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Introduction
by Stephen Pollard

The European Institute for the Study of Contemporary Antisemitism (EISCA) began life in 2007,

but our public launch was in July 2008 with a lecture in the House of Commons by the Minister

for Europe Jim Murphy. Mr Murphy’s words were so compelling – and important – that they

merited not only this extended reproduction in essay form, but also the responses of five writers,

each of whom brings a distinctive perspective to the issue of contemporary antisemitism.

Although Jim Murphy is a Labour minister, the first commentary is by a former leader of the

Conservative party. Decent men and women of all parties are keen to join the fight against bigotry

wherever it resides.There are antisemites in all parties and none, and from all religions and none.

That is why there is a need for a body such as EISCA in the 21st century.The oldest hatred it may

be, but it is still – in places – thriving. If we are to keep it in check, let alone defeat it, we have first

to understand it: its roots, its spread and its attractions.

But EISCA hopes to be about more than just reacting to antisemitism.Why, for example, does it

thrive on some campuses but not on others? What are the lessons to be learned? Where does

criticism of Israel stop and antisemitism start? What is the role of antisemitism in the modern threat

posed to Western civilization itself ? These, and many other such questions, are the issues with

which EISCA will deal.You can follow our work at www.eisca.eu.

For this, our first publication, I thank Jim Murphy for the time and thought he gave to his talk,

and also the five distinguished figures who have given their responses to his words.

Stephen Pollard

Chairman, EISCA
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Countering Antisemitism
by Minister for Europe, Jim Murphy MP 

Thank you for inviting me to give the inaugural lecture for the European Institute for the Study

of Contemporary Antisemitism. I am delighted to see so many familiar faces and I look forward to

having a conversation on the issues this think-tank was created to explore. As we have heard,

EISCA has emerged out of a sense of frustration about the lack of systematic research and academic

input in this country, and across Europe, surrounding the debate on how to tackle antisemitism.

While there may be a certain knowledge gap in this sense, by contrast we know that Europe is

possibly the most tolerant of all continents today. And as history reminds us, this disposition has

been hard-won, born of tectonic struggles between tolerance on the one hand and racial, religious

and ethnic hatreds on the other.

We also recognise that European antisemitism is anything but a new phenomenon. It relies on, and

is informed by, complex and sometimes mutually contradictory typologies. Hence when launching

this research institute it is important to reflect on the perception and portrayal of the Jew both as

weak and inferior – and simultaneously as destructive and all-powerful.

So embedded in the collective imagination are these ideas that we have to remind ourselves that

even thinkers such as French socialist Christian Wilhelm Dohm articulated and reinforced a

common perception on the eve of the French revolution that the Jews were indeed inferior but

could be changed for the better. Within a kindred political camp was the French scientist and

revolutionary thinker Joseph Fourier, who malevolently asked: “Are the Jews not the leprosy and

the perdition of the body politic?” In short, the Jews were portrayed as a member of an incurable,

parasitical sect.

Yet paradoxically – and uniquely – Jews simultaneously have been fitted with an alter-image of

omnipotence, a canard that emerged from the Middle Ages and was subsequently released into the

modern world via the most influential and virulent of calumnies known as the Protocols of the

Learned Elders of Zion.Then, as now, the myriad theories of antisemitism served utilitarian purposes,

as Jews were blamed for many of the European conflicts including the First and Second World

Wars. Even during the Boer War in South Africa, influential voices in England accused the

government of pandering to Jewish gold mine owners in South Africa as the rationale for this

country’s intervention there. Elsewhere and more insidiously still, during the Russian civil war Jews

were interchangeably portrayed as being both behind the revolution as well as fomenting counter-

revolutionary subterfuge – a motif that echoed throughout the Russian revolution, Soviet

totalitarianism and the steady stream of propaganda equating Zionism with Nazism and racism that

emanated from the Stalinist years.

This adaptable, utilitarian function is one factor that distinguishes antisemitism from the
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discriminatory instincts and violent actions against other faiths, including Muslims in the Balkans in

recent times and Roman Catholics in Great Britain and in Ireland. In reflecting on this theme we

should also remember that some historians argued that at least part of the motivation for a creation

of a British empire was to establish a godly Protestant empire to rival the continental Catholic ones.

