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PREFACE

This year, the Stephen Roth Institute for the Study of Contemporary Antisemitism and
Racism at Tel Aviv University is marking its 10th anniversary as an institute, and 15
years of monitoring these phenomena. The Institute team wishes to express their
gratitude to all their partners, friends and supporters, especially from the World
Jewish Congress, who have been so instrumental in making the Institute's
achievements possible. The most recent acknowledgment of the Institute’s work
appeared in the US State Department report, Contemporary Global Antisemitism,
authored by Gregg Rickman, Special Envoy for Monitoring and Combating
Antisemitism and submitted to the US Congress in March 2008; the report states that
the Institute “produces the most comprehensive, global statistical analysis of

antisemitic incidents.”
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OVERVIEW

The year 2007 witnessed mixed tendencies: on the one hand, a decrease in antisemitic
activity of all kinds in several countries and, on the other, a rise in violent incidents,
and especially major attacks. Sometimes both trends were evident in the same
country. A decline in overall numbers was registered in France, Belgium, Germany,
South Africa, the UK and the US; however, in France, Germany, the UK and the US
the rate of antisemitic violence rose, in some cases, substantially.

Indeed, although no immediate outside trigger for antisemitic activities, such
as the Second Lebanon War in summer 2006 or other major world or Middle East
related events could be pinpointed in 2007, the trend of an increase in antisemitic
violence continued, accompanied by verbal and visual manifestations of antisemitism.
All in all, 632 cases of violence and vandalism of all kinds reported by a variety of
sources worldwide were recorded and analyzed by the Institute. This constitutes a 6.6
percent rise over the 593 cases registered in 2006. While this is not an alarming
increase, when one looks at the division of this number into the two categories of the
Institute’s monitoring system, it can be seen that there were 57 major attacks (with the
use of a weapon or arson, and/or intent to kill), compared to 19 in 2006, that is, a
three-fold rise. The remaining 575 cases were serious acts of violence and vandalism
directed at Jewish persons, property and institutions. It should be noted that any
discussion of categorization of violent cases should take into consideration that, 1) it
enables a more in-depth analysis, and 2) while an intent to cause severe injury might
fail, a bare-handed attack might have serious consequences. In other words, both the
result and the intent are taken into account.

While a decrease was noted in the amount of serious incidents in two
countries, the number of major attacks in both increased. France recorded a 51.5
percent decline from 2006 (47 compared to 97); however, the number of major attacks
escalated from 2 to 8. In Australia, there was a decrease in serious incidents from 49
to 29, yet 5 major attacks were registered in 2007 compared to 1 in 2006. In Ukraine
the level of serious incidents remained stable but while in 2006 there were no major
attacks, in 2007 there were 4. In Russia both categories have remained at the same
level for the last three years. Germany, the United Kingdom and Canada witnessed a

substantial rise in both categories. In Germany the number of serious incidents rose



from 38 in 2006 to 67 (see below for more on cemetery desecrations); there were 10
major attacks compared to none in 2006. The UK saw a moderate rise in serious
incidents, from 136 to 141, but a steep escalation in major attacks, from 2 to 15.
Canada also witnessed a moderate rise in serious incidents, from 74 to 88, but major
attacks rose from none in 2006 to 5 in 2007.

According to the Institute’s database, there were 44 serious incidents and 3
major attacks in the US in 2007; however, the Anti-Defamation League Audit listed
93 cases of vandalism and 48 attacks on individuals; while vandalism appears to be on
the rise (a trend noted over the past three years), the rate of harassment has been
declining. The total number of violent cases in the US, combined with other
antisemitic expressions, primarily verbal ones, decreased by 6 percent compared to
2006 (see below).

The rate of violent antisemitic activities in 2007 proved once again that
contrary to former assumptions, Middle East events are not the underlying cause.
Some community reports, such as those of France, Canada and the UK, have already
questioned this supposition. Therefore, further research and analysis is required, as
well as consultation with Jewish communities. In the meantime, we offer the
following explanations for both the increase and the decrease in antisemitic activities:

* [mprovement in monitoring and the growing number of organizations that
have joined this effort have resulted in more cases being reported than
hitherto.

= In countries characterized by close cooperation with law enforcement bodies
and basic trust in the judiciary system, mostly Western states such as Canada,
the UK, the US and Australia, Jewish communities and individual Jews are
more inclined to report incidents to the local authorities and to Jewish
communal institutions. However, even in those countries, and certainly in
others, such as Russia and pre-Sarkozy France, where attacks tend[ed] to be
sporadic and spontaneous, the victims are often reluctant to lodge a complaint
when they lack either details about the perpetrators or faith that the authorities
will devote the efforts necessary to bring them to trial. Therefore, the number
of antisemitic events may be assumed to be higher.

= A minor decrease in the number of physical attacks on Jewish individuals was
observed in 2007 for the first time in recent years (255 compared to 270 in

2006). Some of the victims were attacked in schools or in the workplace, but



most were Jews on their way to or from Jewish facilities, and bore symbols of
their religious identity. In Berlin, for instance, where the Chabad Hassidim and
other Orthodox Jews have become more conspicuous, the incidence of attacks
has risen in recent years. A similar trend has been noted in the UK, Canada,
Australia and France, among others. Vandalism against community centers
and schools diminished significantly (to 62 from 94 in 2006), especially in
countries where cooperation with the authorities has been strengthened and
better security offered; on the other hand, there was a sharp rise in vandalism
of cemeteries, monuments and memorials, which are not easily protected (to
141 from 91 in 2006).

It has often been pointed out that antisemitism reflects the values of a given
society and its attitude to minorities. Indeed, a comparison between the data of
the Institute and those of other monitoring bodies, such as the FRA
(Fundamental Rights Agency, formerly the European Monitoring Center —
EUMC - located in Vienna), indicates a correlation between the crime rate in
general and antisemitic attacks. A correlation has also recently been observed
between levels of Islamophobia and antisemitism. In other words, the degree
of internal social and economic tensions in a country appears to account for a
rise or decline in antisemitism; such a correspondence has been noted in a
number of European countries. In Canada, a heated debate in 2007 over
“reasonable accommodation” (see below) was accompanied by a rise in
antisemitic violence. At the same time, Canada recorded a decline in incidents
against Jewish institutions, which are better secured by the local authorities. It
should also be noted that the vast majority of antisemitic violence has been
perpetrated during the last decade in Western and Central Europe, where the
growing presence of millions of immigrants and their offspring is a source of
increasing tensions and unrest.

In light of the above, governments, international bodies and human rights
organizations have been trying during the last five years to curb antisemitism.
Numerous conferences, seminars and programs have been initiated and
definitions hammered out, and several important court cases have boosted
their impact (see below). However, the trends showing the increasing
commitment and involvement of formal bodies and the rise in antisemitic

violence appear to be diverging. Although the efforts of the former have yet to



make a significant impact, the decline in overall numbers in some countries, as

noted, could perhaps be a harbinger of more positive developments.

