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The Jewish-American Century — A Multifactorial Reading

Civilizational diagnosis. Companion to The Network Question (which engages the demographic and structural-network analysis at depth) and The Globalist Elite (which engages the transnational coordination apparatus with accurate leadership composition). See also: The Globalist Elite, The Financial Architecture, The Hollowing of the West, The Western Fracture, The Epistemological Crisis.



The twentieth century was, in significant part, a Jewish-American century. The claim is not original — Yuri Slezkine, Jewish-American historian at Princeton, titled his 2004 book exactly this, and the broader scholarship across the past forty years has documented the underlying pattern in detail. Eastern European Jewish immigrants and their descendants entered American institutional life across roughly five decades after the 1880–1924 immigration waves, occupied positions of disproportionate prominence in nearly every elite institutional sector by mid-century, and shaped American cultural, political, economic, and intellectual life from that prominence in ways that became constitutive of what American modernity is. The shaping has continued, with variations, into the twenty-first century. It is one of the most significant structural features of modern Western civilization.

The honest articulation requires holding two things together that the polite discourse pretends are incompatible. The first is that the influence is real, substantial, multifactorial, and has produced specific cumulative effects on Western modernity that are traceable in the historical and institutional record. The second is that the influence operates through multiple distinct Jewish-American coalitions with diverse and often opposing agendas, not through a single coordinated project. Both are empirically true. Holding only the first slides into the unified-agenda conspiracy framing the empirical record refuses. Holding only the second understates a pattern that is in fact substantial and worth analyzing. This article holds both.

The structural framework is what The Network Question established — networks operate within populations; specific named networks coordinate on specific agendas; the broader demographic substrate from which networks recruit is heterogeneous and produces multiple coalitions with conflicting projects. Within that framework, the cumulative effect of Jewish-American institutional over-representation across multiple sectors over a century is what this article gathers. The sectoral histories. The named figures. The documented operations. The diverse and conflicting agendas. The substantial cultural and political effects. Each is real and each is traceable to specific institutional and demographic mechanisms.




I. The Rise — Immigration, Emancipation, the Twentieth-Century Hinge

The genealogy this article traces begins in the late nineteenth century in two separate civilizational contexts. In Europe, the legal Emancipation of Jewry across roughly 1791 (France) through 1917 (Russia) opened universities, professions, and commercial sectors that had been closed to Jewish populations for centuries. The result was a demographic burst of upward mobility — within two-to-three generations of Emancipation, Jewish populations entered the highest reaches of European intellectual, financial, and cultural life. The Vienna of the early twentieth century is the paradigmatic case: Jewish families that had been ghetto-confined within living memory produced Sigmund Freud, Ludwig Wittgenstein, Gustav Mahler, Karl Kraus, Stefan Zweig, Theodor Herzl, Arthur Schnitzler, and a substantial fraction of the city’s commercial, legal, and medical professional classes. The same pattern operated in Berlin, Budapest, Prague, Warsaw.

In America, the Eastern European immigration waves of 1880–1924 placed approximately two and a half million mostly Yiddish-speaking Ashkenazi Jews in the urban Northeast at exactly the moment American industrial capitalism was federating into its modern institutional form. New York’s Lower East Side received over a million immigrants between 1881 and 1914 alone. The second generation — born American, fluent English, university-educated where universities accepted them, urbanized — entered American institutional life across the 1920s and 1930s, exactly when those institutions were being built or rebuilt: the major investment banks were federating, Hollywood was being invented from scratch, the broadcast networks were forming, the regulatory state of the New Deal was under construction, the modern universities were professionalizing, the philanthropic foundations were taking institutional shape.

The convergence of timing matters. The American institutions Jewish immigrants and their children entered were not yet locked into their final form by the WASP-Yankee establishment that built the country before them. The Anglo-Protestant elite controlled the established sectors — corporate manufacturing, traditional banking (J.P. Morgan, First National), the State Department, the Ivy League undergraduate populations, the major law firms. Jewish entry into these was restricted by quotas (Karabel’s The Chosen documents this in detail for Harvard, Yale, and Princeton from the 1920s through the 1950s), by explicit exclusionary practices in white-shoe firms and clubs, and by the broader social architecture of mid-century American antisemitism. But the new institutional sectors — Hollywood, the parallel investment-banking ecosystem, the modern academic disciplines as they professionalized, the post-1945 think-tank architecture, the post-1965 media transformation — were open. Jewish-American entry into these was substantial because the WASP establishment had not yet built barriers around them. By the time the new sectors were prestigious, the founding Jewish-American families and their network successors held the institutional positions.