AN AGE-OLD, ADAPTABLE AND UTILITARIAN HATRED
In addressing you my contention is not that Jews alone have been singled out in history for

discrimination.What distinguishes antisemitism from other group hatreds is that it both predates

and has outlived many – if not all – other reactionary instincts.

Antisemitism also possesses what appears to be an almost singular capacity to attract divergent

philosophies in order to legitimise it. This includes the extremes of both Left and Right as well as

from other faiths.

The extreme Right, such as the BNP and NF, has at least two ways to rationalise its stand. First is

the tangible hatred of  ‘the other’ – be it the Jew or Muslim or anyone different. Every society has

its ‘other’ – individuals or communities that are visibly, culturally, ethnically or religiously different

and who, by virtue of combination and proportion, give communities their unique character.

For long periods in Europe Jews constituted the only substantial ‘other’ in many countries. But the

hard Right has constructed a belief in its own supremacy exclusively by demonising others with

such a twisted logic that they shape their identity by what they are not. And both historians and

psychologists alike will tell you that an identity based on what you are not is weak, fragile and will

inevitably lead towards destructive competition and conflict. The Jewish community, which was

repeatedly excluded from societies as a pollutant and contaminator through the ages, understands

only too well how powerful this destructive and demonising myth of the ‘other’ can be.

A second motivator of the extreme Right is even more pliant and utilitarian. It is also a component

which they happen to share with a tiny minority on the revolutionary left. I’m speaking of the

conspiracy theory of influence. Thankfully this is not a majoritarian view. It is only for a tiny

minority that anti-Israelism assumes an air of antisemitism. But I want to be clear – very clear this

evening – being critical of Israel in no way makes you antisemitic any more than Zionism equals

racism.

So in addition to the antisemitic instincts of the political extremes, there is also of course an

antisemitic worldview that permeates radical and extremist thinking in the Islamic world, with

President Ahmadinejad of Iran being its highest profile – but by no means exclusive – proponent.

Sections of the Islamic media tolerate, and on occasion advocate, antisemitism. This is then

broadcast around the world. Indeed it can be argued that Europe, which traditionally exported

antisemitism, is now a net importer of it.

Perhaps the most emblematic claim of this antisemitic source is that no Jews died on 9/11 because

no Jews reported for work that day and because the attacks, of course, were organised by the Jews.

3
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LEGISLATIVE RESPONSES
What is critical for our understanding both antisemitism’s reach and our response to it, is the fact

that there are very many brave Muslims who stand up against this tyranny of stupidity.The work

of the Political Council for Coexistence, founded by Prince Hassan of Jordan and Lord Janner, is

but one important example. But more can, and should be done.

This is why I believe it is important that the government passed key legislation in the Racial and

Religious Hatred Act of 2006, making it an offence to use threatening words or behaviour with

the intention of stirring up hatred against groups because of their religious belief or lack of

religious belief. Christians and Muslims, for example, are therefore now afforded protection against

those who seek to stir up hatred against them. For many years the courts had already ruled that

Jews and Sikhs, amongst other groups, were covered by this definition and thereby were afforded

the same protection.

Unfortunately, however, the more we reflect on history the more we see that while we may be able

to read the lessons of the past, we have not fully learned them. Human beings still seem capable of

great inhumanity to their fellow human beings. Rwanda proves that. This became clear when I

visited Sarajevo recently – a city decimated by 44 months of an ethnic siege whose very name

should still shame the international community.

So in this context a fair question for you all this evening to ask is what is the British government

doing about this? What are our efforts focused upon? The British government is amongst the most

acutely aware of its responsibilities of perhaps any government in the world. Not only is HMG

providing some financing for the work of this new think-tank in the form of an upcoming report

on antisemitic discourse commissioned by the Department of Communities and Local

Government, but we are fully committed to supporting EISCA here this evening.

From our perspective, it is an excellent way in which we can have an independent, London-based

body to draw advice from.We all know that research and statistics on antisemitism in Europe, and

racism more broadly, remains poor. We think there is real scope for this organisation EISCA to

make a difference – including with the EU Fundamental Rights Agency (FRA) – which

experiences difficulties in collecting data.

Our commitment is absolute. That is the reason why we welcomed the report of the All-Party

Parliamentary Inquiry into Antisemitism and its important recommendations to the police, the

Home Office, government departments, schools and universities on steps to take to monitor

antisemitism to better reduce its levels.