As emphasized in all our reports, numbers and factual data, as important as
they may be, provide the general outlines, but sensitivity to the ton qui fait la musique
fills them in. In this regard, discussion of two points that characterized the year 2007
is called for. The first was raised by one of the leading researchers of antisemitism,
Leon Poliakov, in the introduction to his monumental History of Antisemitism
(London, 1974). Might it be possible, he asked, that the repeated recalling of past
events actually reanimates animosities and hostilities? Can the very pinpointing of the
continuance of antisemitic expressions be an encouragement to their very perpetuation
through the attention given to present-day antisemites and extremists? (Vol. II, pp.
vii-viii). Poliakov’s questions are no less relevant today, in light of efforts to curb
antisemitism, struggle against Holocaust denial and teach the history of the Holocaust,
which parallel the increase in antisemitic expressions of all kinds. This discrepancy
poses a fundamental problem that should first be defined and then perhaps tackled in
the near future.

The second concerns the current status of Israel and the Jews. The process that
began with the second intifada in 2000 and the Durban conference in 2001 probably
reached a peak in 2007. Israel is perceived categorically as the source and
embodiment of evil worldwide. The state, its citizens and Jewish supporters are
continually compared to Nazis, and sometimes branded present-day Nazis. Per
Ahlmark, former deputy prime minister and minister of labor in the Swedish
government, and founder of the Swedish Committee Against Antisemitism, often
characterized this phenomenon by referring to Israel as “the Jew among the nations.”
Although widespread among various circles, including “liberal” intellectuals and
academics in many countries, this view is far from being unanimous, and the burning
question today is how to create a balance between the two extremes. This joins the
other critical issues pointed out above: in other words, how does one merge the efforts
to combat antisemitism with the tendencies toward physical and verbal violence. The
decrease in the overall level of antisemitic activities recorded in 2007 in a number of
countries is an encouraging sign, stimulating all concerned to work harder in that

direction.



TRENDS IN THE PERCEPTION OF ANTISEMITISM AND THE HOLOCAUST
IN THE PUBLIC DISCOURSE

INTRODUCTION
The year 2007 was not marked by any conspicuous trigger of antisemitic events and
expressions such as the Second Lebanon War, which caused a surge of antisemitic
manifestations worldwide in 2006. Yet, during the year there was a clear continuation
of antisemitic tendencies that have been detected for over a decade, and especially
since the outbreak of the second intifada in 2000 and the 9/11 attacks in 2001. The
most notable trends are:

= apersistent rise in violent antisemitic incidents;

= the convergence of anti-Zionism and antisemitism;

= expansion of the usage of Holocaust metaphors and symbols of the Nazi era;

= growing international and state commitment to combating antisemitism.

Data accumulated since the early 1990s and the fact that 2007 was a year
characterized by continuation, allow us to explore retrospectively trends in the
perception of antisemitism and the Holocaust in the public discourse. These will also
be examined in relation to racism and xenophobia in light of the changes that have
taken place in the ethnic and religious fabric of states and communities worldwide.
Three major features were established:

= Antisemitism continues to be a symptom of the general political, social and
economic problems of society; hence there is a correlation between the rise in
antisemitism and in other forms of discrimination against religious and ethnic
groups.

= Previous taboos on criticism of Israel have been broken.

= There is a discrepancy between the continuous rise in antisemitic violence and
the public discourse on antisemitism and the Holocaust in Western societies,
and official positions and measures to curb antisemitism and increase

awareness regarding the lessons of the Holocaust.

VIOLENT ANTISEMITIC INCIDENTS: A PERSISTENT RISE
Antisemitic manifestations have become an increasingly pervasive phenomenon in

West European countries. Referring to this threat, Resolution 1563 (2007) on



Combating Antisemitism in Europe, adopted by the Parliamentary Assembly of the
Council of Europe on June 27, 2007, states that the European Union (EU) “remains
deeply concerned about the persistence and escalation of antisemitic phenomena and
notes that no member state is shielded from, or immune to, this fundamental affront to
human rights.”

The fact that anti-Zionism has become politically correct in some sectors
encourages not only antisemitic activists of the right and the left but also young,
second or third generation Muslims who have been exposed (via satellite TV and the
Internet) to hate preachers from the Arab world, as well as to extremist propaganda
from the West. Underlining the growth of radical views among young Muslims and
among extreme right-wing youth, an official governmental report published in August
2007 in the Netherlands, pointed out the threat they constituted to Dutch democracy
and society (and hence to the rights of minorities). In December 2007, a report, “The
Hijacking of British Islam: How Extremist Literature Is Subverting Britain’s
Mosques,” prepared by Denis MacEoin of Newcastle University, revealed that
antisemitic books, pamphlets and leaflets, including extracts from The Protocols of
the Elders of Zion, were being distributed in British mosques and Islamic centers. EU
Commissioner for Justice, Freedom and Security Franco Frattini, who is responsible
for combating racism and antisemitism in Europe, revealed during a visit to Israel in
January 2008 that half of all documented antisemitic incidents throughout Europe
could be attributed to “radical Islamic elements.”

Indeed, in the course of 2007, many identifiably religious Jews, including,
frequently, rabbis, were attacked and injured by perpetrators of Arab or North African
origin. For example, on September 7, Lubavitch Rabbi Zalman Gurevitch was
assaulted in Frankfurt/Main by what he described as an Arabic speaker who
reportedly shouted, “Sau [pig] Jew, I will kill you,” before stabbing him in the
stomach. On August 9, a 23-year old Jewish woman was beaten and branded a “dirty
Jew” in Noisy-le-Grand near Paris by two youths described as being of “African
origin.”

The rise in the incidence of assaults and acts of intimidation and harassment in
Western Europe has prompted the strengthening of security measures at Jewish
institutions, especially schools and synagogues. This effort continued in 2007: on
May 31, a “resolution on combating antisemitism and other forms of intolerance,”

was published by the Swedish Ministry of Integration and Gender Equality,



stipulating that the police must provide protection for Jewish institutions, while on
October 22, the Department for Children, Schools and Families in Britain ordered that
Jewish schools be allowed to spend government money to secure their grounds due to
fear of antisemitic attacks.

Overall, the number of antisemitic incidents in Western Europe remained high
in 2007, although some countries recorded a decrease, notably France and Belgium.
This decline is not necessarily linked directly to the absence of outside triggers,
principally developments in the Middle East conflict, which in some years appeared
to cause record rises in certain categories of incidents, such as hate mail and threats;
these means convey a more political message than the usual more spontaneous verbal
or physical antisemitic attacks.

Britain’s Community Security Trust (CST), recorded 547 antisemitic
incidents, an 8 percent fall from the 2006 record figure, yet, a confirmation of the
long-term trend of rising incident levels since the low of 219 events registered in
1997. In France, an overall decrease of 33 percent in antisemitic manifestations was
observed, seemingly a result of more stringent security measures. Nevertheless,
French Jewish communities report a strong feeling of insecurity. In Belgium, while
acts of violence against members of the Jewish community declined by 75 percent
(from 4 in 2006 to 1 in 2007), political incidents (insults and articles in the press and
on the Internet) increased by 10 percent compared to 2006, and by 66.6 percent
compared to 2005 (30 in 2005, 45 in 2006 and 50 in 2007). In Germany, the Federal
Ministry of the Interior reported a total of 951 criminal antisemitic offenses for 2007,
a decrease of about 8 percent compared to the 1,024 cases registered in 2006.
However, 34 (22 in 2006) of these were violent offenses, showing a serious rise of
more than 50 percent, while the 44 cases recorded by the Stephen Roth Institute in
2007 indicate an almost 100 percent rise. These numbers do not include desecrations
of Jewish cemeteries — approximately one desecration a week in various locations
throughout Germany — the highest figure for such cases in Europe.

