Clarifying Jewish ldentity, Religion, and Public
Discourse

Purpose of This Document

This public-facing educational document is intended to promote understanding, reduce
harm, and support respectful dialogue in public discourse. It addresses widespread
confusion surrounding Jewish identity by distinguishing ancestry, religion, culture,
philosophy, and politics. Precision in language protects individuals from collective
blame while preserving the right to ethical, religious, philosophical, and political critique.

This document is intended to cease hostility towards others. It promotes accuracy,
boundaries, and accountability in discussion.

1. Jewish Identity Is Not a Monolith

The term Jewish is often used imprecisely, as though it describes a single, unified
group. In reality, Jewish identity may refer to several distinct and
non-interchangeable categories:

e Ancestry: Genetic or familial lineage

e Religion: The practice of Judaism as a faith

e Culture: Traditions, customs, languages, and communal norms

e Philosophy: Schools of thought, theology, ethics, and interpretive frameworks
¢ Politics: Political ideologies, movements, institutions, or state actions

An individual may fall into one, several, or none of these categories.

A person may have Jewish ancestry without practicing Judaism, adhering to
Jewish theology, participating in Jewish culture, or supporting any political
ideology associated with Jewish institutions or states.

2. Religion Is Not Race
Judaism is a religion, not a race.

While Jewish ancestry exists, ancestry alone does not determine belief, values, or
behavior. Treating Judaism as a racial or anthropological category rather than a
religious one creates confusion and contributes to collective stereotyping.

Re-centering Judaism as a religious and philosophical tradition allows for:

e Protection of individuals from racialization



e Ethical critique of doctrine without targeting people
e Clear separation between belief systems and human worth

3. Distinguishing Critique From Hostility

Much public anger or criticism commonly labeled as antisemitism is not rooted in
hostility toward people based on ancestry. Instead, it often concerns:

¢ Religious dogma or extremism

¢ Philosophical frameworks

e Cultural practices perceived as exclusionary

e Political ideologies, institutions, or state actions

e Power dynamics, coercion, or perceived injustice

Criticism of religion, philosophy, culture, or political ideology is not equivalent to
hostility toward people.

Conflating ancestry with belief or politics silences legitimate critique and
unfairly assigns responsibility to individuals who do not share those beliefs or
positions.

D. Cowdrey explains that because many Americans share Jewish ancestry without
sharing religious belief, cultural practice, or political ideology, the term “antisemitic”
should be refined to reflect contemporary understandings and prevent the conflation of
ancestry with belief or political critique.

— America historically has integrated many cultures during the holidays. It was never a
question, we listened to Feliz Navidad, we lit menorahs, we even had twelve days of
Christmas, which often paired or “peared,” with the “Festival of Lights.” This is American
culture.

4. Why Precision in Language Matters
Imprecise language creates harm in multiple ways:

¢ It places collective blame on innocent individuals
e It racializes religion

e It shields institutions from accountability

¢ It shuts down ethical and political discourse

e |t escalates polarization rather than understanding

Clear distinctions protect human dignity, autonomy, boundaries and intellectual
honesty.




5. Responsible Public Discourse: Recommended Language

To support clarity and reduce harm, consider the following distinctions:

Avoid Prefer

Broad use of “antisemitism” Specify religious, philosophical, or political
critique

“Jews” as a collective Specific institutions, movements, ideologies, or
doctrines

Racial framing Religious or ideological framing

Collective responsibility Individual or institutional accountability

6. Ethical Boundaries
This framework explicitly rejects:

e Hatred or hostility toward individuals based on ancestry
e Collective punishment or stereotyping
e Dehumanization of any group

It affirms:

e Freedom of conscience

e Freedom of religion

e Freedom of speech and ethical critique
e The equal dignity of all people

7. Conclusion

Clear distinctions between ancestry, religion, philosophy, culture, and politics are
essential for truthful, ethical, and peaceful discourse.

Protecting people requires precision, we can and should speak openly and honestly.
Accountability requires understanding, we should not blame or spread hate.

This document invites dialogue grounded in responsibility, honesty, and respect.

Old Term = Anti-semitic

New Term = Anti-jewish



Drawing Distinctions, Old Thought: Jewish Faith, Jewish Politics, Jewish Ancestry
Clarifying New: Faith, Politics, Ancestry

This document is provided for educational and civic clarity in public discussion.

Why are people angry?
Politics, which often coincide with religious disagreements.
Who does this effect?
What is the context of the discussion?
To provide more clarification, why are people angry with political religions?
Three Primary Components
*  Power
* Entitlement

» Succession Through Coercion, Violence, Crime Or Sabotage

Why Are People Angry With Political Religions?

Public anger toward political religions is not always about hostility toward faith or
believers. It most often arises when religious identity is used as a vehicle for
political power, coercion, or immunity from accountability.

Across cultures and histories, this anger consistently centers on three primary
components:

1. Power
Political religions often seek authority beyond the spiritual realm, extending into:
* Lawmaking and governance
* Social control and moral enforcement
* Economic privilege or exemption
* Influence over courts, media, or education

When religious institutions accumulate political power, they may operate above
scrutiny, creating resentment among those subject to their influence but
excluded from decision-making.



Anger emerges when faith becomes a mechanism of dominance rather
than conscience.

2. Entitlement

Political religions may develop a sense of exceptionalism, asserting that:
* Their beliefs are beyond critique
* Their members deserve special status
* Their institutions should be immune from law or accountability
» Their worldview must be imposed on others

This entitlement can manifest as moral immunity, where actions are justified not
by ethics or law, but by claimed divine authority.

Public frustration grows when entitlement replaces equality before the
law.

3. Succession Through Crime, Violence, or Sabotage

The most severe backlash arises when political religions maintain or expand
influence through:

* Intimidation or coercion
» Sabotage of rival groups or dissenters
» Exploitation, abuse, or cover-ups
« Alignment with criminal, extremist, or violent methods
* Suppression of whistleblowers or reformers

When succession—who holds power next—is secured through fear,
manipulation, or harm, trust collapses entirely.

No religious claim justifies criminal succession or violence.

Key Clarification

Anger directed at political religions is fundamentally about conduct and power,
not ancestry, ethnicity, or private belief.

* It is not opposition to faith

« Itis not hostility toward people



» Itis a response to institutional behavior
This distinction is essential to preserve:
* Freedom of religion
» Ethical critique
* Equal accountability

» Social cohesion

Summary Statement

Public anger toward political religions arises when power, entitlement,
and succession are pursued through coercion, exemption, or harm—
transforming spiritual traditions into instruments of control rather than
conscience.
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