In particular, the report calls for further research on the correlation between conflict in the Middle

East and attacks on the Jewish community.And that All-Party report is an exceptionally important

piece of research, firstly because of the quality of the work and the exceptional cross-party

cooperation that took place in bringing it about.
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THE ALL-PARTY PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY MODEL
But more important perhaps than the quality of the All-Party Inquiry’s contribution is its locus.

This kind of structure is, I believe, exactly where practical work on antisemitism needs to be

carried out, creating a framework that helps keep political partisanship at bay, and allowing elected

officials to see the problem as much as possible as it really is.What emerges is an unquestioning

cross-party consensus about a determination to do more to challenge this age-old hatred.

Admittedly there are gaps when it comes to the wider scope that the report speaks of, combined

with the need for research that prompted the creation of EISCA.We need to be much better at

collecting statistics on antisemitic incidents throughout Europe.And we need to be much better at

examining those strategies that have been forged and proven effective on a legislative and

educational level for the purposes of stemming its tide.

It is widely acknowledged that the UK, unlike many European countries, has an excellent track

record of collecting statistics on antisemitic incidents. In my humble view it is time for members

of the European Union to fulfil their responsibilities in this area as well.They promised to do so

at the Berlin conference on antisemitism in 2004 and too many of them have failed to do so. In

the ensuing interval their pledge to make good on these and similar commitments is long overdue.

There can be unintended consequences in having well-developed reporting systems, however.

A paradoxical result of the UK’s ability to assiduously collect and monitor antisemitic incidents –

as highlighted by the work of the Community Security Trust – is that it allows some observers to

come to the conclusion that the situation in the UK on antisemitism is much worse than in most

other countries, particularly in Europe.

As it happens, the negative perceptions that come from a good monitoring system on antisemitism

became crystal clear to me during a meeting I had in New York with the leadership of America’s

major Jewish organisations. I hope that I was able to persuade them that the position in the UK is

undoubtedly better than in most countries.

The UK All-Party Inquiry into Antisemitism recommended that the FCO should report to

parliament on far Right activity and work to convince foreign governments to monitor and take

action against antisemitic internet web sites. It asked – by way of actions, not simply words – that

the FCO give full support to international organisations such as OSCE, the EU and the Council

of Europe and to update MPs regularly on progress in the UK, not in declarations against

antisemitism, but effectiveness in implementing the Berlin declarations.

The All-Party Inquiry report also recommended convening an international conference on

antisemitism. I am pleased to confirm again this evening that the UK government will jointly host

the first-ever international conference on antisemitism for parliamentarians from around the world.

This conference will take place in February of next year, and is being organised jointly between

the government and the All-Party Inquiry Group of Members of Parliament.
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AN EXEMPLAR OF PUBLIC DIPLOMACY
But the All-Party report has further potential in terms of the way it can impact a wider

international audience.

One reason for my recent trip to America was to launch a collection of essays on modern public

diplomacy1. A central thesis that I and others make in this book is that while traditional public

diplomacy will always play a leading role in governmental affairs, it is woefully inadequate in terms

of bringing about real change. If we truly want to advance our policy priorities in the international

arena we need to go beyond our traditional engagement with foreign governments. And that

means increasingly finding effective ways of interacting with citizens and organisations outside of

governmental circles where the true stakeholders can be found and where the real sources of power

in so many of the world’s capitals resides.

This is particularly challenging in countries where the aspirations of democracy have not yet been

fulfilled and where the gradual shift towards the empowerment of citizens is dependent on locating

a country’s true sources of influence and agents for change. In the past, British ambassadors tended

to focus a sizeable segment of their diplomatic activity around the dinner tables in smart houses in

big cities. But as we have seen, increasingly those with influence actually can be found in the slums,

in business districts or in NGOs.These are the realities that it is important for government to be

aware of.

The All-Party Inquiry report can be seen as exemplar of such modern public diplomacy.Think of

it: non-government officials are able to come together and set aside whichever disagreements they

have on other important issues in order to engage with politicians from all over the world and to

persuade them to be more robust in responding to antisemitism.As a result, politicians can in turn

be empowered to persuade their respective governments to take action in a more effective way

than had the initiative been top-down and government-driven.

This means that we need to expand our basic understanding of diplomacy to one that includes and

embraces education, which, on reflection is the smartest investment we can ever make.That is why

I am proud to be a part of a government that sees to it that maintained schools in England have a

statutory duty to promote community cohesion.