According to the audit of the Anti-Defamation League (ADL), the total
number of antisemitic incidents in the US in 2007 was 1,460, representing a 6 percent
decline from the 1,554 incidents reported in 2006. Of these, 93 were property
vandalism (61 synagogues, 6 cemeteries, 28 schools and community centers), and 48

attacks on people, seven of which caused injury or were carried out with weapons.



Canada, on the other hand, witnessed an 11.4 percent increase, up to 1,042
incidents, according to the League for Human Rights of B’nai Brith’s Audit of
Antisemitic Incidents for 2007. The findings indicate that antisemitism “is not just at
the fringes of Canadian society, nor the work of a few bigots,” as stated by Executive
Vice-President of B’nai Brith Canada Frank Dimant, in a press release issued on April
9. He added that “antisemitism’s reach is far more systemic, occurring in benign
places where one normally would not expect to encounter racism. This form of hatred
appears to be increasing in rural areas, whereas before incidents were primarily

confined to urban centers.”

THE CONVERGENCE OF ANTI-ZIONISM AND ANTISEMITISM

Antisemitism is increasingly being expressed through anti-Zionism and the equation
of Israeli actions and policies with those of Nazi Germany has often served to
legitimize antisemitism. This development is closely related to the so-called
normalization process between the State of Israel and Western Europe, primarily
Germany, which is intended to replace the “special relationship,” founded on the
admittance by post-World War II democracies of their culpability for the deeds
perpetrated against the Jewish people during the Holocaust and their acceptance of
moral (and economic) responsibility for the survival of the Jewish state.

Sixty-two years after the defeat of Nazism in Europe, 58 percent of Germans
would like to draw a line under the Nazi past, according to a survey published by the
Bertelsmann Foundation in January 2007 (see ASW 2006). A petition signed by 25
German academics and published in Frankfurter Rundschau (Nov. 15, 2006), called
to abandon the “special relationship” with Israel, so that Palestinian suffering might
be acknowledged to be a result of this tragedy. Sixty years after the foundation of
Israel, the road has been opened for a “revision” of the obstacle that hindered
normalization, namely the Holocaust. This process has often been accompanied by
extreme criticism of Israeli policies, which is frequently tainted by antisemitism and
bias, singling out of Israel and questioning its existence.

Discussing the anti-Israel atmosphere on American campuses, well-known
American journalist Thomas L. Friedman wrote, “Criticizing Israel is not antisemitic,
and saying so is vile. But singling out Israel for opprobrium and international sanction
— out of all proportion to any other party in the Middle East — is antisemitic, and not

saying so is dishonest” (New York Times, Oct. 16, 2002). This new antisemitic
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language frequently enters the mainstream discourse in Western Europe but is far
from characterizing official government positions. Criticism of Israel and Zionism all
too frequently serves as a cloak for genuine Jew hatred, and increasingly seeks
validation within the anti-racist discourse that has become a feature of political and
social life.

Addressing the International Task Force for Holocaust Remembrance (ITF) in
Berlin, on March 5, 2008, German Foreign Minister Frank Walter Steinmeier
expressed concern about “a new form of antisemitism appearing in the guise of moral
superiority among self-declared honest Germans.” Guilt feelings, as well as a sense of
moral superiority over the Jews and the Jewish state among Germans, influence the
level of antisemitic and anti-Zionist content of the anti-Israel argumentation.
According to the abovementioned Bertelsmann Foundation survey, about 30 percent
of German respondents agreed that the State of Israel used Nazi methods to deal with
the Palestinians — and this represents the average for most West European countries.

Antisemitism in the form of or linked to anti-Israel or anti-American
ideologies has also been harnessed to legitimate protest movements and the
mainstream discourse. Especially but not only on the radical left and right, the terms
“Jew “and “Zionist” have become heavily loaded with negative connotations while
Palestinians are glorified as the victims of Israel. The philosopher Michael Walzer, a
professor of social science at Princeton University and a regular critic of Israeli
policies, remarked in an interview that it seemed to him “that there is an oddly
disproportionate hostility toward Israel on the European left... Indeed, much of the
criticism directed at Israel has more to do with the existence of the state than with the
policies of any of its governments — which was, again, never the case with France or
with Germany after World War Two or with China today. Something is seriously
wrong here” (Imprints, online journal of analytical socialism, 1, 2003).

Following the World Conference Against Racism (WCAR) in Durban which
concluded just two days before September 11, former Canadian Minister of Justice
and Attorney General, MP Irvin Cotler stated that Israel has become in the eyes of

b

many a sort of “meta-Human Rights violator,” representing “in a world in which
human rights constitute a new secular religion... the ‘anti-Christ’ of our time.”
Consequently, Israel must be treated as a criminal state with no legal justification for
its existence (“Beyond Durban,” Global Jewish @genda,

http://www.jafi.org.il/agenda/2001/english/index.htm). The acceptance of this idea by
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so-called progressives (right-and left-wing extremists) constitutes a real threat not
only to Jewish communities but to democratic values per se.

Attempts at academic boycotts of Israeli institutions in 2004 and 2005 (see, for
example, ASW 2006) and so-called apartheid weeks on university campuses, as well
as the singling out of Israeli students and lecturers and pro-Israel Jews, have
contributed to furthering social and academic acceptance of antisemitic anti-Zionism.
A boycott of Israel, proposed in May 2007 by the British University and College
Union (UCU), was dropped in September after lawyers determined that it would
breach anti-discrimination laws in Britain and even the union’s own guidelines. It was
clear from the outset that the boycott would fail but it helped to advance the
discussion on delegitimizing Israel. In early April, Aosdana, Ireland’s state-sponsored
academy of creative artists, had voted on a motion to end all cooperation with Israeli
state-sponsored cultural events and institutions. The proposal was initiated by
Raymond Deane, founder of the Irish-Palestinian Solidarity Campaign. However, this
initiative, too, was defeated in the organization’s national assembly.

These campaigns were applauded by Arab commentators. Palestinian Omar
Barghuti, an independent researcher, and Lisa Taraki, reader of sociology at Birzeit
University, both founding members of the Palestinian Campaign for the Academic
and Cultural Boycott of Israel, considered a boycott a moral imperative (Al-Ahram
Weekly, June 16, 2005).

As in previous years, antisemites from the extreme right and extreme left
(once this would have been unimaginable, but in contemporary Europe is a frequent
occurrence) were observed marching together with representatives of Muslim groups
to support anti-Israel or anti-Jewish causes. Extreme right activists continued their
campaign to highjack anti-Zionist events of various kinds, in order to propagate their
views. A rally in September, for example, protesting Iran’s nuclear program,
organized by Café Critique (an association for social and cultural criticism,
sympathetic to Israel) and the Jewish Community of Vienna, drew the ire of Austrian
neo-Nazis. On the Internet forum Heimatschutz (Homeland Protection), associated
with the Bund Freier Jugend (Alliance of Free Youth), an activist calling himself
Heimdall referred to the rally as a “Jew rally in Vienna” (Judendemo in Wien). He
proposed donning Palestinian kefiyyahs and supporting the anti-imperialists.
President Mahmud Ahmadinejad’s declaration of a nuclear war on Israel triggered a

serious incident in Turin, Italy, in January. A local high school teacher stated during a
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class that “Ahmadinejad is right. Israel must be erased. My political ideal is
Hizballah.” He also claimed that Holocaust Memorial Day was “leftist propaganda
used by Israel to remain unpunished and to justify all its filthy actions since World
War II, such as the slaughter of Palestinians and the Lebanon War.”