The Network Question traced this through Slezkine’s Mercurian framework — diaspora populations succeed in modernizing economies because the cognitive and organizational style they developed under centuries of exclusion (literacy, mobility, urban concentration, abstract-symbolic capacity, commercial specialization, dense in-group network) is the operational profile modernity rewards. The Mercurian framework is comparative, applying with the same precision to overseas Chinese in Southeast Asia, Armenians in late-Ottoman commerce, Parsis in British India. The Jewish-American case is one instance of the pattern, with the specific American twentieth-century institutional opening as its substrate.

What follows is the sectoral record.



II. Hollywood and the Shaping of American Mass Culture

The single most consequential cultural fact of the American twentieth century may be that nearly every founder of the major Hollywood studios was an Eastern European Jewish immigrant or first-generation American Jew. Neal Gabler’s An Empire of Their Own: How the Jews Invented Hollywood (Crown, 1988) — Jewish-American historian, mainstream press, openly engaged — is the canonical scholarly treatment. Carl Laemmle (Universal), Adolph Zukor (Paramount), the Warner brothers (Harry, Albert, Sam, Jack), Louis B. Mayer (MGM), William Fox (Fox Film), Harry Cohn (Columbia), Marcus Loew (the Loew’s theater chain that became MGM’s distribution), Samuel Goldwyn (the eponymous independent producer who joined with Mayer). The founding generation entered the film business in the 1910s precisely because the WASP entertainment establishment — Broadway, vaudeville, the legitimate theater — was substantially closed and the new motion-picture business was a low-prestige novelty industry that established families would not touch. By the time Hollywood was prestigious, the founding generation owned the studios and the studios were the most powerful cultural-production apparatus the world had yet seen.

Gabler’s argument runs deeper than the founding-demographic point. He traces how the founders’ specific cultural orientation — immigrants from the shtetl who wanted desperately to be American, who had a particular relationship to the WASP middle-class life they were depicting, who carried Yiddish-theater storytelling sensibilities into the new medium, who experienced both the openness of America and the exclusionary architecture they were navigating around — shaped the actual content of American mass culture for half a century. The Hollywood family melodrama, the small-town Americana of the studio system’s mid-century output, the immigrant-assimilation narratives, the particular relationship between the Jewish-American comic sensibility and American humor (Sid Caesar, Mel Brooks, Carl Reiner, Woody Allen, Larry David, Jerry Seinfeld, the SNL writers’ room across generations), the studio musical, the Jewish-American contribution to the American songbook through the Gershwin-Berlin-Kern-Rodgers-Hammerstein lineage — all of this is one continuous cultural-production tradition with substantial Jewish-American shaping at its center.

The contemporary continuation is structurally similar. Bob Iger at Disney, David Zaslav at Warner Bros. Discovery, Sheri Redstone at Paramount (until the 2024 Skydance merger), the historical Redstone family ownership, Steven Spielberg and the broader Jewish-American producer-director generation that succeeded the founding moguls, Brian Grazer, Jeffrey Katzenberg, David Geffen. The network capital across generations has been substantial. Five of the six major Hollywood studios have had Jewish-American CEOs across most of the past forty years. Against a 2% population baseline, this is roughly 40x over-representation in a specific institutional sector — and it is the sector whose output most directly shapes the cultural sensibility of the entire English-speaking world.

The cultural-output consequence is what the framing has to be careful about. Hollywood has shaped American mass culture. The cultural sensibility imprinted by the Jewish-American immigrant founders’ particular relationship to America has stamped American film and television in ways that are real and traceable. Saying this is empirical cultural history, not antisemitism. Gabler says it from inside the tradition. The Jewish-American historical scholarship engages it openly. The institutional Jewish press has discussed it for decades.

What does not survive the test is “coordinated Hollywood agenda” in the singular. The Disney under Iger pursued aggressively progressive cultural content across the 2017–2024 period — the Marvel diversity arc, the Star Wars sequels’ female and minority emphasis, the Lightyear same-sex kiss, the Strange World commercial failure, the contemporary live-action Snow White recasting. The WBD under Zaslav has actively scaled back exactly this trajectory — shelved completed films for tax write-offs (Batgirl, Coyote vs Acme), restored the older content libraries, repositioned cable strategy away from the progressive-leaning HBO programming. The Paramount-Skydance transition under David Ellison (Jewish, son of Larry Ellison) has been explicitly oriented toward a less progressive content slate. Jewish-American media leadership pursues sharply different content strategies that often actively oppose each other. The unified-agenda framing breaks at exactly the studio-by-studio level the test would have to hold.



