tony Blair and George Bush were "being
unduly influenced by a cabal of Jewish advisers." Never mind that most of George Bush's closest advisers are
Protestants or that most of those helping to guide British Middle East policy are also not Jewish.28 To Mr.
Dalyell and others like him, it has become open hunting season on Jews, and even the suspicion of Jewish
ancestry is enough to inspire wild accusations.
We are living at a time when hostility to America has become almost a worldwide phenomenon, and a
parallel dislike of Israel and distrust of the Jews frequently accompany this hostility. When a member of the
Canadian Parliament can be heard to declare on television, "Damn Americans. I hate those bastards"; when a
French diplomat posted to England is widely quoted as referring to Israel as that "shitty little country" pushing
the world toward war; when a prominent Irish poet denounces Jewish settlers living on the West Bank as
"Nazis [and] racists" who "should be shot dead" and is on record as stating, "I never believed that Israel had
the right to exist at all," we are in a troubled time.29
French Anti-Semitism and Anti-Americanism
Much of the worst of this trouble has taken place over the past two years in France, where anti-Americanism
has become highly vocal in both political and cultural life and anti-Semitism has turned more openly
aggressive than at any time since the end of World War II. These antagonisms reflect a political disposition
toward the Middle East conflict that is highly critical of Israel and also sharply at odds with the United States,
understood to be Israel's guardian. French attitudes toward both countries are often negative. It is small
wonder then that militant members of France's large Muslim communities openly proclaim their hatred of the
United States and regard French Jews as surrogate Israelis whom they feel entitled to abuse at will. Some
have been doing just that, as if the verbal violence against Israel in the French media can be taken as
justification for physical assaults against French Jews.
At the same time, teachers who are prepared to teach about the Holocaust in French classrooms are often
intimidated from doing so by angry Muslim students, some of whom act aggressively to prevent knowledge
of Jewish victimization during World War II from being disseminated in the schools. The subject has fallen
effectively under a taboo, and many of these schools are now almost extraterritorial enclaves.30 The
suppression of this history, together with frequently expressed attitudes of hostility toward Israel, adds to the
unease of Jews in today's France.
Anti-Jewish hostilities began to surge in France in the fall of 2000 and have continued in waves of greater or
lesser virulence to this day. On the night of October 3, 2000, a synagogue in the town of Villepinte, not far
from Paris, was set ablaze. French police at first explained the incident as accidental, but six Molotov
cocktails discovered at the site belied the notion that the building's near destruction was the result of nothing
more than a trash fire.31 Within the next ten days, four more synagogues in the greater Paris area also were
burned, and nineteen Jewish homes and businesses likewise became the target of arson attempts. There have
been hundreds of other assaults against individual Jews and Jewish property throughout France, most of
them perpetrated by young Muslims. In the spring of 2002, the front gates of a synagogue in Lyon were
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intentionally rammed by two cars driven by masked and hooded men, and the synagogue itself was then set
on fire. In April, the Or Aviv Synagogue in Marseilles was torched, and in Toulouse shots were fired at a
kosher butcher shop. A bus carrying Jewish children to the Tiferet Israel School in Sarcelle was stoned;
shortly afterward, the school itself was destroyed by fire; the same happened to the Gan Pardess School in
Marseilles; Molotov cocktails were thrown at a Jewish school in Créteil and at a synagogue in Gargesles-Gonesse; Jewish students have been assaulted at Metro stops in central Paris and subjected to verbal and
physical abuse in schools; Jews walking to synagogue have been variously insulted and harassed; a Jewish
soccer team was roughed up at Bondy, a suburb of Paris; and in March 2003 Jewish teenagers were beaten
with metal bars during antiwar protest marches in the French capital; banners equating Sharon with Hitler and
intermingling the Star of David with the Nazi swastika have become familiar sights at these marches; and at
some, shouts of "Kill the Jews!" can be heard.