Paradoxically, the antisemitic discourse and antisemitic manifestations are
often triggered by bills, appeals or laws against antisemitism or Holocaust denial,
which, it is claimed, violate freedom of expression. These discussions force a
confrontation with the past, whose perception in West European states depends on
their level of cooperation with the Nazi regime. In Denmark, for example, a heated
debate broke out in July when it became known that journalist Erik Haaest had
received government grants in 2004 and 2006 for research entitled “The Danish
Freikorps on the Eastern Front 1941-1965.” Known for his publications denying the
Holocaust, Haaest claims that the Diary of Anne Frank is a forgery, that there were no
gas chambers and that the official number of Jews murdered during the Holocaust is

fallacious (see http://www.balder.org/judea/Government-Money-For-Danish-

Holocaust-Skeptic-Erik-Haaest.php). It should be noted that Holocaust denial is not a

crime in Denmark, which has become an international center for the publication and
distribution of material denying the Holocaust, as well as Nazi texts and memorabilia
(see http://www.coe.int/t/e/human_rights/ecri/1-ecri/2-country-by-country approach/

denmark/denmark _cbc_3.asp#P390 68825).

Allegations, such as the claim that journalists and politicians are cowed into
silence by the pro-Zionist lobby, were openly and increasingly made in the UK and in
other countries, finding expression, most notably, in John J. Mearsheimer and Stephen
Walt’s book, The Israel Lobby and US Foreign Policy. Discussion of Mearsheimer
and Walt’s thesis — that the “Israel lobby” dictates US foreign policy in the Middle
East, including Iraq, an approach that runs counter to America’s own best interests
(see ASW 2006) — was first proposed in a 2006 working paper; it was renewed in the
US and elsewhere when the authors published a book-length version of their argument
in August 2007. Although much of the debate in the US over the book was polemical
or limited to well-worn issues such as the elision of antisemitism and anti-Zionism,
the kernels of thoughtful dialogue on less central aspects of antisemitism were sown
in opinion pieces and reviews in numerous American national publications, including:
To what extent does Jewish advocacy for Israel indicate a lack of loyalty to the United

States? Does the “dual-loyalty” charge have relevance in a participatory democracy
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where citizens are empowered to vote according to their consciences? Should
mainstream writers alter the presentation of their views in order to avoid providing
ammunition to antisemites? Can an argument be functionally antisemitic even if there
is no indication of antisemitic animus on the part of the author? Although these and
other questions were not treated systematically, the debate over Mearsheimer and
Walt’s thesis — and continued discussion over President Jimmy Carter’s 2006 book,
Palestine: Peace not Apartheid — may have contributed to an as-yet inchoate
discussion of these issues.

In Australia, the “Jewish lobby” theories of Mearsheimer and Walt were
attacked by Labor Senator Michael Forshaw, in an address to the Senate in March
2007. Forshaw’s speech was relatively rare as it focused specifically on antisemitism,
whereas the majority of statements by leading Australian politicians condemn
antisemitism in the context of racism in general.

Walt and Mearsheimer’s thesis drew much Arab attention and was translated
into Arabic in 2007. While seeing it as a confirmation of their long standing claims
that US Middle East policy, particularly its unconditional support of Israel, was
contrary to American long-term strategic interests and that the “Israel lobby” was
responsible for this misguided policy, some Arab writers exposed inherent antisemitic
beliefs. Carter’s book was also perceived as further proof of the Arab allegation that
Israeli policies are tantamount to those of the defunct apartheid regime in South
Africa.

In Central and Eastern Europe, too, current antisemitism combines elements of
the “new antisemitism,” including anti-Israelism. The mainstream media is usually
less critical of Israel than some of the Western press and censure of Israel does not
usually originate in East European sources but is reported from Western ones.
Furthermore, the mainstream press is careful to avoid making a direct link between
Israeli conduct and Jewish stereotypes.

The inclusion of anti-Zionism and denial of Israel’s right to exist in the
working definition of the “new antisemitism,” agreed in January 2005 by the EU
member states, continued to draw harsh criticism by Arab commentators. It was
argued that the term antisemitism is overused and abused by Israelis and Jews alike to
answer accusations of maltreatment of Palestinians or America’s anti-Arab policy.
While not denying the existence of hatred toward Jews or Israel in Europe or in the

Arab world, Arab writers maintained that it is derived not from antisemitism but from
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Israeli policies of oppression and destruction against the Palestinians and seen nightly
on the television screen. Hence, the accusation of antisemitism has become a “sword”
that hangs over anyone who criticizes Israel’s allegedly aggressive, racist policies (see

ASW 2004).

USAGE OF HOLOCAUST METAPHORS AND SYMBOLS OF THE NAZI ERA

Nazi symbols and slogans have increasingly accompanied verbal as well as physical
attacks on Jews and Jewish institutions worldwide. Visual materials in particular, such
as cartoons and videos equating the Star of David with the swastika or the suffering of
the Palestinians with the Holocaust, are common in some countries such as France,
the UK, Belgium and the US, as well as in Latin America and the Arab world. They
appear in the press and in demonstrations and are disseminated through the popular
social web applications Youtube or Facebook to tens of thousands of surfers, helping
to “transform Israelis and ‘Zionists’ [in]to legitimate targets of hostility [verbal as
well as physical] — which they of course become when constructed as Nazis — and
they enable antisemitism to be presented and legitimized as anti-racism, anti-Fascism
and anti-Nazism” (Heinrik Bachner, “Anti-Jewish Stereotypes in Swedish Public
Discourse,” Engage, Sept. 2007).

The swastika, the symbol of Nazism, for instance, was used hundreds of times
by antisemites of all stripes in 2007 to show their contempt and hatred for the Jews.
An attempt by the European Parliament to ban the display of the swastika as a Nazi
symbol was met by protests from Hindu groups, for whom the swastika has been a
religious symbol for millennia. As in the past, an increase in the appearance of Nazi
symbols was observed in Europe during “antisemitic action days” — Holocaust
Memorial Day in January/February, Hitler’s birthday in April and the Jewish High
Holidays in September/October. For example, on January 25, all the branches of a
small olive tree in Arezzo, Italy, marking the site of an 18th century Jewish cemetery,
were cut off and swastika-adorned posters left, reading: “10,100,100 Holocausts” and
“Priebke Libero [Free Priebke — referring to Nazi war criminal Erich Priebke serving
a life sentence under house arrest in Rome]”; and antisemitic slogans such as “Juden
raus!” and “Sieg Heil,” accompanied by swastikas, were found on the walls and
entrance gate of the Jewish Spandauer Platz kindergarten, Charlottenburg, in Berlin.
Sometimes antisemitic graffiti or insults included both allusions to the Middle East

conflict and Nazi motifs. On January 27, there was a spate of antisemitic graffiti
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reported throughout Antwerp, Belgium, including “Fuck Joden” on the windows of a
school and “Hamas Joden aan de gas” on the door of a store.