A key strategy for doing that is through school linking – by giving children the skills, knowledge

and the opportunities to learn about diversity.This is why we have provided £2 million in funding,

supported by a £1 million donation from the Pears Foundation to help bring that about.

In addition to that there is a remarkable amount of work that is taking place in so many schools

across the country in raising the level of antisemitism-awareness and seeking ways to alleviate it –

work I had the opportunity to see myself.
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COUNTERING ANTISEMITISM: 
LESSONS FROM TEACHING THE HOLOCAUST 
When dealing with these issues it is important to note that we sometimes correctly focus on those

areas with great cultural diversity or population centres with people from enormously divergent

backgrounds and personal histories. And yet we also sometimes forget how effective a role

educating youngsters about prejudice and group-hatred can be in smaller communities. Not long

ago I had the opportunity to travel to the Western Isles – an area so far-removed that it might as

well be Norway in the popular consciousness.

The community is so small they have but one primary school. But do you know what display they

had? It was a display on antisemitism – its origins, its consequences and its lessons. It had models

of Auschwitz-Birkenau and it had personal reflections of survivors of the Shoah.And for me it was

simply remarkable to visit this island way off in the north-west of Scotland and find that this was

the one project they were studying.

So I think that while we can all get frustrated about the degree to which we are able to teach the

younger generations the lessons of history in a way that we don’t repeat the mistakes of the past,

it is important to take instruction and inspiration from this smallest community on the west

geographic periphery of the United Kingdom in reinforcing the ethos of tolerance and what the

Chief Rabbi calls the dignity of difference.

Visits to Auschwitz-Birkenau organised by the Holocaust Educational Trust (HET) and funded at

least in part by the British government is another important way in which we learn the history of

the past.And as a Scot it's disappointing to me – and I hope no-one takes offence at this – that the

SNP government in Edinburgh has failed to match the UK government's funding to enable

Scottish school students to make those visits in the future.

I myself have helped organise such visits from Scotland along with HET. Many of you may have

been on these visits. My reflection on such events has been seminal. Time and again I watch as

boisterous teenagers board the flight to Poland in the morning reading celebrity magazines, talking

sports and gossiping about their weekend plans.Twelve hours later they board the flight home mute

– and changed. Many describe it as the most important day of their young lives.

One of the visits that I helped organise involved a group of young Muslim men. They were

humbled by the occasion and said – and this sticks with me as well – that some of their friends

had told them that the story of the Holocaust was exaggerated.

After that visit they vowed they would never allow that lie to be told and go unchallenged again.

One way of helping guarantee that is to understand the way in which the Holocaust is taught in

this country has much improved over the years. If there is anything HET has done to a remarkable

extent it is to remove the mistaken focus that sees it as an event.The Holocaust was many things,

but it was not an event. It was the culmination of a process – one that remains regrettably relevant
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in a contemporary context. And it is the very decontextualisation of the Holocaust from this

historical dynamic that we need to be perpetually vigilant against, especially as it recedes from

living memory.

So in addition to the continued support for the "Lessons from Auschwitz" project, we have

committed to match fund this £250,000 per year from The Pears Foundation for three years.

My final point is that this formal and informal education is more important with every day that

passes since the events of the Shoah.

I think in my own constituency where, 11 years ago when I was elected to parliament, I had the

honour of getting to know and become friends with perhaps six survivors.These days, due to the

natural passage of time, I'm only aware of having a deep friendship with just one survivor.

But education in itself is not enough. Of course it is essential for undermining any mass movement

based on antisemitism. But we should always remember and reflect on the fact that some of the

most visceral antisemites are also amongst the most educated of our population.That is why the

Racial and Religious Hatred Act of 2006 is so important. It serves as the crucial underpinning to

all our educational efforts.

Looking back it is understandable that good people of conscience reasonably expected that

antisemitism, having reached its catastrophic nadir at the gates bearing “Arbeit macht frei”, would

also end there. After all, how could a sentiment that led to such industrialised mass murder ever

survive another day? But it has, and as we shamefully admit, antisemitism in words or in action

scars this interconnected world every day.