French authorities were slow to acknowledge the true character of these outrageous actions and for too long
passed them off as part of a general social unruliness that reigns in France's often destitute immigrant
suburbs. Criminal acts against Jews, in other words, were to be understood as merely part of a more general
phenomenon of heightened criminality in French cities as a whole. Or the anti-Jewish violence was explained
away as part of a "natural" interethnic rivalry, an inevitable spillover onto French shores of the continuing
violence between Arabs and Jews in the Middle East. President Jacques Chirac for a time even insisted,
"There is no anti-Semitism at all in France." Jewish houses of worship were being set on fire, but during the
height of these outrages, neither Chirac nor then Prime Minister Lionel Jospin saw fit to visit the sites of the
desecrated synagogues. (Only later, on the eve of his reelection campaign in the spring of 2002, did the
French president bother to pay a sympathy call to Le Havre, where a small synagogue had been attacked.)
The sheer volume of assaults on Jews and Jewish institutions render such public denial untenable, however,
and in recent months, with the appointment of Nicolas Sarkozy as the new interior minister, a greater resolve
to curb such violence seems in evidence. And well it should, for the dynamic of French anti-Semitism long
ago moved beyond public slurs against Jewish symbols to open aggression against Jews and Jewish property.
Between January and May 2001, more than 300 attacks against Jews took place in France. By the spring of
2003, the number of such hate crimes since January 2001 stood at over 1,000. Marie Brenner, who has
reported on these incidents extensively, notes that in the first three months of 2003 there were already 326
verified reports of anti-Jewish violence in Paris alone. While any analogies to Vichy would be far-fetched, the
social environment has clearly changed for Jews in today's France, and the country no longer seems so
hospitable. As French writer Alain Finkelkraut recently put it, "To their own amazement, [French] Jews are
now sad and scared."32 Some are leaving the country for Israel or are giving serious thought to settling in the
United States or Canada.
The outbreak of violent anti-Semitism in France has occurred at a time when anti-Americanism has also
become a more prominent feature of French political and intellectual life. Hostile attitudes toward America
are not new but have a history in France that dates back to the eighteenth century. The degree of French
antipathy to the United States has heightened in the last few years, however, for reasons that are as much
related to France's ambivalence about its place in the new Europe and its reduced standing in the world as
about real policy differences with America. The latter are not insignificant, as became all too clear in the
diplomatic feud that Paris aggressively waged with Washington during the run-up to the war against Iraq.
However, over and beyond the tensions between the two countries that accompany France's determination to
present itself as a rival power to America in the international arena, the polemical nature of French
anti-Americanism has deeper causes.
The best analysts of this phenomenon are the French themselves, and in the past two years French authors
have produced a number of perceptive books on the obsession with and national disdain for America.
Among the best of these are Philippe Roger's L'Ennemi américain: Généalogie de l'antiaméricanisme français
("The American Enemy: A Genealogy of French Anti-Americanism") and Jean-François Revel's L'Obsession
anti-américaine: Son fonctionnement, ses causes, ses inconséquences ("The Anti-American Obsession: Its
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Functioning, Causes, and Inconsistencies").33 In addition to these studies, there has also been a spate of
books on "Why the Whole World Hates America," which exemplify the very phenomenon that the analytical
studies set out to clarify. The most extreme of these is Thierry Meyssan's L'Effroyable imposture ("The
Frightening Deception"). Its bizarre thesis is that the received accounts of the 9/11 terror attacks are mostly an
American government fabrication; in fact, so Meyssan alleges, the strikes were actually carried out by
reactionary elements of the American military. Yet this outlandish work quickly became a big hit, selling
almost a quarter of a million copies in the first few months of publication. While one would be hard put to
find many serious people in France who would credit Meyssan's argument as plausible, his book's popularity
underscores the basically irrational, but evidently appealing, character of French anti-Americanism.
David Pryce-Jones partly clarifies the psychological grounds of this appeal in commenting on Phillipe Roger's
study: "Since the eighteenth century, the French have been treating America less as a real country than as a
theater in which to work out fears and fantasies of their own."34 Or, in the words of Roger himself, "We
keep creating a mythological America in order to avoid asking ourselves questions about our real
problems."35
Why Anti-Americanism Functions Like Anti-Semitism
Anti-Americanism, in this understanding, clearly has some benefits for those who embrace it. It
functions as both a distraction and a relief, diverting attention from issues that can be divisive within
French society: ongoing economic concerns, political discord, the challenges of absorbing large and
still growing immigrant populations, and vexed questions of national identity in a society rapidly
becoming more diverse in its ethnic, racial, and religious makeup. To one degree or another, many
European countries have problems of this nature, but not all of them look to place the blame for their
troubles on America. To the degree that France does, it gains neither credit nor effective help. Far
from being an efficient way to engage real problems, anti-Americanism is no more than a trumped-up
means of diverting attention from them.