In February, swastikas were painted on the gate of the Jewish cemetery in
loannina, Greece. The Forum against Antisemitism (FGA), Austria, reported that
swastikas and the slogan “Heil Hitler” were smeared repeatedly on buses and near
Jewish sites in March, April and May in Vienna. Swastikas also appeared frequently
on houses in various parts of Zurich, Switzerland; in July antisemitic graffiti reading
“Juden Raus” and “We hate you, dirty Jews [Judensaecke],” accompanied by
swastikas, was discovered near the synagogue in Zurich. Also in Switzerland, the
Geneva police reported that during July-August, more than 100 cars were daubed with
swastikas. On April 21, one-quarter of the 180 graves in the Sainte-Marie cemetery in
Le Havre, France, were defaced with swastikas. On September 8, swastikas were
reported in a Jewish cemetery in South Wales, and on October 2, they were painted on
some 20 tombs, in the first desecration of a Jewish cemetery in Lisbon in modern
Portugal.

The continuous equation of contemporary events, people and ideas with
Nazism and the Holocaust was a marked feature of the US discourse in 2007. In July,
for example, US Congressman Keith Ellison claimed that the Bush administration was
exploiting the 9/11 terror attacks to suspend civil liberties in much the same way the
Nazis used the Reichstag fire in 1933. Ellison later retracted his remarks. Another
instance involved former Arkansas Governor and then-presidential candidate Mike
Huckabee, who described legalized abortion in the United States as a “holocaust.”
Although these were the highest profile instances of such analogies in 2007, they
appear with disturbing regularity in public debate on social and especially political
issues, constituting a facile way of delegitimizing an opponent or an opponent’s
argument. Such comparisons, though not necessarily antisemitic, make constructive
dialogue much more difficult and detract from the horror of the Nazi regime.

In Canada swastikas were the predominant motif in graffiti across the country
during 2007, usually the work of gangs adopting Nazi insignia and rhetoric. There
was a marked increase in Holocaust denial and in attempts on campus to present it as
a legitimate topic for academic debate. Holocaust trivialization sometimes appears in
political discourse, but it is not always recognized as such.

As in other countries, in Australia, the Holocaust is often presented as a

paradigm of evil, and as such is used by advocates of a particular position who seek to
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portray their opponents as Nazi-like. Some critics of Australia’s immigration policies
have referred to detention centers of undocumented arrivals and individuals applying
for refugee status as “concentration camps.” Polemicists in debates concerning the
environment use the Nazi epithet regularly. The most inappropriate usage of this
language was by opponents of Israel, particularly of Israeli policies. While this was
common in 2006, when Israel fought Hizballah and Hamas, it was invoked quite
infrequently during 2007, perhaps due to sustained criticism.

References to the Holocaust and the Nazi regime were also part of the
antisemitic discourse relating to the Middle East conflict in the media of most Latin
American countries. Their importance lies more in their qualitative effect than in their
quantity. Using such allusions to demonize Zionism and the State of Israel is a
relatively new antisemitic trend, which is not confined to extremist groups but has
also infiltrated the mainstream discourse. They were found mainly in the public
opinion columns of newspapers of all political stripes, both private and official or
semi-official, as well as on TV programs. Nazi graffiti was also a common means of
antisemitic expression in 2007.

From the 1980s Holocaust denial in Latin American countries was employed
as a means to spread old antisemitic content, by attempting to invert the Jew’s role as
a victim during World War II. Since the 2006 Second Lebanon War and the escalation
of tension in Gaza, the use of Holocaust terminology to depict the Israeli-Palestinian
political conflict has become more accepted among large segments of society,
especially as it does not entail denial of the Holocaust. Activists from the mainstream
— liberals, campaigners for human rights and Social Democrats — feel free to join
demonstrations with Muslims in order to demonize or delegitimize Israel by
comparing the Jewish state to Nazi Germany, Israeli leaders to Nazi leaders, Israeli
Jews to Nazis, the Star of David to the swastika and the Palestinians to the victims of

the Holocaust, thus transforming the Jews from Holocaust victims to perpetrators.

GROWING INTERNATIONAL AND STATE COMMITMENT TO

COMBAT ANTISEMITISM

Important steps were taken during 2007 to address the issues of antisemitism and the
promotion of Holocaust denial. Still, it seems that any effect that they may have will
take years to impact on the public consciousness. The first was the Framework

Decision on Racism and Xenophobia, passed by the Council of the European Union in
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April. This had been under discussion since 2001, but under Germany’s presidency,
and at the urging of Chancellor Angela Merkel, the Council was finally persuaded of
its historic responsibilities. The final document, which as of writing was still under
discussion and though weakened at the insistence of several states, will nevertheless
provide for the harmonization of minimum criminal provisions against racist or
xenophobic agitation, such as written material; public approval, denial or gross
trivialization of genocide, including Holocaust denial; and consideration of racist and
xenophobic motives as aggravating factors in other criminal offenses. Member states
have two years to incorporate them into their national laws. The requirement that
prosecution agencies must initiate ex officio an investigation into an offense,
however, removes the need for injured parties to file a complaint. Jewish groups were
nonetheless disappointed that no specific mention was made of antisemitism.

A second advance was UN Resolution 61/255 condemning Holocaust denial.
The resolution, which was passed on the eve of International Holocaust Memorial
Day, January 26, 2007, with 103 countries voting in favor and only Iran against,
condemned without reservation any denial of the Holocaust and urged member states
to reject unreservedly “any denial as a historical event, either in full or in part, or any
activities to this end.”

General Assembly Resolution 60/7 (2005) on Holocaust remembrance
mandated the UN secretary general to develop an outreach program on “the Holocaust
and the United Nations.” And in October 2007, the Israel Ministry of Foreign Affairs
proposed a draft resolution that required the director general of the United Nations
Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO) to consult with the UN
secretary general regarding the UN outreach program, with a view to exploring the
role UNECSO can play in promoting Holocaust remembrance through education and
in combating all forms of Holocaust denial. Importantly, a follow up mechanism was
built into the resolution which asked the director general to report the results of his
consultations and his recommendations to the executive board of UNESCO at its next
session.

Within the framework of the Organization for Security and Co-operation in
Europe (OSCE), the Romanian government hosted, and the Spanish government
chaired, the high level Conference on Combating Discrimination, Promoting Mutual
Respect and Understanding, in June, as a follow up to the 2005 Cordoba Conference

on Antisemitism and Other Forms of Intolerance. The resulting Bucharest Declaration
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noted the key role that states have in ensuring the adoption and implementation of
“legislation and the establishment of effective monitoring and enforcement measures
to monitor that legislation’s ongoing effect,” and noted the “commitment to encourage
the development of methods and curricula for tolerance education, including
education on the Holocaust and antisemitism etc.”

The OSCE commitment to encourage better monitoring of antisemitic
incidents on the part of law enforcement agencies, as well as pedagogical initiatives,
was well demonstrated during 2007. The Law Enforcement Officers Program, which
provides training for senior police officers in the investigation and monitoring of hate
crime, including crimes against Jews, was hosted by several OSCE states, including
Russia. The Tolerance and Non Discrimination Information System (TANDIS),
which provides an online collection point for information related to tolerance and
non-discrimination for the use of states’ parties, but which is accessible to all, was
launched in 2006 and promoted more widely in 2007.

During the course of the year, the OSCE Office for Democratic Institutions
and Human Rights (ODIHR) published and distributed three school books for high
school students: Anti-Semitism in Europe up to 1945; Anti-Semitism: A Never-Ending
Struggle?; and Prejudices. You Too?, within seven states in their national languages.
This series of teaching materials on the history of Jews and antisemitism in Europe
prepared by the Anne Frank House, was followed by a teachers guide, Addressing
Anti-Semitism; Why and How? — A Guide for Educators, prepared by Yad Vashem.