III. The Wall Street Parallel Ecosystem and the Federal Reserve Lineage

The American investment-banking architecture has had a Jewish-American parallel ecosystem at its center since the late nineteenth century, traceable to specific exclusion-driven concentration patterns and the network capital that grew from them. The German-Jewish banking families that emigrated to America in the mid-nineteenth century — the Seligmans, the Lehmans, the Goldmans (founded 1869 by Marcus Goldman), Kuhn Loeb (founded 1867), Bache, Lazard’s American branch — operated in parallel with the WASP-Yankee banks (J.P. Morgan, First National, Brown Brothers Harriman, Kidder Peabody, Lee Higginson) that controlled the established sectors of American finance. The two ecosystems coexisted, occasionally cooperated, often competed, and were structurally distinct for roughly seventy years.

The Jewish-American banking ecosystem specialized in areas the WASP banks underweighted — retail and commercial finance, the railroad financing that opened the American West (Jacob Schiff at Kuhn Loeb financed the Union Pacific and the broader Western rail expansion), commodities trading, immigrant-community banking, and eventually the modern investment-banking architecture. By the mid-twentieth century the two ecosystems had largely merged through Wall Street’s institutional consolidation, but the Jewish-American banking lineages held disproportionate weight in the merged industry. Goldman Sachs as it stands today is the continuation of Marcus Goldman’s 1869 founding through five generations of partnership succession.

The Federal Reserve chair lineage across the past four decades shows the pattern’s continuation at the central-banking level. Alan Greenspan (chair 1987–2006, Jewish, Ayn Rand circle, libertarian-monetarist orientation), Ben Bernanke (chair 2006–2014, Jewish, academic-Keynesian background, Great Depression scholar), Janet Yellen (chair 2014–2018, then Treasury Secretary 2021–2025, Jewish, Berkeley-Yale academic-economist background). Three consecutive Fed chairs across nearly three decades, all Jewish-American. The current chair Jerome Powell (Episcopalian) is the first non-Jewish Fed chair since Paul Volcker (Lutheran) stepped down in 1987. Greenspan-Bernanke-Yellen is a documented Jewish-American institutional lineage at the center of the American monetary system.

The contemporary asset-manager concentration shows partial continuation of the pattern. Larry Fink at BlackRock is Jewish-American; the firm he co-founded in 1988 with Robert Kapito (also Jewish-American) has grown into the largest asset manager in human history, currently managing roughly $11.5 trillion in assets. Vanguard’s leadership under Tim Buckley is not Jewish; State Street’s under Ron O’Hanley is not Jewish. The three-firm oligopoly that holds dominant ownership positions in nearly every major publicly-traded American corporation includes one Jewish-American-led firm and two not. The “Wall Street is Jewish” framing captures a real historical pattern at the parallel-ecosystem level and a real contemporary pattern at specific firms — but the contemporary Wall Street architecture is more demographically mixed than the historical pattern, and the framing that calls it singular fails the firm-by-firm composition.



IV. The Frankfurt School, the New York Intellectuals, and the Academic Culture

American academic culture across the twentieth century was substantially shaped by Jewish-American intellectual influence, with two distinct waves carrying most of the weight. The first was the Frankfurt School exile generation that fled Nazi Germany across 1933–1941 and was absorbed into Columbia, the New School for Social Research, and the broader American academic establishment. Theodor Adorno, Max Horkheimer, Herbert Marcuse, Erich Fromm, Walter Benjamin (who died in 1940 before reaching America), Leo Löwenthal, Franz Neumann, Otto Kirchheimer — the exile group constituted a substantial intellectual transplantation that landed at exactly the moment American academic culture was professionalizing and expanding. The Frankfurt School’s neo-Marxist critical theory, negative dialectics, the Authoritarian Personality studies, Marcuse’s One-Dimensional Man and Eros and Civilization — became foundational texts of the post-1945 American humanities and the 1960s New Left intellectual formation.

