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Recognizing attacks where they are requires careful thought and disciplined reasoning. Two 
common claims often appear in discussions: Jews are not responsible, and Jews are 
responsible. These statements can both be framed as true depending on context, but they 
require clarification and precision to avoid confusion and harm.

First, the term “Jew” is a generalization, and generalizing leads to bias as well as 
misinterpretations of reality. It is essential to define who is being referenced and under what 
circumstances. Without responsible and skilled reasoning, discussions become distorted and 
lose their grounding in facts.

We should always return to the foundational questions of who, what, when, where, why, and 
how. Are we referring to Serbian Jews, Sephardic Jews, or Ashkenazi Jews? Are we 
discussing specific groups such as Hamas or the Houthis, or broad categories like race and 
ethnicity? Precision in identification prevents harmful overreach.

Whites in general are not the cause of violence, and Blacks in general are not the cause of 
violence. Assigning blame to entire groups ignores individual accountability and distorts 
reality. Clear thinking requires separating individuals from general identity categories.

It is necessary to isolate facts and distinguish them from assumptions. Antisemitism can be 
used to protect Jews, but it can also be used to harm Jews or excuse actions. Similarly, anti-
racism can protect people, but it can also be misused to harm or excuse behavior.

We must identify patterns and root causes without excusing harmful actions. Recognizing 
patterns does not require assigning collective guilt. Instead, it allows for a more accurate 
understanding of how and why certain issues occur.

For example, white-collar crime has its own form of harm, yet not every white person 
contributes to it. Society as a whole may support corporate systems through participation and 
consumption. However, the decision to commit a crime ultimately rests with the individual 
responsible.

Similarly, not all Black individuals engage in criminal behavior such as looting. It is inaccurate 
and harmful to assume that identity determines behavior. There are individuals who commit 
crimes, but they do not represent entire groups.

Not all Jews are involved in criminal acts such as organ trafficking or abuse. Statements that  
assign such actions to entire groups are deeply harmful and distort reality. Individuals from 
many different backgrounds have, at times, misused positions of trust or identity to conceal 
wrongdoing.

Society often struggles to distinguish fact from fiction and tends to rely on generalizations. 
This lack of understanding can lead to emotional reactions and, in some cases, violence. 
While not all individuals respond this way, those already inclined toward harm may escalate.



Failing to discuss these issues openly can lead to repeated patterns of misunderstanding. At 
the same time, discussions must be grounded in logic and evidence. Without this balance, 
society risks both silence and overreaction.

Within cultures, some problems persist due to a lack of accountability. Denial, blame-shifting, 
and targeting of those who ask difficult questions can prevent progress. These dynamics 
make it harder to identify and address root causes.

The rise of social media has intensified these issues by enabling rapid judgment without due 
process. Individuals may be publicly condemned without sufficient evidence or fair evaluation. 
This kind of public targeting itself can become a societal harm

Harmful actions do not justify further harm. Destroying property or engaging in violence does 
not resolve injustice. Likewise, assuming all members of a group share guilt is both inaccurate 
and dangerous.

Not all police are negligent, and not all individuals are criminals. Recognizing this allows for 
more balanced and effective conversations. Patterns can and should be discussed, but 
always with attention to accuracy and fairness.

At present, fewer than ten percent of Americans have a working familiarity with logical 
fallacies. A similarly small percentage can consistently identify bias. Many individuals believe 
they are skilled in these areas, yet evidence suggests otherwise.

This gap reflects a societal issue in analytical reasoning skills. On a global level, only a small 
portion of the population can reliably identify flawed reasoning. Improving these skills is vital 
for healthier public discourse.

The Union of Saints recommends teaching logical fallacies, biases, and reasoning skills at an 
early age. These subjects should be integrated into education on a consistent, yearly basis. 
Early learning and adapting builds stronger critical thinking habits over time.

In addition, society should adopt a “school of life” approach to reasoning and communication. 
Logical thinking and respectful dialogue should be expected standards. Boundaries should be 
set to prevent conversations from devolving into harm.

The overall goal is to cultivate responsible and healthy communication patterns. These 
patterns contribute to more stable and just societies. Clear thinking, accountability, and 
fairness must remain central to that effort. This effort in communication standards must 
be shared for society to evolve.
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