The number of states holding Holocaust Memorial Days rose to 39 at the
beginning of 2007, and others joined during the course of the year. The task of
advancing the Stockholm agreement, signed in January 2000 by 45 states, is carried
out by the Task Force for International Cooperation whose 26 members promote
Holocaust education, remembrance and research in cooperation with a number of
other international bodies. This trans-national educational initiative will hopefully
bear fruit in due course and lower the extent of antisemitism, although the level of
observance and commemoration varies substantially from one country to another.

Pointedly, the EU Agency for Fundamental Rights (FRA), which superseded
the European Monitoring Center (EUMC), noted in its 2007 Report on Racism and
Xenophobia that according to research carried out in the UK, “pupils who had studied
the Holocaust tended to have more positive values and attitudes than those who did

not; and, that there was a notable improvement in values and attitudes immediately
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after the lessons on the Holocaust, which was still evident after 10 months (though
these were not universal feelings).”

At the regional level, the European Parliament issued a Written Declaration in
March, which noted the rise in antisemitic incidents and the role that the Internet
plays in disseminating anti-Jewish messages, and called on EU states which have not
yet done so to ratify the Additional Protocol on Cyberhate to the Council of Europe
Convention on Cybercrime. In June the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of
Europe passed a Resolution on combating antisemitism in Europe, which called for
resolute action against those promoting antisemitism, including the prosecution of
individuals or groups that issue statements inciting violence, the intensification of
educational initiatives, and the use of the European Commission Against Racism and
Intolerance (ECRI) to alert public authorities to antisemitic activities.

Despite the progress made there remain substantial gaps in the information
that the FRA gathers through monitoring agencies in the various countries in its
efforts to improve measurement and understanding of antisemitism. Data collection
on incidents, apart from the most serious violent acts, is still lacking. Reporting in
early 2007, the FRA noted that “only four out of 27 Member States (namely some
federal states of Germany, France, the Netherlands and the UK) have so far
established national, regional and/or local mechanisms for proper data collection in
this field. This lack of available information on racist incidents and discriminatory
practices significantly constrains the abilities of Member States to counteract
discrimination and inequality.” It further stated that only France, Germany and
Sweden collect data on antisemitic incidents at the official level, although the
information gathered by the CST in the UK is accepted by the government. It made
the same point more forcibly in its 2007 summary report on antisemitism in the EU
published in January 2008.

The lack of official data is seen by intergovernmental agencies as a serious
drawback to understanding the problem of racist and antisemitic violence as well as to
strategic planning, and successive publications by the EUMC and ODIHR have drawn
attention to this lacuna.

In an effort to disseminate the historical truth about World War II and the war
time attitude toward the Jewish population, the Belgium government released a report,
on February 14, prepared by the Centre for Historical Research and Documentation

on War and Contemporary Society (CEGES). It concluded that during World War II
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the Belgian authorities collaborated with the Nazis and took part in the persecution of
Jews. At a memorial ceremony held on May 8 in Brussels, Prime Minister Guy
Verhofstadt asked the Belgian Jewish communities for forgiveness for the
government’s collaboration and for the deportation of Belgium Jews to extermination
camps. About 56,000 Jews were living in Belgium at the beginning of the war; only
1,200 survived out of the 25,000 sent to Auschwitz. A similar report issued by
Sweden on January 26, 2007, refers to the dual role this country played in World War
II. It describes the bringing of Auschwitz prisoners to Sweden shortly before the end
of World War II, and the warm welcome they received. On the other hand, it also
discusses Sweden’s cooperation with Nazi industry and research.

A positive development in the US in 2007 was the increase in public
awareness of the power of hate speech and symbols, and the need to maintain an
environment where such speech is marginalized. Though the use of specific racial and
religious epithets has long been taboo in polite society and allegations of racism
against blacks or Jews have carried with them a serious stigma, there was a growing
sensitivity to the baleful effects that abusive or derogatory speech and intimidating
symbols can have on other populations as well. In part, this sensitivity stems from
continued public education by groups devoted to diversity, but in 2007 these efforts
were supplemented by several high-profile incidents — such as the controversy over
racism in Jena, Louisiana; noose (drawing of nooses to indicate the desire to execute
members of a minority) and swastika incidents in New York City; cases of
discrimination and bigotry against Latinos; and prominent cyber-bullying cases — that
were propelled onto the national stage.

In Russia, government officials often issue statements against extremism,
antisemitism and racism. On February 7, 2007, for example, Moscow Mayor lurii
Luzhkov wurged the judicial authorities to react more harshly to extremist
manifestations in the country. On October 17, during the opening of a multifunctional
Jewish center in Moscow, he reiterated that fascism, nationalism and inter-religious
conflicts are “the greatest danger” to present-day Russia. During a meeting with
members of the executive committee of the European Jewish Congress in the Kremlin
on October 10, President Vladimir Putin expressed his support for the European
Jewish Congress initiative to establish an all-European program to combat extremism,
xenophobia and antisemitism. On the other hand, local authorities and law

enforcement agencies tend to categorize hate crimes as hooliganism. Some local
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authorities go even further and deny the existence of neo-Nazi gangs in their region,
despite clear evidence to the contrary.

On January 26, Russia supported the UN General Assembly’s condemnation
of “any kind of Holocaust denial.” The Russian delegate to the UN, Vitalii Churkin,
declared that Russia does not accept current attempts to whitewash fascism and
minimize the scale of the Holocaust. “We do not have the right to forget about the
tragedy of the Holocaust in order to prevent the repetition of similar [things] in the
future,” he said during his speech to the assembly. “Antisemitism, xenophobia, racist
and religious intolerance must not remain unpunished.” However, so far Russia has
refrained from officially marking the day. In October 2007 the president of the
European Jewish Congress, Viacheslav Kantor, reiterated his appeal to Putin to
declare International Holocaust Memorial Day an official memorial day in Russia.

In Ukraine, too, a rise in racist and antisemitic incidents resulted in official
condemnations. During her visit to Israel in January, Iulia Timoshenko, then head of
the center-left political bloc, stressed the need to combat antisemitism. On February
21, the Ukrainian foreign ministry issued an official denunciation of antisemitic
graffiti and swastikas painted three days previously on a Holocaust memorial near
Tolbukhin Square in Odessa, as well as on about 300 graves in the Jewish cemetery.
On March 18, Vasilii Tsushko, vowed during his first press conference in the position
of interior minister, that his office would suppress skinheads, while Minister of
Science and Education Stanislav Nikolaenko called on April 26 for the protection of
foreign students, admitting that racist attacks damaged Ukraine’s image in the world.

The OSCE held the 16th annual session of its parliamentary assembly in Kiev
on July 5-9. On the last day, a “Resolution on Combating Antisemitism, Racism,
Xenophobia and Other Forms of Intolerance, Including against Muslims and Roma”
was adopted. The declaration condemned antisemitic incidents in OSCE member
countries and urged them to “provide members of minority groups with equal access
to and opportunities within social, political, legal and economic spheres.” The
resolution also urged politicians to speak out against any form of intolerance.