Seen in this light, anti-Americanism functions in much the same way that anti-Semitism has over the
centuries-as a convenient focus for discontents of many different kinds and a ready-made explanation
of internal weaknesses, disappointments, and failures. It is, in short, both fraudulent and
counterproductive.
The French writer Pascal Bruckner precisely captures the self-deluding nature of anti-Americanism
and sees its link to anti-Semitism: "We delight in casting all our sins onto this ideal scapegoat,
because everything that goes wrong in the world can be laid at Washington's door. In the imagination
of many intellectuals and political leaders, America plays the role the Jews once did in National
Socialist demonology."36
If hostility to America were confined to the French elites that Bruckner singles out, it would be bad
enough, but there is evidence that anti-Americanism is now broadly shared by the French public at
large. At the height of the war against Iraq, for instance, Le Monde published the results of a poll that
showed 30 percent of the French actually wanted Iraq, and not the coalition led by America, to win the
war.37 This view is of a piece with notions, also broadly held in France and elsewhere, that between
George Bush and Saddam Hussein, it was the American president who was the more menacing figure
and the greater threat to world peace. Such judgments are less political in nature than pathological, but
they can take on a political resonance of a harmful kind. In light of such extreme prospects, Bruckner
concludes: "It is hard to tell what is most hateful in present-day anti-Americanism: the stupidity and
bitterness it manifests or the willing servitude that it presupposes toward a superiority it denounces....
The time for being anti-American has passed."38
One can only voice a hearty "amen" to Bruckner's words and add to them the wish that the time for
being hateful to Jews might also quickly pass. Unfortunately, though, most of the signs point to an
increase rather than a lessening of anti-American and anti-Semitic hostilities. Indeed, many of the
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same kinds of developments described within the borders of Germany and France have been
occurring across much of Europe over the past two years or so and show no signs of diminishing.
According to a recent report, the number of anti-Semitic attacks in Great Britain increased by 75
percent during the first three months of 2003.39 There has also been a rise of such incidents in the
Netherlands, Belgium, Italy, the former Soviet Union, and elsewhere. In all of these countries,
anti-American resentments have surfaced alongside resentments of Israel, and allegations are
commonly made that "Zionist interests" and the "Jewish lobbies" are working manipulatively behind the
scenes to the detriment of the world order.
In an especially irresponsible display of such accusations, the New Statesman of London on January
14, 2002, ran a cover displaying a gold Star of David piercing the British Union Jack over the caption
"A Kosher Conspiracy?" Similarly vicious graphics have appeared in newspapers and journals
elsewhere in Europe. Almost everywhere, the passions that give rise to regular denunciations of Israel
and conspiratorial charges against the Jews are blended with sentiments that British writer Michael
Gove says produce "myths of America the Hateful." "Yankee-phobia," as Gove calls it, and
Judeophobia have now coalesced, and what they have produced is not good: "Both America and
Israel were founded by peoples who were refugees from prejudice in Europe. Europe's tragedy is that
prejudice has been given new life, in antipathy to both those states."40
Who Is an Anti-Semite?
What has brought us to such a sorry moment, how long it is likely to last, and what its consequences
may be are matters that deserve serious reflection. Yet not everyone agrees that Europe is witnessing
a serious increase in hostility to either Jews or America. The former, it is argued, is an unpleasant but
limited affair, carried out mostly by disaffected Muslim immigrants, who are themselves subjected to
acts of racial hatred and discrimination. What Jews label as anti-Semitism is something that really
does not exist in Europe in any substantial way, but whose "purported existence is being cynically
manipulated by some in the Israeli government to try to silence debate about the policies of the Sharon
government."41 In this view, the Jews are seeking to squelch criticism of Israeli actions against the
Palestinians by putting those who make such criticisms beyond the pale. In the words of one British
commentator, "Criticize Israel and you are an anti-Semite just as surely as if you were throwing paint
at a synagogue in Paris."42 To cite the words of another, Timothy Garton Ash, "Pro-Palestinian
Europeans [are] infuriated by the way criticism of Sharon is labeled anti-Semitism."43 Those who are
so accused, the argument goes, then turn against their accusers and brand them as media
manipulators working on behalf of the "Jewish lobby" to advance Jewish and Israeli interests.
