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L.lvo"o.n"r,:mharr,!d on his
lewish lrilogy, a lilllo-known sociol-
ogy l,rofcssor at New York City's
Hunter Collcge camo io suspect thal.
lhc ]cwish intellcctuai movemen(s ot
thc 19'r' and 20'r'ccnturies $,eren'i
quite the marvcls of universal appli-
cation imaSincd by academia nnd
later by widcr soci.ly. Raihcr, thcy
wore ctaborate .oping mechanisms
desiBned io dc-ra€ializc thc social
conflicts between Conlilc Europc and
newly cmancipated Ieu,ry. It was
MacDonald who oxpanded "coping"
to "dcstroying" in lhe conlexl of Jcw-
ish-Geniile rclations, but John Murray
Cuddihy is to be credited for onc of
hislory's ,norc thoroughgoirlg, iI ob-
scurc, cxposurcs of lcwish decepiion.

Cuddihy, who rclircd in 1998, is
presumably nol a racialist. Hc spcaks
morc of "culture" ihan cthnicity or
even race, and might even consider
himself sympathctic to lews. Thc
book,'fhc Otdenl of Cirilitv: [rc d,
Mat\, Leti-Sttd ss, nnd the letuisll
StruXgl. irith,\'fol.r,i/v, was pub
lishcd in 1974. It is spokcn of in rev-
crcnt tones by thc wriicr who cdlls
himsclt YgBdrasil and other lcarn.'d
Whitc nationalists. But sonc raciallv

conscious Whitcs confcss that thc
book docs not speak io tlrem. lnacces-
sibly dcnse and academic, they say -
a sentimcnt with whi€h I ramc 10

sympathize as I rcad thc book. T/,s
Ordeal af Ciuiltt! is not light icading.
It is also dilticull to find. But within
thc ycllowed pagcs oI my uscd copy,
purchased ovcr the Intemet, I found
a surprisingly damning analysis of
]ewish motivations.

Cuddihy's ihesis goes routihly as
follows: Upon llre granting of eman-
cipation to thc lcws of Europe', their
less-refined ways, developcd over
ccnturics within thcir tightly bound
tribal livcs, bumped rudely into the
carefully cullivaled bchavioral codcs
of thc larger Ccntilc communilics of
Europe. Thc closer Jcws lricd to ,lei,
thc morc intense thc conflict bccame.
Thc Jcwish inlellectual elite cringect
when ihc osllrde,, or unassimilatrd
lews, madc a spectacle of themsclvcs
in Europcan.ivil socicly. Cu.ldihy
citcs the cxample of lhc Victorian cra
social rcformer Beatricc Pottcr, who
found hersclf disgustcd by thl]lcws of

I-ondon's East Fjnd: "...{hc immigrant
Iew, though tosscsscd of many firs!
class virtues, is dcfi.icnt nl that high-
esl and lalcsl drvclopmcnt of human
scntimcnl - social morality... l-lc tG
rally isnorcs all social obligations
othcr than kceping thc la\^, of (hc
land, thc maintcnancc ot his own
family, and thc charilaLrlc rclicf of

lcwish in(ellecluals !\,ero \^,ell
asarc lhat vicws such as Itllcr's fre-
vailed. Their uinds raccd 1() conuocl
explanations For thc conflici that
steercd .lcar oI lhc most obvious onc:
ra.c. Karl Marx d. scrib.d il .rs .r class
conflict rootcd i!..onomic mal-
djstribuiion. SigDun.i Frcucl dc-
scribcd it as a medicai malady rooted
in supPrcsscd naiur.rl urges. Thc
"strucluralism" ot Frcn.h anihro-
Fologjsl Claudc j cvi-Sirauss, pro-
pounded in ihe 1960s and 1970s, as-

scrted thai no one culture was bcllcr
than any anolhcr, Icaving oper the
possibility thai, if anything, Westcrn
cullurc was loadcd with hypocrisy
and triviai etiquclle whilc non-Wcst-
crn culturcs s,cre more admirably