On September 29, a commemoration service was held in Babi Yar, Kiev, in
memory of the Jews murdered there by the Nazis during the Holocaust. The
commemoration service was attended by President Viktor Iushchenko, who

condemned xenophobia and antisemitism in all its forms. “In our country,” he
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declared, “there is not, and never will be, a place for inter-ethnic intolerance and
enmity.”

On December 7, he submitted a draft law to the Ukrainian parliament
criminalizing Holocaust denial and denial of the Holodomor (“death by hunger,”
referring to the famine in Ukraine in 1932-3). According to the bill, anyone denying
the Holocaust or the Holodomor in public will be sentenced to a maximum of 2-3
years imprisonment or a fine equivalent to 9,000-27,000 US dollars (100-300 times
the Ukrainian monthly minimum wage).

International efforts to combat antisemitism were generally met in the Arab
world with suspicion and criticism. They were seen as a tool to fight anyone who
criticized or denounced an Israeli crime or a Jewish movement. It would have been
more appropriate, contended an Egyptian journalist reporting from Berlin on the
OSCE conference held there in April 2004, for the conference to have dealt with the
negative attitude toward the Arab and Muslim communities in Europe or at least with
Israeli violations against the Palestinian people. The Jewish feeling of victimhood is
“a political game” for exploiting others and reinforcing feelings of guilt in the West.

The adoption by the US Congress of the Global Antisemitism Review Act in
October 2004 also triggered strong Arab criticism. The act, which committed the US
to support efforts to combat antisemitism worldwide through bilateral relationships
and interaction, was perceived as further proof of Jewish control over the legislative
and executive authorities in the US and as an attempt by Republicans to curry favor
with traditionally pro-Democratic US voters. The act was seen as a racist law hostile
to Arabs and Muslims and a form of “intellectual terrorism,” through which the US
was trying to force its hegemony over the world and interfere in the domestic affairs
of states. Moreover, in order to protect Israel from legitimate criticism, it allegedly
blurred the line between Judaism and Zionism, providing it with a license to continue
its terrorist policies against the Arabs. Several Arab writers, such as Egyptian expert
on Judaism and Zionism ‘Abd al-Wahhab al-Masiri, suggested that Arabs begin their
battle against the US legislation by working out a clear definition of antisemitism, in

order to avoid the confusion between Judaism, Zionism and Israel.

COURT PROCEEDINGS AGAINST DENIERS AND ANTISEMITIC CHARGES
Holocaust denial was repeatedly at the center of court proceedings in 2007. The EU
agreement of April 2007 enabled the arrest of Austrian Holocaust denier Gerd Honsik
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on August 23, in Malaga, Spain, following the issue of a European arrest warrant.
According to Austrian Minister of Justice Maria Berger, Honsik’s arrest was part of
the “fight against racism and xenophobia.” On October 4, Honsik was extradited from
Spain to Austria and was to face charges.

On November 7, the Spanish Constitutional Court declared that imprisonment
for Holocaust denial was unconstitutional because it violated the right of freedom of
expression, as laid down in Art. 20. This decision invalidated the sentence passed in
Barcelona in 1998 on right-wing extremist Pedro Varela, the owner of the Europa
bookstore, which sold Nazi books and Holocaust denial publications. This was not the
first time that the Constitutional Court had intervened in the case of Varela, who was

convicted in 1998 of Holocaust denial (see ASW 1998/9, 1999/2000). In February

2000, it censured the Barcelona Court of Appeals for procedural defects in its claim of
unconstitutionality of Article 607.2 of the Penal Code. According to the Barcelona
court, this article, which punishes the promotion of genocide, could contravene
Varela’s right of freedom of expression established in the Constitution.

American Holocaust denier and former Ku Klux Klan Wizard David Duke
considered the November Spanish court ruling a victory over Germany’s attempt to
influence the EU to criminalize Holocaust denial in member countries (see “Spain
Abolishes Thought Crime Law — Withdraws from Germany’s Holocaust Persecution

Alliance,”  http://www.davidduke.com/general/pedro-varela-case-overturns-spanish-

thought-offense-statutes-could-this-be-the-beginning-of-the-end-of-israels-holocaust-

terror_3066.html). That same month Duke caused an outrage in Spain when he toured

the country, accompanied by Pedro Varela, to promote the first Spanish edition of his
antisemitic book, Jewish Supremacism: My Awakening to the Jewish Question.” Duke
was invited by the Spanish Center for National Democratic Studies and two right-
wing parties, the National Alliance and National Democracy. They appeared in
Madrid, Valencia, Zaragoza and Barcelona. Spanish intellectuals, journalists and
politicians filed a complaint against Duke for incitement to hatred, racism and
antisemitism.

On December 15, British Holocaust denier David Irving provoked another
public debate when he delivered a lecture in Varela’s Barcelona bookstore, during
which he stated, inter alia, that although “there was no doubt that the Nazis killed two
or three million Jews,” there was no proof that Hitler himself knew what was going on

in Germany’s concentration and extermination camps.
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In Italy too, an intense public debate on the subjects of Holocaust denial and
free speech, as well as fascist crimes and the law, arose when Justice Minister
Clemente Mastella proposed a bill that would criminalize denial of the Holocaust.
Mastella was subsequently accused by the right-wing extremist PANF (Pan-Aryan
National Front) Italia of having been “incited” by the president of the “Italian ADL”
Alessandro Ruben to outlaw “doubting the holohoax.” On January 25, the Italian
cabinet approved a draft law imposing jail terms for racist or ethnically motivated
crimes, but stopped short of making Holocaust denial illegal. Several leading
university professors involved in the discussion published an open letter, claiming
Holocaust denial was a cultural problem that could not be solved with jail sentences.

The question of the legitimacy of Holocaust denial accompanied a three-day
seminar on April 17-19, entitled “The Gagged History,” held at the University of
Teramo. Speakers included Holocaust deniers and anti-Zionists from the extreme
right and extreme left. French Holocaust denier Robert Faurisson made his
contribution by video conference since he was denied entry to the campus. Professor
Claudio Moffa, of the University of Teramo, who previously argued that 9/11 served
Israeli interests and claimed there was evidence, “shaky though it may be, of
operational convergence between Mossad and bin Laden,” maintained that “the
Jewish lobby in Italy” was preventing questioning of the Holocaust.

On February 15, a Mannheim court sentenced German-Canadian Holocaust
denier Ernst Ziindel, to five years in prison on 14 counts of inciting racial hatred and
Holocaust denial.

On November 15, the European Court of Human Rights in Salzburg acquitted
Karl Pfeifer, an Austrian Jewish journalist, of “causing the suicide” of a German
professor and ordered the Austrian government to pay him 5,000 euros in damages
and 10,000 euros in court costs. In 1995, Professor of Political Science Werner
Pfeifenberger, of the University of Miinster, Germany, published an article claiming,
among other things, that the Jews had declared war on Germany in 1933. In response,
Pfeifer, then editor of the Austrian Jewish community newspaper, published an article
accusing the professor of “underrating the crimes of the Nazi regime.” Pfeifenberger
sued Pfeifer for libel, but his complaint was rejected in 1997 and 1998. In 2000 the
Austrian general prosecutor charged Pfeifenberger with violating the law against Nazi
activity and Pfeifenberger committed suicide. In June 2000 the right-wing weekly Zur
Zeit published an article accusing Pfeifer of the suicide. In 2001 and 2002 Pfeifer sued
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the newspaper for libel. A Viennese court ruled in his favor; however the weekly
appealed and the Austrian highest appeals court ruled that Pfeifer bore “moral
responsibility for the suicide.” In 2003 Pfeifer appealed to the European Court against
the Austrian courts and the government; he was finally cleared, on the grounds that
there was no “indication that Pfeifer had acted as a member of a ‘hunting’

association” that targeted Pfeifenberger.