This is a vexed and increasingly contentious issue. No one likes to be called an anti-Semite, and no
one should be called an anti-Semite who is not one. At the same time, anti-Semites exist, and their
words and actions cause great harm. It should come as no surprise, then, that Jews who are alert to
the resurgence of anti-Jewish hostilities in Europe are naturally concerned and are not reluctant to call
attention to them. They understand that Israel, like all states, makes its share of mistakes and should
not be immune from criticism. At the same time, legitimate criticism of Israeli policies sometimes
escalates into condemnation of Israel as an entity. Especially on the left, the European debate about
the Arab-Israeli conflict has taken on the character of a polemic about the Zionist project itself and
calls into question the moral standing of the Jewish state and sometimes even its right to exist. At its
furthest extreme, such "criticism" of Israel amounts to a rejection of Israel, mirrored in the vilification of
the Israeli prime minister as a "war criminal" comparable to Milosevic and of the Israeli people as
latter-day fascists or Nazis. In the Muslim world, these views are standard fare, but they show up in
Europe as well. To call them anti-Semitic is to call them by their proper name.
On another level, the European media debate about Israel is less crude and not necessarily hostile in
tone, but its obsessional quality and its espousal by people who focus their criticism almost exclusively
on Israel and show little interest in injustice elsewhere in the world raise questions of another kind.
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Shalom Lappin, a professor at King's College, London, has written about this phenomenon in an
especially perceptive way and comes to conclusions that are sobering. After making the by-now ritual
acknowledgment that not all criticism of Israel is unfair, he demonstrates that a lot of European
commentary is in fact excessive, historically inaccurate, and distorted by ideological prejudices:
A large part of the contemporary European left has inherited the liberal and revolutionary antipathy
toward a Jewish collectivity, with Israel becoming the focus of this attitude. While acculturated
intellectuals and progressive Jewish activists are held in high esteem, a Jewish country is treated as
an illegitimate entity not worthy of a people whose history should have taught them the folly of
nationalism. The current intifada is regarded as decisively exposing the bankruptcy not so much of a
policy of occupation and settlement, but of the very idea of a Jewish polity.44
In other words, the arguments that some of Israel's most determined critics now pose are no longer
about 1967 and political issues involving territories that Israel has held since the Six-Day War, but
about 1948 and existential issues involving the fundamental right of the Jews to a state of their own.
Hostility to Israel along these lines, in sum, is the result of a basic failure to reconcile with the idea of
Jewish political independence and national sovereignty. Such opposition was prominent in some
circles prior to the establishment of the Jewish state. No less a figure than Karl Marx, for example,
famously held that a "state which presupposes religion is not yet a true, real state" and that "the
political emancipation of the Jew ... is the emancipation of the state from Judaism."45 But the
reappearance of this idea after more than half a century of Jewish statehood is astonishing. Lappin
correctly claims that attitudes of this kind render illicit any idea of the Jewish people as a nation.
Deeply rooted in both religious and secular European culture, as well as in the Islamic world, such
attitudes represent an aversion to the idea of Jewish empowerment itself and, in essence, delegitimize
the State of Israel in its present configuration. Most Jews would see the public voicing of such an
aversion as inherently anti-Semitic. But whatever one calls the propagation of such ideas is less
important than the recognition of their fundamentally hostile character. Not to see them for what they
are and not to resist them would be to live in denial, a luxury that Jews, of all people, cannot afford.

Denial of Anti-Americanism
Just as there are those who deny that anti-Semitism exists, there are also those who deny that
anti-Americanism exists. They stress that the world publicly expressed its sympathy for America in the
immediate aftermath of the September 11, 2001, terrorist strikes against New York and Washington, and they
claim America has squandered the goodwill it enjoyed at the time through its arrogant and ill-conceived
policies in the international arena.
It is true that large numbers of people in many countries displayed solidarity with America following the
shocks of 9/11, a solidarity they evidently could express readily so long as they perceived Americans to be
victims. (As Pascal Bruckner reminds, us, though, "By the evening of September 11, a majority of our
citizens, despite their obvious sympathy for the victims, were telling themselves that the Americans had it
coming."46) At times, the world's sympathy has also flowed toward the Jews, when it has been perceived that
they, too, have been victimized. Assertions of American or Jewish strength, however, seem to quickly
neutralize these benevolent reactions and turn them into their opposite.