Thc propounding of such idcas,
Cudctihy says, sprarg Irom Jeu,ish
"status humiliations of modernil],,"
the "wound in thc hcart" suffered by
iheir cncountcr with a Iargcr and
morc relincd Genlile society, an en'
countcr lhal lcfi thcm fceling inferbr.
"Slru.turalism, Iike Marrism, is an
idcolosy of sub.ultural despair, an
uneasy malangc oI cognilivc rclativ-
ism and cthical absolulism,"
Cuddihy savs. Ey Genlilc "mo.lcr
nity," Cudclihy moanl thc separation
ol thc privale Irom the public that
evolvcd as Gcntilc Europo movccl
from anima I skin- r,caring tribalism 1o

civil sociclics u,ith public instilu-
lions 'Ihc lransitim saw thc dcvclop-

1 l'russi.D lcwry's Eman.ipa tnD Ed ict.
for instan.c, was Sr.rncd o! Mar.h 11,
1812.

26 NATIONAL VANGUARD natvan.cam November December2003



mcnt ol new socidl rituals lhat would
havo bcon unne.cssary in a closc-knit
society in which cvcryonc was inti-
m.rtoly acquajnic.l wilh evcryonc c1se.

Iows, nol having urdcr8onc su.h
changes, dcvebpc.l no such ritu.rls.

As I imagine it, the Jewish inlclli-
Scnlsia were prompted inlo a "fighl
or flight" mental reaction. In applica-
iion, it combined both fiShiirg and
'flighting.' lhc Iighling was thc criti-
cism of Centilos Ior living thcir lives
in lr,ays that were, Io us, completcly
natural. Thc'flightinS' i,r'as thc dcceP-
tivc aspcct of that fighting: Jews did
not confront Centiles 4rd Centiles.
Itather, they soughi alternate crpla-
nations thal scrvcd to mollily thcir
cmbarrassment ai thc behavior of
their own people. From the introduc-
tion: "As we shall see,lhc ideology of
lhc lewish irtcllcctual is frcquently a

Frojeciion onto the general, Ccntile
cultureof a forbidd.nethnicself-criti-
cism. Shamc for'one's own kind' is
univcrsalized hto anger al the ances-

iral cncmy... 'Neither Jew norGentile
isto be biamed for th. rs,rsis (irouble)
of thc DiasPora: it is but a symPtom
of the capiialist erploit.rtion (Marx) or
a medical symplom of anxiety
(Freud),"' Cuddihy says, cchoing the
hoped-for reception of the Icwish
idcas. The analysis rinSs lrue. I am
convinccd (no, not by refcrencc to
Frcud) ihat a primary motivator for
the human thought process is th. de-
sire 1lr "gcl .omforlablc" with any
given situalion, from the immediate
and personal to Iarger social or polili-
cal realities. Cctting comforiablc nccd
not be mcrc sclfadjustmeni - it can
also mean thc altcration of ihe envi-
ronment ilsclf, like a prehistoric hu-
man smashing down grasses to makc
a bcd. As I understand Cuddihy,lcws
trcrc dong both: crcating icleoloSics
thar confortcd lhem with rcassur-
anccs of equality, and, if ar.cp(c.l by
Centiles, madc for Fliart cr(mics.

Cuddihy is short on vivid ex'
amples of ihc cuiturc clash lhat so
motivatcd (and was misundcrskxxl
by) thc Jcwish intelligcnLsia, bul scv'

John lvlurray Cudd hy

cral emerge in his treatmcnt of Frcud.
Consider Freud's reaction to privacy.
Within the insulated lewish commu-
nily of the s/,trtl, or Jcwish ghclto,
/'privacy" was seen as abnormal -
anyone desiring personal space must
bc hidinS something and is suspect.
It did noi occur to Freud thai Centile
culture, having developed into a

larger so.iely, may well have had
good reasons for respecting thc pcr-
sonal space oI others..In the nine-
tecnth ceniury, E.rstern European
Icwry "mistakes privacy Ior secrccy."
The ways in which European Ccn-
tilcs institutionalized the necd io be
private in public, or ihe need for de-
.orum, is "lost on thc Iewish intclli-
gcntsia of the nineteenth century. To
them, it appears as so much hypoc-
risy." Cuddihy quolcs Philip Rieff's
Frcud: The Mi d ofthe Mo,illst: "Whal
is for Freud 'reFression' psychologi-
cally understood, is'sccrecy' morally
unclerstood. Sccrecy is the category
moral illncss, for it provides a hiding
placc for falsc moiives."