The second wave was the New York Intellectuals generation — second-generation American Jewish-American writers and critics who centered around Partisan Review, Commentary (founded 1945 by the American Jewish Committee), and Dissent (founded 1954 by Irving Howe). The generation included Lionel Trilling (the first tenured Jewish-American professor at Columbia, 1939), Hannah Arendt, Irving Howe, Daniel Bell, Nathan Glazer, Sidney Hook, Mary McCarthy (not Jewish but central to the circle), Alfred Kazin, Saul Bellow, Norman Podhoretz, Irving Kristol. The New York Intellectuals provided the central intellectual culture of the postwar American middlebrow-highbrow magazine ecosystem and substantially shaped what English-language literary culture, political theory, and cultural criticism became across the second half of the century.

The American philosophy departments across the postwar period also showed substantial Jewish-American transformation. The pragmatist tradition was substantially carried forward by Sidney Hook, Morton White, and others. Analytic philosophy through Hilary Putnam, Thomas Nagel, Saul Kripke, Jerry Fodor, Hilary Putnam. Political philosophy through Robert Nozick, Michael Sandel, Michael Walzer. The Chicago Law and Economics movement through Richard Posner (Jewish-American). Constitutional law through Laurence Tribe, Ronald Dworkin. The literary-critical revolution that brought continental theory into American humanities was substantially carried by Jewish-American critics at Yale, Columbia, and the major research universities.

The shaping is substantial and traceable. The American intellectual culture of the twentieth century was, in significant part, a Jewish-American intellectual culture — operating within and substantially shaping the broader academic-public intellectual ecosystem that the WASP-Yankee establishment had built and the New Deal expansion had institutionalized. Saying this is not antisemitism; it is empirical intellectual history. The Jewish-American intellectual establishment has written about it openly across decades. Commentary, Dissent, the New York Review of Books, the Partisan Review lineage have all been openly engaged with this self-understanding.



V. The Civil Rights and Immigration Reform Coalitions

The American civil rights movement of the 1950s and 1960s included substantial Jewish-American institutional leadership and participation that is well-documented in the historical record. The NAACP’s funding through its early decades was heavily Jewish-American, with Joel Spingarn serving as president of the organization across 1930–1939 and the Spingarn Medal (the NAACP’s highest honor, awarded annually since 1915) named for his family. The American Civil Liberties Union was co-founded in 1920 by Roger Baldwin (not Jewish) but had substantial Jewish-American institutional leadership throughout its formative decades — Felix Frankfurter, Morris Ernst, and others. The 1964 Freedom Summer participation rate of Jewish-American students was disproportionately high — by some estimates roughly two-thirds of the white volunteers were Jewish-American, against the population baseline of roughly 2.5%. Andrew Goodman and Michael Schwerner, murdered in Mississippi during Freedom Summer, were both Jewish-American.

The legal architecture of the civil rights revolution was partly built through Jewish-American jurists and legal advocates. Louis Brandeis (Supreme Court 1916–1939, the first Jewish-American justice) and Felix Frankfurter (Court 1939–1962) established the constitutional-law tradition that Brown v. Board (1954) extended. The lead lawyer in Brown was Thurgood Marshall (Black, not Jewish), but the legal-strategy architecture was developed at the NAACP Legal Defense Fund with substantial Jewish-American legal participation. The 1964 Civil Rights Act’s congressional architecture had Jewish-American institutional advocacy from the AJC, the ADL, and the major denominational organizations.

The 1965 Immigration and Nationality Act — which fundamentally transformed American demographic composition by ending the 1924 national-origins quotas and opening immigration from non-European source countries — had Representative Emanuel Celler of Brooklyn as its co-sponsor and decades-long congressional advocate. Celler had introduced versions of the bill across forty years. The Jewish-American institutional advocacy network for the 1965 reform was substantial — HIAS (the Hebrew Immigrant Aid Society, founded 1881), the American Jewish Committee, the Anti-Defamation League, the major denominational organizations all coordinated on immigration-reform advocacy across the postwar decades.

The historical record of Jewish-American civil-rights and immigration-reform participation is not hidden. It is celebrated within the Jewish-American institutional tradition and engaged openly in the historical literature. The cumulative effect on American institutional life was substantial — the civil-rights revolution and the 1965 immigration reform together transformed the demographic, legal, and political architecture of the country across half a century.