Some of what animates anti-Americanism and anti-Semitism, in other words, is distrust of American and
Jewish power and the fear that such power will be used in menacing ways. "The American administration is
now a bloodthirsty wild animal," declared British playwright Harold Pinter, long before a drop of blood was
spilled in the second Gulf War; 47 and, similarly, bloodthirsty behavior was also widely attributed to Ariel
Sharon. In both cases, it is the specter of the unrestrained use of force that seems to generate such concerns.
They are heightened many times over when the Jews are imagined to be the ones who actually control such
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might and can unleash it anytime, against anyone, and in unpredictable ways. In a climate of such exaggerated
feeling, restraints on political rhetoric fall away. So an American congressman, Representative James Moran,
Democrat of Virginia, charges in public, "If it were not for the strong support of the Jewish community for
this war with Iraq, we would not be doing this. The leaders of the Jewish community are influential enough
that they could change the direction of where this is going, and I think they should."48 An American poet,
Amiri Baraka, links Israel to the terrorist attacks against the World Trade Center, alleging that the Jews had
advance warning of what was coming on September 11 and stayed home from work in the Twin Towers on
that day; and various people throughout the world indulge in the fantasy that the space shuttle Columbia
disaster was actually the work of "a secret Jewish-Israeli conspiracy."49 As evidenced by these and other
similarly wild charges, conspiracy theories about the pernicious effects of American-Jewish "power" seem
widespread.
As already noted, some of what drives this lunacy may be fear, but analysts of anti-Americanism and
anti-Semitism also recognize other factors at work. Writing shortly after 9/11, the British historian Bernard
Wasserstein noted:
A century ago, anti-Semitism was called "the socialism of fools." Now something similar threatens to become
rampant: anti-Americanism. Psychologically, it fulfills some of the same functions as anti-Semitism. It gives
vent to a hatred of the successful, and is fueled by envy and frustration.... Like historical anti-Semitism, [antiAmericanism] transcends ideological barriers and brings together economic, social, religious, and national
animosities in a murderous brew.50
The brew is a poisonous one, mixing such noxious ingredients as classical anti-Semitic blood libel charges
and conspiracy theories about a Jewish drive for world domination with annihilationist rhetoric, directed
against both Israel and America. As part of this destructive mix, Hitler-era language, as we have seen, is often
used to smear the American president and the Israeli prime minister, and Holocaust denial also sometimes
figures in. In such a climate, Jews are regularly denounced as "Zionist pigs" and Americans as rapacious
thugs and murderers. In general, when Jews are now demonized, anti-American charges are likely to
proliferate as well. It is a heady combination, especially in the Muslim world, where the language of violence
has helped to unleash the most destructive forces aimed at those who are routinely condemned as "the
enemies of Islam"-preeminently "Crusaders" (Americans) and "Jews."51
In analyzing this situation, Josef Joffe, editor of the prominent German newspaper Die Zeit, finds a number
of common links:
Images that were in the past directed against the Jews are now aimed at the Americans: the desire to rule the
world; the allegation that the Americans, like the Jews in the past, are invested only in money and have no
real feeling for culture or social distress. There are also some people who connect the two and maintain that
the Jewish desire to rule the word is being realized today ... by the "American conquest."