In othc! words. Frcud describod as

"sick" Gcntilc bchavior th.rl was. lo
us, heaithy and ncccssary. But it was
not out of mere misundcrsianding
that Fieud carne io his conclusions.
Animosity toward Gentilcs Ira yc.l
no smnll part. Frcud, laid out or
Cuddihy's couch, rrcalls a childhood
cpisode that burned into him a dcsirc

to "gcl cven" with th. exclusionary
cncmy. Frcud's Iathrr, Iacob Frcud,
was walking clown thc sidewalk ir1

Moravia and bumpcct inlo a Centile.
"lcwl CcI off thc pavementl" snarle.l
the Centilc. Thc eldcr Freud's hat was
knockcd into the gutter. Ilis reaction
is not to leap to ihe Genlile's throat,
but to calmly retrieve his hat from the
gutter and continue on his way.
Freud, as it happens, didn't lvitness
any of this. Thc rc.ounting by his fa-
ther was enough. ls it possiblc that
this cpisodc created Freud's fantasy
lhat by developing "psychoanalysir"
hc would become the Semitic con-
queror of Ccntile Europe? Like
Hannibal astrjde his clcphant, hc
would slorm Rome and cxact ven-
gcancc on thc hated foyrr.

It is no accident that "id" mimics
"Yid." "ln psvchoanalysis, lhc'id' is
the functional .quivalcnt of ihe'Yid'
in social intercorf,e," Cuddihy says.
"The id, in othcr u,ords, was a moral
cqualizer l.,gitimain,g's.ientificalty'
social equality betwcen Jew and Gen-
tile in late ninetcenth-century Eu-
ropc." Cuddihy.tuotcs a Howard
Morley Sacher (,n "the unconscious
desirc of Jews, as social pariahs, to
unmask lhc rcspcctability of thc Eu-
ropcan so.iety which cbsed them
out," addlng that in Freud's case, it
was the.onscious desire of a.on
scious pariah. "Thcre was no more
effectivc way of doing this," Sacher i.
quoted .ls saying, "than by dredging
up from the hunan psychc the sordid
and infanlilc scxual abcrrations thar
wcrc frequrntly thc sources ol human
behavior. Even ]ews who were nor
psychiatrists must have taken plea-
sure in the Iact of social cqualization
pcrformed by Frcud's'ncw thinking-'
Thc B'nai B'rith Lodgc of Vienna, for
cxamplc, dolighted in listening to
Frcud air his thcories."

Cud.tihy's presrntattun jronicaUy

draws upon thc same motivation ex-
positiorl icchniqucs employcd by
Frcud. When Icws sneer that Ccntilcs
arc cmbdrrassed by scx and ncecl t{)
be "unmaskc(i," Cuddihy points out
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lhal \a,lrai thcy'rc tryiDg 1().lo is striP
.ll hum.inity to basc coNmonaliliL.s
ina cliori to mako th( ir.rudo, tur-
(ivilizcd scl\,.s focl morc accopl.rblc,
all thc u,hilc rudcly ijtl1oril1g lhc
ovolvcd and gcnuirc so.ial nccd lor
Ccniilc (.onvcnlions. l hc Crnlile is
lcfr shamed an.t .onfuscd. convinccd
ihal ho must "lcl it all hang oul" if hc
is ro achicvc mental hca1lh. lrcud is
rcveal.d as a clcvor lcw tk'ascd u,ilh
hirnsclt for having pu11.d th.
Ccnlilc's panls dosn io poinl oul 1()

the assemblcd crosd lhai, like othcr
mammals/ this one's go( gcritalia.
Cuddihy cooll), returns ihc favor.
l-reud himscu might havc had somc
insight on this, as he was rcporlcd lo
hawc oncc wondcrcd: am I an original
s.icnlisl or jxst a dirly Jcr\?