It is precisely because of this globalised environment, where the pace of political, cultural and

technological change is unprecedented, that we need to keep pace with the metamorphoses taking

shape for this oldest of group hatreds. One only has to track the internet to witness how quickly

antisemitism can morph to fit new situations and advance malignant aims.An overriding force for

the good, worldwide communications at the same time provide an unprecedented means of

instantaneous worldwide exchange of the latest supposed proof of a Jewish conspiracy from the

Left or Right or from Islamist extremists.Yet they provide us with an unprecedented – and as yet

untapped – opportunity which we should exploit to the full.

With tonight and the launch of this institute as a potential landmark in Europe’s efforts to

challenge antisemitism, I am proud on behalf of the government to be with you this evening.

Thank you very much.

8
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Responses

NO TIME FOR COMPLACENCY: BRITAIN MUST LEAD FROM THE FRONT
Rt Hon Iain Duncan Smith

Conservative MP for Chingford and Woodford Green

Jim Murphy's speech on countering Antisemitism was a useful insight into government thinking

and a display of leadership. It might surprise people to know there is much in it on which we agree.

Any differences we may have are not based on partisan rivalry but a passion on both parts to reach

further and achieve more.This is of vital importance.When parliament shows a united front on

issues as important as this one then it sends an unambiguous signal to government, civil servants

and civic society that although the politicians may chop and change, our resolve to combat

antisemitism is real and backed up by backbench colleagues not the normal backbiting.

The Europe Minister's kind works about the All-Party Parliamentary Inquiry into Antisemitism,

on which I served, was fitting of the evidence we received and the calls for action we instigated.

The 35 recommendations received comprehensive responses from each of the political parties and

the government itself. The creation of the Inter-Departmental Working Group, the continued

reports to parliament and the first debate on antisemitism in the House of Commons chamber

demonstrated the impact our report has had on today’s political debate where antisemitism is being

discussed in the mainstream and in the context of a strategy to combat it.

Most importantly the All-Party Parliamentary Inquiry into Antisemitism has inspired others to act

to stamp out antisemitism or strengthen their resolve to at least fight it.This is seen – not the least

– in the launch of the think-tank EISCA but also through the partnership the Pears Foundation

has instigated to ensure School Linking and Inter-Faith Dialogue, the National Union of Students’

move to change their understanding of antisemitism and the FA's new taskforce on Antisemitism

and Islamophobia in Britain's favourite game.

What the committee found was the phenomenon we face is nothing new: that as a group hatred

it "predates and has outlived" other prejudices. What seems sickening is its relentless ability to

transform and develop.The oldest hatred is now propagated on the newest technological revolution

– the internet. I am encouraged by the recent Sheppard-Whittle conviction, where domestic

legislation has been used to convict those publishing antisemitic and Nazi poison on US websites

from here in the UK. Quite frankly more must be done. Recently my colleague Paul Goodman

MP called on the government to sign and ratify the Council of Europe’s Protocol to the

Convention on Cybercrime. I hope Jim Murphy becomes a champion in the government for this

action so that another of the Inquiry's recommendations can be completed.

This speech alone is not enough, what we all want Jim Murphy to do is follow this through with

action. In preparing for the ICCA London Conference 2009 we must be vigilant not to let the
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proceedings produce high-minded words with little commitment to action as happened with

previous endeavours like the Berlin Declaration. He rightly points out that many of our partners

have "failed" and their "pledge to make good...is long overdue", so Britain must continue to lead

from the front.The Home Office was probably the most decisive in its responses to the Inquiry

recommendations and we all look forward to April 2009 when every police force can accurately

report antisemitism crimes for the first time.There can be no slippage here and more follow up is

necessary.

Finally, Jim Murphy repeats what the committee found; there is a dangerous brand of antisemitism

that rears its ugly head in the debate about the Middle East. This needs to be studied and

understood more. From my experience, the mere mention of Israel amongst many liberal

intellectuals brings about a stony silence and platitudes about who might be right or wrong.What

I call "dinner party antisemitism" shows something worrying by those who should know better.

Antisemitism has seeped into our nation’s debate about Israel, and the refusal to condemn an

undeniable spike in antisemitic incidents in the UK when Israel features heavily in the news, is

clearly wrong.Academics, community leaders and politicians must lead by example and show the

world what constructive discourse on the issues facing the Middle East can really mean. What

astounded me personally was the level of complacency in the authorities charged with protecting

the public, and the committee’s recommendations are aimed not only at highlighting this but

putting it right.