What the empirical record does not support is the framing in which this represents a coordinated Jewish-American agenda aimed at the demographic dilution of non-Jewish populations (the “great replacement” framing in its more explicit antisemitic variants). The framing requires that Jewish-American institutional advocacy on civil rights and immigration represented a coordinated strategic project. The empirical record shows: substantial Jewish-American participation in the civil-rights coalition that included substantial non-Jewish participation (Black-American leadership at the center, Christian denominational support, the broader liberal political coalition), and Jewish-American institutional support for immigration reform that was driven substantially by the historical memory of European Jewry’s near-extinction under restrictive immigration policy (the St. Louis turned away in 1939, the broader pre-Holocaust refusal of American sanctuary). The Jewish-American support for opening American immigration was not a strategic plan to dilute non-Jewish demographics; it was a response to a specific historical trauma whose memory was vivid and whose lesson was that closed borders contributed to the Holocaust’s death toll. Reading the policy advocacy through its actual historical context is what the structural analysis requires. Reading it as covert demographic warfare against the population the advocates lived alongside is the conspiracy frame.



VI. The Neoconservative Foreign-Policy Lineage

The neoconservative foreign-policy network is the single most documented coordinated Jewish-American institutional lineage of the twentieth century, traceable with unusual specificity. The genealogy runs through the City College of New York anti-Stalinist left of the 1930s and 1940s (Alcove 1 at the CCNY cafeteria, where the young Irving Kristol, Daniel Bell, Irving Howe, Seymour Martin Lipset, Nathan Glazer met and argued), through the New York Intellectuals’ postwar political-cultural project at Commentary and Partisan Review, through the 1960s break with the New Left and the Vietnam-era anti-communism, through the Coalition for a Democratic Majority (founded 1972 as a Democratic-hawk faction), through the Reagan-era national-security positions, through the founding of the Project for the New American Century in 1997, through the post-9/11 Iraq War advocacy, to the contemporary Foundation for Defense of Democracies and the broader hawkish foreign-policy ecosystem.

The named figures across the lineage are largely Jewish-American: Irving Kristol (the “godfather of neoconservatism”) and his son William Kristol; Norman Podhoretz (editor of Commentary 1960–1995) and his son John Podhoretz (current editor); Paul Wolfowitz, Richard Perle, Douglas Feith, Elliott Abrams, Robert Kagan and his wife Victoria Nuland, Frederick Kagan, David Frum, Charles Krauthammer, Max Boot, Bret Stephens, Jeffrey Goldberg (editor of The Atlantic). The network includes substantial non-Jewish participation — Dick Cheney (Methodist), Donald Rumsfeld (Lutheran), John Bolton (Lutheran), George W. Bush (Methodist) — but the intellectual production and institutional infrastructure has been substantially Jewish-American across generations.

The lineage’s policy effects are documented. The Iraq War of 2003 was advocated most consistently and publicly by this network across the late 1990s and early 2000s. The PNAC’s 1997 founding statement and its September 2000 Rebuilding America’s Defenses report laid out the strategic framework that the post-9/11 Bush administration implemented. The intellectual case for the Iraq invasion was carried in The Weekly Standard, Commentary, the Washington Post op-ed pages, the Wall Street Journal editorial section. The casualties of the war — roughly 4,500 American military deaths, an estimated 200,000–600,000 Iraqi deaths depending on methodology, the destabilization of the region that produced ISIS and the continuing wars — are part of what the network’s documented advocacy produced.

The lineage’s continuation operates through FDD, the Hudson Institute, the American Enterprise Institute’s foreign-policy division, the contemporary hawkish posture toward Iran, Russia, and China that has been bipartisan across the past two decades. The Ukraine policy that the Kagan-Nuland axis has driven across the State Department under Bush, Obama, and Biden — the 2014 Maidan involvement, the post-2022 strategic framework — is the contemporary expression of the lineage’s strategic orientation.

The coalition’s non-Jewish participation is structurally important and worth naming with the same precision applied to its Jewish-American leadership. Rupert Murdoch is the canonical case — Australian-British, raised Presbyterian, not Jewish — and the most strongly pro-Israel media owner of the past half-century. He has received the Anti-Defamation League’s Distinguished Statesman Award (2010), maintained close personal relationships with successive Israeli Prime Ministers including Netanyahu, and built media operations across News Corp (the Wall Street Journal, the New York Post, Fox News, the Times of London, Sky News Australia, the Australian) with consistently pro-Israel editorial lines across decades. His pro-Israel conviction is his own — shaped by Cold War conservative formation, anti-Soviet ideological alignment, the strategic-realist view of Israel as the Western outpost in the Middle East, and the broader conservative-nationalist political alignment that has firmed up across the past decade. Murdoch is not a Jewish “ally” in any puppet-master sense; he is a coalition participant by ideological conviction, exactly as Mearsheimer-Walt’s analysis predicts.