What Freucl sought by subversion,
Marx souShl by rcvoluliotr. Ics,ish
Gentilc contli.t for l,Iarx was sccn not
as a racial Lrattlc Lui as class strugglc
In this rcspecl, M.rrxism foun.l a par-
allel wilh Zionism. "I.u,ish radi.als
analyzcd antiscmitisi as ircidenial
to rhc class strugglc and clpccted il
to disappcar in thc ruiDs of ihc capi-
talist sysicm," Cuddihy quotcs a Bcn
Halpern as saying. Cuddihy contin-
ues: "Zionists plannecl to heal ai onc
stroke the wound 1o nalional self-es-
Ic.'m by leaving Europe - and bylcav-
ing behind thc invidious comparisons
fatal to rcmaining lhcrc. Marxisis
plamcd to kill the 'Jewish question'
try revolution, not cmigration: at onc
stroke, all would bc changcd,
changcd uilcrly, as a spccies humane
communi(y is born." History, of
cou.se, would not bcar out anythirg
"humane" resulting from Marxism,
socialism or communism.

Towar.t thc cnd of thc book,
Cuddihy offcrs a rcvcaling ac.ount of
ihe "Chicago Sevcn" trial, fcaturing a

showdown bci$,ccn Jcwish ra.iical
Abbie Hoffmar ancl lhe assimilatcd
lch'ish judgc, ilso na,ncd Itoffman.
The crchanges ("You'rc a dissracc to
the Icws, runll" Abbic Iloffnan yells
at thejudge. "You shoul.l havc scrved
lJittcr bcttcri") are sccn by Cud.lihy

as rovcaling lhc vcry clashcs \4arx
ancl Frcud $'iincssc.l and soughl lo

-1oday, cxcludinS col1.gc canl
puscs, Marxism hol.ls 1i1l1c suay.
Freud's ideas find a f.\a'purisl adhcr
cnls, though many thcrapisls havc
dislanccd thcmsclvcs from his lhd)
rics. But observc lhc danagc donc,
and how lol{,s havc dcfily avoidrd
blamc Ior thc miscry causcd. To ihc
unlulored,lhcy are toughto spot, dart-
jng quickly from movcmrnt to movc-
mcnt undcr a covei of l,roclaimcd
universalism. for once an intcllcclu.rl
or political movcmcni Ioscs uliiiiy for
iews, thcyabandonit.I bclievc ihat lhe
Icwish lcndency so well described by
Cud.lihy finds its fierccst manifesta-
tiorl today in "neo-conservatism," a

two-headed beasl of racc dcnying
social Iiberalism and pro-Isracl war-
monserins. lcl{s in governmcnt and
media linr up lo fccd this bcasl, u.hich
scrvcs them nicely at ihe dasal of the
neui ccnturv. lt looks "conservative"

and thus beais lhc chargc thrt leu,s
are libcrals, ycl pushcs simulla-
ncously for (hc American ftu1ti-
.ulluralism that makcs lhcm comf(nl-
aLrlc in ihc U.S., ntld thc ll.lwish
cxclusiorlisDr (hat akcs thom com-
forhblc iD lsracl.If thrrc isa doviainnr
fron Cucldihy's lhcsis, it is this: Neo'
conservatism and othor leu,ish ma-
rlr,uvering is no "Jcwish stru88lc"
cvocativc of sympalhy tor r
"Diaspora poolro." It is child's play
forle&'s.lcus no lonScr strugSlc s,ilh
modcrnily, ihcy dcfinc il. It is now
Whilc Amcricans who are strangrrs
in a sirange tar,cl. Lilc in deracinatcd
Amcrica is the relovant struSglc. 1t is
orir ordeal oI ficivilily. Itcsloring ra
cial sanily s,ll rcquirc lhc cmcrgence
of a countcrf(r'..r ourownintellcciual
cli(e, a group or frcially conscious
Whitcs dishcarl.n.d r)rough by s,hal
they scc haPpcnirg to speak out, and
inspircd enough io leacl lhe wny olrl.
Hrth Lintotl isM.ttall,ry ln,n?8nr i\I.,Yo,'N

l1rll\irNo t ll6tKslml
IIlrr,\-UdKr [ll]l,\Al'] |IARIANS
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