I am sure the Europe Minister takes this matter seriously but what matters now is that the

government takes action. I am sure that David Cameron and the Shadow Cabinet will be ready to

take these tough decisions if called upon. Britain will not shrink from its responsibility to tackle

antisemitism in the UK and the wider world – irrespective of its provenance in the far Right, the

Left, or through Islamist ideology. In so doing we will go a long way to creating a healthier society.

LEFTIST ANTISEMITISM IS NOT ‘FRINGE’
Nick Cohen

Journalist, author of What’s Left? How the Liberals Lost their Way (2007)

In his otherwise excellent speech, Jim Murphy runs into the problem of how to separate the

extreme Left from the liberal mainstream. His implied solution is to write as if they have nothing

in common. He sees that the Socialist Workers Party is more Jew-obsessed that the BNP and says

that the “extreme Left” now spreads the conspiracy theory that “Zionists” or “Israelis” are

responsible for the woes of the Middle East.

So it does. But, Mr Murphy continues, the Trotskyists are a fringe element we do not have to worry

about. “Thankfully [theirs] is not a majoritarian view. It is only for a tiny minority that anti-

Israelism assumes an air of antisemitism.”

If only this were true.The dividing lines between extreme Leftism and mainstream liberalism are
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far less clear than he imagines. If he looked at the centre Left more carefully, he would see that

apparently reasonable men and women can mutate into racial ideologues in an instant.

The first point I’d ask Mr Murphy to consider is that with Marxism dead, there is no ‘far Left’ in

the sense of an organised movement which believes it can lead a socialist revolution. What Mr

Murphy calls the far Left is a reduction to barbarity of current liberal prejudices. It is comparable

to one of those distorting mirrors at a fun fair: the far Left exaggerates the intellectual deformations

of ordinary liberal life, but does not invent them.

To explain what I mean, I’ll take the case of the latest antisemitic conspiracy theory – that “the

Israel Lobby”, yet another of those sinister conspiracies of Jews, pushed the United States into the

second Iraq war. Leave aside for the moment that Bush, Cheney, Rumsfeld, Powell and Rice make

unlikely Jews. Forget that the proponents of the theory never explain why the Elders of Zion

ordered their American puppets to attack Saddam’s Iraq, which was contained, rather than the

Ayatollah’s Iran, which poses an existential threat to Israel. Instead, consider where the theory

originated.

It did not come from Trotskyists flipping over from the far Left to far Right but from John

Mearsheimer and Stephen Walt, two ‘realist’ American academics at respected US universities. It

was propagated in Britain by the London Review of Books, a journal which receives a grant from the

Arts Council, and which affects an air of intellectual seriousness. It was treated by the BBC with

a respect that the corporation would never have accorded to comparable racist theory that, say,

blacks are inherently more likely to commit crimes than whites. Not only at the BBC, but on the

stage and in cinema, the idea that Israel is the root cause of global fascistic movement that runs

from the Philippines, though western China, Kashmir, Egypt,Algeria, Morocco, Germany, Holland,

Britain to Ground Zero is orthodoxy. Once again, it is perfectly respectable to portray the Jew as

a paranormal figure responsible for half the violence on the planet.

You could write a book about why the tropes of the old far Right are being taken up by liberals

– in fact I have written a book about it. Mr Murphy may like to consider one point.We are now

10 years into a war declared by al Qaeda when Bill Clinton and Al Gore were in the White House,

incidentally – not those playthings of international Zionism, George W. Bush and Dick Cheney.

Anyone who looks at our enemy honestly knows that no compromise with its messianic world-

view is possible or desirable.This is a profoundly depressing thought as it implies that the conflict

will go on for at least a generation. Liberals as much as far Leftists prefer foul conspiracy theories

to a confrontation with the world as it is.
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HOLOCAUST EDUCATION AND THE FIGHT AGAINST ANTISEMITISM
Karen Pollock

Chief Executive, Holocaust Educational Trust

Holocaust education is central to the fight against all forms of racism, including antisemitism.The

Holocaust was a watershed in human history, perpetrated at the height of a rational age. It laid bare

the full extent of man’s capacity for inhumanity and it revealed the dangers of silence and

indifference. But it also gave us examples of extraordinary individual courage and the indomitable

human spirit. In the transcendent narratives of survival that emerged from it, the Holocaust is a

lesson about what it is to be a human being and the need to stand up for the humanity of others.