Joffe also sees envy as a factor contributing to a common hostility against Americans and Jews:
They are the two most successful states in their surroundings-the U.S. in global surroundings, and Israel in
the Middle East. Israel is in fact a constant reminder to the Arab world of its failure in economic, social,
political, and gender-related development. So much so that it is difficult to decide whether the Jews are hated
because of their close alliance with the U.S., or whether the U.S. is hated because of its alliance with the
Jews.52
To many, Americans and Jews are not only paired but are now virtually interchangeable as targets of a
common hostility. During the Nazi period, a popular slogan clearly identified the source of Germany's
troubles: "The Jews are our misfortune." Today it is the Americans who are the focus of such an exaggerated
grievance. But the Jews have hardly disappeared. Rather, negative images of them have blended with negative
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images of Americans, and the two together-symbolized by the ubiquitous bogeymen, "Bush and Sharon"-are
commonly denounced in a single breath. Indeed, in France one now finds the new coinage "Busharon" to
designate this invented ogre. As a French Jewish woman recently put it, "When they say 'America' they think
'Israel,' and when they think 'Israel,' they think 'Jewish.'"53
Fantasies and their Antidotes
Or, one could say more accurately, they don't think at all. For what I have been describing has very little to
do with real Americans and real Jews and points instead to largely phantasmagoric figures that inhabit the
heads of growing numbers of people throughout the world. In confronting the passions that fuel
anti-Americanism and anti-Semitism, in other words, we enter the realm of symbolic identities and see mostly
spectral figures-imagined Americans, imagined Jews.
A phenomenon as widespread and intensely animated as this one is not likely to soon pass from the scene.
The branding of the United States and Israel as outlaw nations is a serious matter, and the political,
ideological, and religious passions that give rise to such hostility will not quickly dissipate. Writing in 1985,
years before the American-led wars in the Persian Gulf, Stephen Haseler predicted: "Anti-Americanism is
here to stay, as long as the United States retains its powerful role on the world stage." Since it is unlikely that
America will soon reduce its power or the reach of its global presence, it is also unlikely that opposition to it
will lessen; on the contrary, it is likely to only increase. Some fifteen years ago, Haseler, in fact, accurately
predicted the present moment with uncanny insight:
The United States will continue to be isolated at the United Nations; anti-American protests and rioting will
increase; tensions within America's alliance systems will continue; and a powerful intellectual and emotional
critique of the direction of American foreign and defense policy can be expected at home.54
The new era ushered in by the terror attacks of 9/11 was not in sight when Haseler offered this view, but
otherwise his prognosis is accurate.
As to what might be done to counter such developments, the best antidote to anti-American animosities,
Haseler avers, is not a lessening of American power and resolve but the opposite-a reassertion of American
strength and self-confidence. Such assertions of national will were marshaled impressively in the war against
Iraq, and yet it is precisely the projection of such power that unnerves people abroad and contributes to their
wariness of the United States. Ironically, therefore, while it may be true that nothing succeeds like success,
success American-style seems to have the unintended consequence of provoking the kinds of fear and
resentment that help to foster anti-American sentiments.
As for antidotes to anti-Semitism, these are harder to identify, largely because anti-Jewish passions have been
around for so long and are energized today on so many different fronts. In the Muslim world, Jew-hatred is
now pervasive, but in Europe and elsewhere, anti-Semitisms of every imaginable kind-political, social,
cultural, theological, economic-are no longer held in check by the taboos that have restrained them in recent
years but circulate openly and broadly. Judeophobias are so many and various today, in fact, that a full
taxonomy would require a large book. The reemergence of such hostility has come as a shock, especially to
those who have thought that the scandal of the Holocaust was so great as to inhibit public manifestations of
anti-Jewish feelings for generations to come. In fact, though, that sense of the scandalousness of the
Holocaust has greatly weakened over the years or been perversely transferred to Israel, which is repeatedly
accused of resembling a Nazi state for its allegedly "genocidal" treatment of the Palestinians, who have been
elevated to supreme victim status as the "new Jews."
Among the many pernicious elements in the repertoire of anti-Semitic stereotypes, the inversion and
manipulation of the Holocaust is potentially the most lethal. For those intent on usurping the history of Jewish
suffering and mobilizing it against the Jewish state are also intent on bringing about the end of that state by
delegitimizing the very ground of its existence. If, after all, there really is no difference between Israelis and
Nazis, then Israel itself has no moral basis for continuing. That is what the sinister equation "Sharon = Hitler"
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really means. Adding the name of the president of the United States to this formula, as in the vile epithet at
the beginning of this essay, only deepens the aggression and adds to the challenges that we face in a world in
which anti-Semitism, a notoriously light sleeper, is now awake and stirring and has been joined by a
resurgent anti-Americanism. Neither is new, but their convergence is potent and the obsessive focus of so
much of their negative energies on Israel and on America as a faithful ally of Israel is ominous. Unless they
are effectively checked, the two together will influence the condition of life for Americans and Jews in the
years ahead in ways that will not be easy for either.
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