The non-Jewish participation extends across the coalition’s institutional base. The Christians United for Israel network under John Hagee — roughly ten million members — supplies the broader Christian Zionist political base whose end-times theology produces pro-Israel political alignment substantially independent of any Jewish-American coordination. Mike Pence, Mike Pompeo, and the broader evangelical Republican foreign-policy leadership has been openly aligned with this coalition. The defense-industry component (Lockheed, Raytheon, Northrop) operates with substantial non-Jewish corporate leadership pursuing the same coalition’s preferred policies for institutional-incentive reasons.

The reverse asymmetry is equally diagnostic and worth naming as the empirical refutation of the “ethnicity predicts position” framework. The Sulzberger family at the New York Times is Jewish — and historically less consistently pro-Israel than Murdoch, with substantial editorial criticism of Israeli policy across the post-October-2023 period producing open conflict with the institutional Jewish-American establishment (a May 2024 open letter from Jewish-American institutional leaders called for boycotts of the paper). Bernie Sanders is Jewish — and the most consistent congressional critic of US military aid to Israel across his career. The full Jewish-American anti-Zionist intellectual tradition engaged below in § VIII. Ethno-religious affiliation does not predict Israel positioning. The Sulzberger-vs-Murdoch contrast (Jewish-critical vs non-Jewish-supportive) and the Sanders-vs-AIPAC contrast (Jewish-critical vs Jewish-establishment-supportive) together demonstrate that the coalition crosses ethno-religious lines in both directions. The framework that fits the data is “broad pro-Israel coalition with substantial non-Jewish participation against a separate substantial Jewish-American anti-Zionist tradition” — not “Jewish ethnicity predicts pro-Israel position.”

This is the canonical case of a coordinated Jewish-American foreign-policy network with documented operations and substantial policy effects. Mearsheimer and Walt’s The Israel Lobby and U.S. Foreign Policy (2007) engaged the network from inside academic political science. The internal Jewish-American critique through Beinart, Klein, Sanders, and the broader Jewish-American left has engaged it from inside the Jewish-American tradition. The historical record is open. The lineage is named. The operations are traceable. This is what coordinated Jewish-American institutional influence looks like when it is real and operational. It does not require the unified-Jewish-elite framing. The specific named network is sufficient.



VII. The Contemporary Institutional Establishment and the IHRA Campaign

The contemporary institutional Jewish-American establishment — AIPAC, the Conference of Presidents of Major American Jewish Organizations, the Anti-Defamation League, the American Jewish Committee, the Jewish Federations of North America, the Zionist Organization of America, Hillel International — coordinates institutional Jewish-American political-cultural positions across a broad range of issues. The coordination is public, the operations are documented, the institutional infrastructure is substantial. The combined annual budgets of these organizations exceeds $5 billion. The political mobilization capacity is significant.

The contemporary major campaign of this institutional establishment has been the IHRA Working Definition of Antisemitism and its operational deployment through US federal civil-rights law. The IHRA definition, adopted in 2016 by the International Holocaust Remembrance Alliance, includes eleven contemporary examples of antisemitism, of which seven concern criticism of Israel. The institutional establishment has pursued a sustained campaign across the past decade to embed the IHRA definition in US federal civil-rights enforcement — through the 2019 Trump executive order on antisemitism, through the 2023 White House National Strategy to Counter Antisemitism, through the proposed Antisemitism Awareness Act (passed by the House in May 2024), through the deployment of the definition by university administrators in Title VI investigations, through the post-October-2023 institutional crackdown on US campus speech about Gaza.

The operational effect has been substantial: the legal-institutional equation of anti-Zionist political speech with antisemitism, the deployment of Title VI civil-rights law against student protests of Israeli policy, the disciplinary actions against academic faculty critical of Israel, the de-platforming of speakers and scholars in the Jewish-American anti-Zionist tradition, the Canary Mission-style blacklisting infrastructure that has emerged. The institutional establishment has been explicit about the campaign’s purpose — the ADL under Jonathan Greenblatt has framed anti-Zionism as antisemitism in its public communications continuously since approximately 2018.