It thus has a universal relevance for all people, all groups and all communities.

Whether it is through hearing a Holocaust Survivor recount their painful experiences or through

participation on our Lessons from Auschwitz project, which includes a one-day visit to Auschwitz-

Birkenau, the young people we work with learn that the Holocaust did not begin and end with

Auschwitz.As Jim Murphy poignantly makes clear in his accompanying lecture: “The Holocaust

was many things. But it was not an event. It was the culmination of a process.”

It was also a process that took decades to build, constructed from ideas rooted in the Middle Ages

and adapted to the philosophies, ideas and imagination of a Modern Age. This adaptability may

explain why antisemitism has proven so successful in breathing new life into radical movements,

totalitarian worldviews and allowed to seep into everyday discourse through academia, the media

and contemporary speech.

Understanding these realities is crucial for the work of the Holocaust Educational Trust. It is also

an important reason why we welcome the establishment of a think-tank committed to furthering

the understanding that the Holocaust began in the hearts and minds of its perpetrators as well as

the bystanders who stood silent when injustice was carried out. It began with words – and more

importantly, ideas.

Since its establishment 20 years ago HET has seen that through learning about the Holocaust and

its fundamental lessons for today, young people are better prepared to confront racism from its

inception and wherever it appears. They come away wanting to build a society where all are

respected, regardless of race, religion, or skin colour – not only in words, but also in deeds.

These are lessons for everyone, regardless of social, ethnic or economic background – a key part of

the core philosophy behind all our programmes.We work with young people from every corner

of the UK. For example, our Think Equal project originally devised in response to rising racial

tension in inner city areas, specifically targets disaffected young people from multicultural

backgrounds and focuses their understanding of the contemporary lessons of the Holocaust.They

are given the opportunity to consider their own individual identity, learn about dangers of

stereotyping and reflect on their responsibility as citizens today. However, we also target our work

in rural or remote predominantly white areas where young people may have little or no contact
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with different communities. Furthermore, while the focus of our work is undoubtedly with young

people, we recognise the importance of reaching others. Often our work with young people results

them in passing the lessons they have learnt on to not only their peers but also to the wider

community, frequently spawning exhibitions and presentations for the wider public.

Finally, as Jim Murphy recognises, one of the greatest challenges facing Holocaust education in the

next 20 years will be the eventual loss of living memory as the number of eyewitness survivors

gradually but unavoidably attenuates. For this reason alone – combined with the evolution from

overt to covert Holocaust denial – it is up to us to prepare younger generations to become

witnesses for the future.

THE EU FUNDAMENTAL RIGHTS AGENCY (FRA)  
AND MEASURING ANTISEMITISM
Michael Whine

Government and International Affairs Director, Community Security Trust (CST)

Strictly speaking, the FRA that Jim Murphy cites in his lecture starts its mission with a clean slate;

it has yet to undertake any measurement in its half-year of existence. By comparison, its

predecessor, the European Monitoring Centre on Racism and Xenophobia (EUMC), had a

chequered history, starting out badly and redeeming itself only towards the end. Considering its

origins, this poor track record was particularly galling to Jews.The EUMC, after all, had been the

brainchild of Jean Kahn, who at the time was President both of the European Jewish Congress and

CRIF, the French community’s representative body.

In the aftermath of the Durban UN World Conference Against Racism in 2000 and the second

Palestinian Intifada, antisemitic violence in Europe rose dramatically. Jewish leaders therefore

approached the EUMC in the hope that they would investigate this resurgence, but the initial

reaction was not a positive one. Eventually the Berlin Technical University Centre for Research on

Antisemitism was commissioned to analyse reports that had been submitted by the EUMC

RAXEN network of National Focal Points.The result was not well received by the EUMC board,

which sat on its findings for nine months. A second report was commissioned which examined

Jewish communities’ perceptions of the mounting danger, and this too was initially suppressed.

The problem was that both EUMC reports found that antisemitic discourse and violence were

shown to have increasingly stemmed from Muslims, triggered by tensions in the Middle East that

were spilling over into Europe.This was not what the EUMC board wished to hear.

When the EUMC was finally forced to publish its findings, which it did under the rubric of

‘Manifestations of Antisemitism in the EU 2002 – 2003’, it compounded its earlier errors by

publishing a press release that contradicted the report’s own findings.

