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VILEM FLUSSER 4y, Jewish Wor.

(£ Testemony of Cowmibment).,

The fighting that started on Ccteber 6th is, of course, a tvpicel event
of the second half of this centure, i1 it were‘Seen from the bird's eve per-
gpective: it is one more of those border clashes through which the two super
powers trvy Lo define the zone of hegemony with reqord to each other. This is
vhy all those not directly involved in it and who are committed against the
Soviet Torm of society must side with Israel, :nd all thoze who heve some trus
left in the Soviet model must side with the Arwbs. And this is also why thdse
who helieve that the two-power system which struvctured the post-wear situotion
ig nov being challenged hy some multiple-peovwer svatem moy hope that bherder
clushed like this represent openings for the active irtervention hty the rewly
srising powers. If seen thus, from the almost ivhunan distance of geopolitics,
thhe fighting, though not very importent in itself, may bhold dangerous and chel
lenging vossibilities for the futvre. Albheugh, of covrse, such a Tershective
of the event is perfectly accessible for every Jew, (as it is for every meny,
it will not fully satisfy him. He will tend to belxye that such a persnective,
while revealing very important aspects of the event, will nmot allow to see its
choracteristically Jewish aspect. It will not show that this is = "Jewigh®
war, ond, for its being Jewish, it is essentially unlike any other war in si-
milor contextsl He will tend to helieve that everything that ie Jewish can-
not be fully understood through g zeneral categories, hecouse "Jewishhess'seems
to be @ epecies which does not it well any classification. Uow if it were
true that the adjective "Jewish" alvays implies difficulties of classificat-
jon, (for inghance: Jewish religion is unlike religion in general, Jewish ]
ple 4s unlike peoples in general, Jewiszh state is unlike state in gehersl), if
it were true thet the specificity of Jewishness is to be no true species of
eny given genus, then any generalisation of the Jewish war under the heading
nhorder clashes™ will fail to really explain it.

Ho uege of trying to deny it: the believe that teo be Jewish is to be mome
thing special and not casily generelizable iz an dmportant element of Judoism.
a1l efforts to deny this believe amount to o denial of Judaism. The paradox
in it is this: if such an effort to deny Jewish specificity is made by Jews,
it aims at Jewish "normalisabion®, which means the disapnearance of Judasiem.
ind if it is made by non-Jews, il aims at the acceptance and absorniion of the
Je in their context, which also means the disappearance of Judaism. The no-
redox ig thot what is "antisemitism® in non-dJdevs, (acceptance of Jewish spe ci-
ficity), is fidelity to Judaism in Jews, {the seme accepbtance). The fact of
the believe in Jewish specialness seews To devide all those who censider it
ip Ywc¢ camps: Jewish assimilants and unprejodiced non-Jdews on one side, Taith
fu. Jevws and antisemites on the other. The paradox is resolved iT éne con-
siders what is meont by "dewish specinlness". Judaism means by this some sort

of special snd not genertlizable cbligation toward manking{mssumed by every
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trve Jew., Antisemtism means by this some sort of biologiecal or cultural cha-
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roacteristic., This resolutbion of the parsdox permits the folloving considerat-
ion:

Jews who Gtry to deny the believe in Jewish specislness do not want to asg
sume the specific cbligations it envolves. Ton-dews who deny this bhelieve dn
not see any use for those specific obligations nor for the sufferings it usu-
ally brim on the Jews. dJews vho acceot the believe have no reasen to srove
its "truth": Jews are not befieved to he gspecial in what they are, but in what

they cught bto do. Antisemites however must prove their helief +thet Jew

n

are
special, ond such & proof is of course impossible. Therefore: The Jewish war
is seen basically under four persbectives, as far as its "Jewishness" is con-
cerned., Jews who btry to deny Jwwish specialness muslb hry to see it asg if it
viere like any other war, because, for them, it ought not to be different. TFon-
Jevis who fry Lo deny Jewish specialness really do see it like any other war,
becausge 1t cannol be different. Antisemites see it as a cheracteristically Je
wish.war, because the Jews are different, (more cunning, more caleulating, nmore
intelligent, more heroic). Rut Jews who try to accept Jewish specimlness, (and
those non-dews who try to de it in the Jewish wmenning, ang almest impossible
fent), must see it as a challenge to Judeism: namely to do what ocught to be
done according bo the snecialness of Judaism.

t1)1 this seems to be pretbty obvious, bhut reality Jdoes not allow to see it.
The Jewish state whiech is now at war is the result of an abtlhemnt to "normalize®
Judnism, to depy Jewlish gpecialness, and bherefore to refuvse the sveecifically
dewish obligotions., fTherefore the Israeli estéhlishment and o large port of
Tsraell population would like to see this war like any other wor, and therefore
Ao, not what they ought to do as Jews, bul what any other state does, Put it
Teels that it is not like any olher state, becouse to sceme axtbend it is =till
Jewish, It therefore mixXes rormalcy with specialness which could bhe ezlled op
vortunistiec, were it nol fighlbing for its survival. The Arah strntes who Fight
Isreel seem to agree with Israel thal thisg is a normal war, (more or less a war
of liberabion from Imu.erialistic oppression), but they Teel thaetl Lhere is some-
thing special aboubt it, {(the Israeli state notbt being eagily classifieble as
Tmperirlistic), and they therefore tend o become antisemitic. The other stateg
involved more or less directly in the conflict try voinly Lo eliwminote Lhe Jea-
wish nspect from it, but cannobt, vartly because their own history, snd nartly
heeoruse Isrnelis and Arabs do nobt allew them Lo forgeb it. So that the four
perspectives under which the war con be scen in its Jewishness are now all min-
gled., TPBxcepdt for non-Isrneli dews, whose duty is %o point to them.