The Jewish-American left has resisted this campaign openly. The original drafter of the IHRA definition, Kenneth Stern, has been one of its most vocal critics, arguing publicly across multiple op-eds that the institutional weaponization of the definition for speech-suppression purposes represents a misuse of his own work. The Jewish-American anti-Zionist organizations — Jewish Voice for Peace, IfNotNow, T’ruah, the broader liberal-Jewish-American coalition — have rejected the institutional establishment’s IHRA campaign. The internal Jewish-American conflict over this campaign has been one of the dominant political features of contemporary American Jewish life.

The campaign is a documented case of coordinated institutional Jewish-American political mobilization with substantial real-world effects on American legal architecture and civic life. Naming it is not antisemitism. It is the empirical record of a specific institutional coalition pursuing a specific political agenda through documented mechanisms with documented results. The institutional establishment publishes its own strategic communications about this campaign; the legal architecture it has built is in the federal register; the universities implementing it issue public statements. None of this is hidden. The framing that calls it antisemitism to name it openly is itself part of the campaign’s operational mechanism — the IHRA definition’s deployment ensures that structural analysis of its operations can be retroactively called antisemitic.



VIII. The Jewish-American Left’s Counter-Tradition

The unified-agenda framing’s empirical failure shows most clearly at the level of internal Jewish-American political conflict. Across nearly every domain the previous sections have engaged, a substantial Jewish-American counter-tradition has operated in active opposition to the institutional establishment positions.

Bernie Sanders is the most visible contemporary instance. Two presidential campaigns explicitly opposing AIPAC, the neoconservative foreign-policy consensus, and the institutional Jewish-American establishment’s Israel positions; a sustained democratic-socialist political project that has reshaped the American political left; one of the most consistent congressional critics of US military aid to Israel across his career. Sanders is Jewish-American. His political coalition has been substantially built within the broader American Jewish-American population, particularly among younger voters.

Norman Finkelstein, son of Holocaust survivors, has written the most rigorous English-language anti-Zionist scholarship of the past forty years. Naomi Klein‘s 2023 Doppelganger engaged contemporary Zionism from within the Jewish-American Canadian intellectual left. Peter Beinart traced his own trajectory from liberal Zionism through post-Zionism across the past fifteen years and is now one of the institutional Jewish-American establishment’s most prominent critics. Noam Chomsky’s lifetime body of work on American Middle East policy. Ilan Pappé, Avi Shlaim, the broader New Historians’ work on 1948. Shlomo Sand’s genealogical critique of Zionist national-myth construction. Tony Judt’s late writing critical of the Israeli political project from inside the European-Jewish intellectual tradition. Judith Butler’s philosophical engagement.

The Jewish-American anti-Zionist organizational network — Jewish Voice for Peace, IfNotNow, T’ruah, Americans for Peace Now (the American branch of the Israeli Peace Now movement), B’Tselem’s American supporters, Bend the Arc — has been one of the fastest-growing institutional segments of American Jewish life across the past decade. The 2024 Democratic National Convention’s most visible internal conflict was between the institutional establishment’s pro-Israel positions and the Uncommitted Movement’s largely Jewish-American-led pressure for Gaza ceasefire policy.

The Jewish-American intellectual and political life is in open civil war between the institutional establishment and the counter-tradition. This is the dominant political fact of contemporary Jewish-American institutional life, and the unified-agenda framing has no place to put it. If the agenda were unitary, Sanders would not have run twice on opposing it. If the IHRA campaign represented a Jewish-American consensus, its original drafter would not be its most vocal critic. If Hollywood and Wall Street and the academic establishment and the institutional establishment all pursued one coordinated project, the Jewish-American anti-Zionist intellectual tradition would not be the substantial intellectual force it has been across multiple generations.

The honest picture is multiple Jewish-American coalitions in active political conflict with each other, producing substantial cumulative influence on American institutional life through their conflict as much as through their convergence. Both coalitions exist; both have substantial institutional infrastructure; both have produced significant cultural and political effects; and they have substantially shaped American modernity in conflict with each other, not through coordinated agreement.