What followed were a series of meetings between Jewish and European political leaders,
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and Silvio Berlusconi, EU President from 2003 onwards, began to redress the situation. This 

culminated in a Brussels conference that took place in 2004, hosted by European Commission

President, Romano Prodi.

In 2004, the Council of Europe Commission Against Racism and Intolerance published an

‘advisory recommendation’ to member states on fighting antisemitism. This recommendation

called for legislative and other measures to be taken. In parallel, the European parliament passed a

resolution that called for political action, and for the parliament and commission to report their

plans in due course.

Subsequently, and until the beginning of 2008, the EUMC – and now the FRA – has published

an annual ‘Summary Overview on Antisemitism’.This corrects earlier errors and recognises that

antisemitism is a mutating virus which can come from different directions.

All the reports however make one outstanding criticism, which is that states routinely fail to

implement their agreements to monitor and report on racism and antisemitism, and therefore are

necessarily incomplete.

The UK comes out well in this. It provides nearly all the data and information it was asked to make

available, and from 2009 will also be able to provide data from all police forces on antisemitic

incidents.

To be sure, inevitable gaps will remain in the European analysis. Data is based on objective

measurable criteria such as incidents. By comparison, discourse is nuanced and sometimes

subjective, and it will require bodies such as EISCA to fill the gap, demonstrating the symbiotic

relationship between antisemitic discourse and incidents.

SEEKING ANTIDOTES TO AN AGE-OLD, GLOBAL MALAISE
Dr Winston Pickett

Director, EISCA

The launch of a think-tank on antisemitism at the beginning of the 21st century speaks volumes

as to where we are today.

For those who survived the Holocaust, lived through World War Two or witnessed the birth of

Israel and the re-emergence of Jewish life in Europe – antisemitism presents a darkened, distorted

picture. But for students of antisemitism, or those who have had the stomach and the inclination

to learn the lessons of what Robert Burns called ‘man’s inhumanity to man’, its resurfacing was 

just a matter of time: antisemitism, or the group-hatred of Jews as Jews – had never really

disappeared after all.

Granted: ‘biological’ and ‘racial’ antisemitism at first seemed to go underground or AWOL –
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rendered taboo in the public space – only to re-emerge with a different shape, in different

circumstances and recombining like a DNA strand for a new environment and a new age.

As Jim Murphy cogently points out, antisemitism has never been a ‘pure science’ or even a ‘pure

hatred’. It has always been an amalgam, a morphing accretion of disparate but interlinking hatreds

focused on seeking to explicate the otherness of the Jews as a group and, since the second half of

the 21st century, their national collectivity.

Whether alone or together Jews have always been a riddle:Are they a people? Are they an ethnic

group? A religion? A nation – or a country? History records Jews as occupying all these categories

– and more. It is on account of this mystery and this paradox that Jews have become the incessant

and ageless target of theories and understandings aimed at distilling the complexity of Jewish life

and identity to an irreducible, conspiratorial core.

And so, in what for our parents’ and certainly grandparents’ generation was infused with the hope

and willed conviction that ours would be an age unshackled with diabolical and deligitimising

irrationalities, we find ourselves in 21st century Britain launching a think-tank devoted to the

systematic understanding and treatment of what historian Robert Wistrich aptly branded as

history’s ‘longest hatred’.

The key word in this context is the word ‘treatment’ – and one that can be borne out by Jim

Murphy’s clear-eyed assessment of what could be clinically described as the current state of

antisemitism. For in tracing its re-emergence it is essential to cast a sober eye on its pathology as

well as its sociology – its virulent, suicidal-homicidal, apocalyptic recensions as well as the places,

positions and forms it assumes in everyday life.

But ‘treatment’ also contains an equally important strand that is woven into EISCA’s endeavour –

namely, the rigorous determination to explore and devise interventions to counter its impact – and,

where possible, to put it into remission.

In short, Mr Murphy is quite right to catalogue what could be called a kind of shape-shifting

immutability of the antisemitic impulse – but equally correct in highlighting essential strategies for

combating it and fighting it in broad daylight – whether via the All-Party Parliamentary Inquiry

into Antisemitism, the work of the Holocaust Educational Trust, Shared Futures, the Community

Security Trust or the government’s welcomed support for EISCA’s own commitment to find

workable solutions for this age-old, global malaise.
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