The pure anbisemitic perspective shou.d be as Tolloviegse: Lhe Jews heing
n specinl type of man, thid war is a furither proof that wherever they are ond
in whatever soclal organisabion they abyear, They cammot be assimilated. The-

refore Che context, (the Avabs), is brying Lo eliwvinnte them. Put since the
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dewg claim not to he special in this perticulsr instbance, (they claim to con—

stitute a state like any other}, this war is also a proof that any Jewish dis

cimim of specialness is a ruse, (the state of Israel not being » state, bhutb ;

pozition conguered and expanded of international dJdewry). The antisemitiwe per

apeclive starts from a factually wrong position, and does noi give therefore“

o true view ol the war, but it is & very widely held veranective, (by Jews as

well as non-dews). (Jews holding that they are factuslly a special sort heing
antisemites in this sense of the term.)

The pure assimilatory perspecbive should be os follows: The Jows are
fighhing this war iv ovder to dimpose on their context the Tacl that bhey are
like any other nation. This the context tries to deny, bhecmvse it is sntisemi
tic. Tt is necessary to win the wor, Lo establish strong frontiers, and them*
negotiate a settlement with the Arabs, under which the Tsrseli state might con-
tinue to grow and prosper. It is in this sense that Israel is seen to he fight
ing Tor ite survival., (This is the perspective of the Isrseli establishrent,
it purified from the Jewish eolements that still adhere to it.)

The purec absorbiive perspective shouldl be as follows: The Jews have o
thing to do vith this wor, since it is a fight between local pupulations that
ore neing manipulated by the greal powers. The fact that one side in the fight
is of Jdewish origin does not wmatter Lo Jews abroad, because i1t is a population
which claims to be & Near Rastern nation 3ike all the obthers, whilst the Jews
abroad are in & process of absorption inte their varicus contexts. (This is the
rerspective of the Soviet establishment if purified from the antisemitic ale-
mente that still adhere to 1t6.)

The purely Jewish pverspechive should be as feollows: To be Jewish ig
to assume special obligations toward mankind, and these obligations have to do
with justice. The gpecial cobligntiens may have a transcendental or en immenent
explonation, but history seems te Roint to the faet that Jews have wverv often
assumed it, and very often failed to Assume it, This js why Jewish history is
different from the history of any other group of persons. The history of the
sgate of *srael is, both for internal and extermal reasons, 2 case of faillure
of assumpticn of These special cbligations. The pregent war is both & conse-
guence of that failure, and an opportunilty to assume the obligations. This
perspective requires some elaboration.

Had the Israeli stase assumed its Jdewishness, it weuld have assumed
itseld as a model for individusl and social hehavior in the future. As 4id
all truly Jewish experiments of the rast, (Riblical Judaism, original Chris-
timand by, Spinozism, Marxism, structuralism and so forth). This means thet it
would have agsumed itself to be a model Tfor the libheration of the so-called
nphird world®, (as fTor instance Christianity was a model ffr the liheration of
the sloves, and marxism for the liberation of the workers). Tt failed to do

g0, (except Tor small experiments like the kivbuzim), and thercfore it is cor
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rectly heing excluded from all Third-worid attenpbs at Iiberation and attack

ed by those who advocate it, This i an fexplaration" of the present war,
and it means that Israel is being ettacked bLecauvse it hag coneentrated its
ernergies and imagination, not to agssuming a modelar vlace within the thirad

vorld, but to impose its alienating presence on the third world., It hes Tai
ed in politieal, sociel ond religious imagination, which mesns Lthot it hos ]
Tailed to be Jewish. Nut this war may onen new nrospechs. Tt msy ereste a
revolution in Isracli conseience, (and in Jewish conscience abroad), in the
gense of an agssumpbtion of Jewish obligations. Whot seems to be neednd now

is net more generals, or brndibional politigians, but wore truly political,
social ond relgious thinkers. ot one or two more militory victories, but
new idras and visions of a future third-world society for which Israel oand
the Jews abroad should be spokesmen. In short: what 4is needed ig not an in-

forecement of the will of Israecli establishment on Arab establishments, but

A Y

a true and open understanding of snd collaborstion with Arab oppressed masg-
es and oppressed masses in the third world.

Inder this pershective the present war can have only two issuves. TWithe
it will droad to some sort of politieal sedtlement between the ITsrseld =2nd Ars
egtablishments, or it will lead to a radical charige in Israeli conscience and
its kecoming truly dewish. In the first case the war is of no great conse-—
auence, just like any other border conflict, unless it endarger the balance
between the greoat powers. Isrsel will in fact become one more near Eastern
sate ander American hegemony, and wider or narrower froentiers of it vill he
of no conseguence, as will be further wars or a settlement of tle Kores and
Vietnom tyne., In the second case it might become the starting point of & new
vhese in the fight of the third world agsinst power dominance, which means a2
rev phese in the history of Judaism. Althoush there seem to be very few symp
toms at present that would point to the second elternative, it is this to whij
he who assumes himself to be Jewish should be committed. He should try to
stand above the events, not in the uvnhumen geopolitical distance, but in o di
toance that perwits him to comnithimseif to his specifically Jowish obligation
(ne hopes and waits amxiously to see such commitrents to menitest themselves,
_(din the form of contacts with Arab masses or any other form), =and one hopes
and vieits anxiously that such memifesiations should cancel out some of the
cheuvinistic exaggerations now being broadeast, This hope is not utonic, bhe-
couse Jevishness has had a way, in the past, to monifest itgelf in very adver

se sitvations,