IX. The Cumulative Effect — What the Multifactorial Influence Has Produced

Holding all of the preceding together: the cumulative effect of Jewish-American institutional over-representation across multiple sectors over a century is substantial and traceable. American mass culture carries a particular sensibility imprinted by Hollywood’s immigrant-founder generation and its successors across a hundred years of cultural production. American finance carries the parallel-ecosystem lineage at the center of the modern investment-banking architecture. American academic culture across the humanities and the social sciences was substantially shaped by the Frankfurt School exile generation and the New York Intellectuals’ postwar institutional capture. American civil-rights law and the post-1965 demographic transformation were substantially advocated by Jewish-American institutional coalitions. American foreign policy across the post-9/11 period was substantially shaped by the neoconservative network. The American legal-institutional architecture around speech, antisemitism, and university administration has been substantially shaped by the institutional establishment’s IHRA campaign across the past decade.

The cumulative weight is real. The framing that calls this small or incidental does not survive the institutional record. The framing that calls it conspiratorial does not survive the multiple-coalition-in-conflict record. The honest framing — substantial multifactorial influence through multiple distinct coalitions with diverse and often opposing agendas, producing significant cumulative cultural and political effects on American and broader Western modernity — captures what the empirical record actually supports.

The effect on Western modernity, taken as a whole: American institutional life across the past century has been substantially shaped by Jewish-American institutional participation in nearly every elite sector. The shaping is not uniform; it is multidirectional; it has included substantially progressive coalitions (civil rights, immigration reform, the cultural-liberalization arc) and substantially conservative coalitions (the neoconservative foreign-policy network, the institutional establishment’s recent rightward IHRA campaign); it has included Jewish-American leadership of Hollywood-progressive content production (Disney under Iger) and Jewish-American leadership of Hollywood-conservative content scaling-back (WBD under Zaslav); it has included Jewish-American Wall Street architecture and Jewish-American socialist critique of Wall Street through the Sanders coalition. The cumulative effect emerges from the conflict of multiple coalitions as much as from any one of them. American modernity has been shaped by this multifactorial influence in ways that other religious-demographic populations have not shaped it, because no other population of comparable demographic share has had comparable institutional concentration across as many sectors for as long.



X. The Harmonist Diagnosis

Harmonism does not diagnose this pattern as a Jewish problem. It diagnoses it as a structural consequence of the same civilizational condition that produced the broader institutional architecture of Western modernity. When nominalism dissolved the universals that grounded the concept of the common good (see The Foundations); when the Enlightenment severed political authority from any transcendent order; when modernity rewarded the Mercurian operational profile that diaspora populations had developed under centuries of exclusion; when the financial architecture privatized money creation and the institutional architecture became dependent on the cognitive and organizational style the modernizing condition required — the rise of Mercurian populations into elite positions was the predictable structural outcome of a civilization organized around exactly those rewards. Jewish-American institutional ascendancy across the twentieth century is intelligible by the same framework that diagnoses overseas-Chinese commercial concentration in Southeast Asia, Parsi industrial concentration in India, Armenian commercial concentration in late-Ottoman trade. The framework is the Mercurian framework The Network Question established through Slezkine.

The framework does not pathologize the Mercurian populations. The pattern that produced their rise is not their pathology; it is the civilizational condition Harmonism diagnoses. The remedy is not action against the populations who rose under modernity’s logic; it is the architectural restoration of the Dharmic constraints that would prevent any concentrated network — Jewish-American, WASP, Catholic, Mormon, Brahmin, Han Chinese, Saudi-Emirati — from occupying institutional positions in the disproportionate concentrations that produce institutional capture. The Globalist Elite’s remedy section applies here without modification. The structural framework’s response to multifactorial Jewish-American influence is the same as its response to multifactorial WASP influence in the prior period, the same as its response to whatever ethno-religious-network ascendancy emerges next: restore the architectural conditions that constrain any network’s capture, decentralize concentrated power structurally, make coordination visible through radical transparency, build parallel institutions outside the captured ones.

The empirical pattern is real. The cumulative influence on Western modernity is substantial. The multiple-coalitions-with-conflicting-agendas framing fits the data. The unified-coordinated-elite framing does not fit the data and slides into conspiracy territory whose historical destinations are catastrophically clear. The Harmonist diagnosis routes through the structural framework that fits the data and toward the architectural restoration that addresses the underlying condition. Refusing to think clearly about Jewish-American institutional influence disserves both Jews and non-Jews, leaves the analytical terrain to actual antisemites, and prevents the architectural restoration that the structural framework requires. The article is the Harmonist contribution to the thinking.



See also: The Network Question, The Globalist Elite, The Globalist Elite, The Financial Architecture, The Western Fracture, The Hollowing of the West, The Epistemological Crisis, Architecture of Harmony, Harmonism.
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