ANTISEMITISM IN RELATION TO OTHER FORMS OF RACISM

AND XENOPHOBIA

Prior to the 2003 OSCE Vienna meeting on antisemitism, states and NGOs were
reluctant to address the issue separately. Only pressure by the US and German
governments and major Jewish advocacy organizations succeeded in forcing some
states and intergovernmental agencies to understand that antisemitism, though a
function of racism, requires a separate approach if it is to be tackled effectively. There
is still a general reluctance to address the issue as anything other than an outcome of
racism and xenophobia and an unwillingness to recognize its unique character,
historical longevity and ever changing nature and dynamic. A similar attitude
characterizes the international human rights agencies, which barely recognize the
problem. Among these, only Human Rights First has recorded the rise in antisemitism
with any consistency and understanding.

Several states address antisemitism merely as an outcome of far right activity
and either do not comprehend, or reject at the official level, the notion that it comes
increasingly from new and different directions, notably from the Muslim world and
the far left. The terrorist threat to Jewish communal institutions is recognized by law
enforcement and security agencies but the radicalizing influences that lead to terrorist
recruitment, and which also contain antisemitism as a core component, are seldom
acknowledged.

Countering racist violence is also seen as a component of tackling racial and
religious discrimination, at least in Europe. Many involved in anti-racist work believe
that one way to defeat anti-Jewish violence and discourse lies within the framework
of combating racism and discrimination. However discrimination, in employment,
housing or social life, is generally not an issue for Jews. The widespread perception of
Jews as part of the middle class white majority almost everywhere results in their

concerns being largely ignored by anti-racist campaigns and social agencies.
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Egyptian professor of political science Hasan Nafa', who attended the OSCE
conference on “Combating Discrimination and Promoting Mutual Understanding and
Respect,” held in Bucharest in June 2007, accused Jewish and Zionist organizations of
attempting, with US support, to gear the discussion toward antisemitism, as if it were
“the ultimate form of discrimination and all other forms were mere derivatives.” In his
presentation on discrimination against Muslims, he reached two conclusions: a)
Islamophobia cannot be understood in isolation from shifts in the world order and
developments in the Arab-Israeli conflict, and b) It is impossible to combat
Islamophobia without reforming the structure and institutions of the current world
order, since the same forces that promote Islamophobia were the ones “that aspire to
dominate the international order and the Middle East,” and were a major beneficiary
of that phenomenon. Until 9/11, he maintained, discrimination against Muslims was
just another form of indiscriminate intolerance toward ‘“others,” but since then,
Muslims have become a target of various types of discrimination in academic circles,

in business and elsewhere (Al-Dustur, June 13; Al-Ahram Weekly, June 14, 2007).

“Reasonable Accommodation” in Canada
During 2007, one of the principal issues challenging Canadian society was a fierce
debate over the issue of “reasonable accommodation” of the rights of religious and
cultural minorities. This discussion, fuelled by media hype, spilled over into the
public discourse, leading to increasingly strident expressions of bigotry and prejudice
against various minority groups, including Jews. In fact, reasonable accommodation is
a compromise required by law to guarantee the equality of every individual and avoid
an infringement of rights guaranteed by the Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms
and/or, in the case of Quebec, the Quebec Charter of Human Rights and Freedom:s.
The eye of the storm over “reasonable accommodation” was Quebec.
However, the issue of how the majority reacts to the needs and wishes of minority
groups — whether established ones or newer immigrant communities — applies not
only to Quebecers. There has been a surge in immigration across the country in the
past 25 years, with the most recent numbers released by Statistics Canada indicating
that one in five people in Canada is foreign-born. In Toronto and Vancouver, foreign-
born immigrants make up 44 percent and 38 percent of the populations, respectively.
Such findings indicate the increasing likelihood of requests for accommodation of

different cultural mores and customs throughout the country.
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Although the number of foreign-born Quebecers is only 10 percent, religious
and ethnic diversity appears to pose a particular challenge to the very fabric of
society, as evidenced by the ongoing increases in recent years in the incidence and
virulence of hate-motivated activity against the Jewish community. A recent survey
commissioned by the Institute for Canadian Studies and released in early 2008 by the
Léger Marketing poll, illustrates the general attitudes of the Quebec populace toward
minority groups in general and toward Jews in particular, shedding some light on
patterns of prejudice in the province.

The poll found that Quebecers are more comfortable with people of their own
ethnic origin and are more likely to think minorities weaken their culture. In terms of
the Jewish community, the findings were even starker: 41 percent of Quebecers
agreed with the notion that “Jews want to impose their customs and traditions on
others,” compared to only 11 percent in the rest of Canada. Similarly, 41 percent
disagreed with the statement, “Jews want to participate fully in society,” although 72
percent of other Canadians agreed. More than one-third of Quebecers rejected the
statement that “Jews have made an important contribution to society,” in contrast to
almost three-quarters of other Canadians who agreed with it.

These findings reflect to some extent the situation in Quebec in 2007. The year
began inauspiciously with the Hérouxville Manifesto (a set of standards adopted by
the municipality of Hérouxville), which capitalized on so-called reasonable cases in
nearby Montreal and which was misunderstood by the media and the public as a
question of accommodating the increasing “demands” of religious and ethnic groups.
The manifesto used commonly-held stereotypes arising in many news stories about
the needs and wishes of minorities to decry the customs and/or alleged practices of
religious groups as unwelcome in their town. Though mainly targeting Islam, it also
reflected prejudice against others, such as Sikhs and Jews.

Misconceptions about many of the issues facing religious communities in the
province fed into the mindset that produced Hérouxville. These cases ranged from the
question of whether Sikh students should be allowed to wear a kirpan (ceremonial
dagger) in school, to whether Muslim girls could wear the hijab (veil) when playing
in soccer tournaments or participating in tae kwon do (martial arts) classes. Other
examples included requests for separate swimming hours at public pools, or women-

only pre-natal classes.
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In response to this general environment of angst and fear-mongering, the
Bouchard Taylor Commission was created in February 2007 by the Quebec
government to examine and address concerns about accommodating the needs of
minorities in the province. It became a hot issue in the province’s electoral
campaigning, with Quebec Prime Minister Jean Charest saying he had little choice but
to call for a formal investigation into the matter because the public debate had got out
of hand, and opposition leader Mario Dumont warning that public institutions should
not “bend over backward” to accommodate the needs of religious minorities.

However, the commission merely provided a lightning rod for a display of
bigotry, recorded on the local public information TV station to a potential audience of
millions. Since the commissioners rarely reined in speakers mouthing open hate, the
impression was given that such expressions constituted legitimate debate, with the full
imprimatur of the authorities.

While many of the worst excesses at the commission targeted Muslims, the
Jewish community was also openly denigrated and attacked. One individual, for
example, assembled an 80-page brief full of complaints, which he claimed was signed
by 158 people in his borough who purportedly wished to remain anonymous. He
claimed that the Chasidim are “powerful, stubborn and pugnacious,” and that
politicians turn a blind eye to numerous zoning, parking, noise and garbage
infractions as a way of courting favor with this community because “their rabbis tell
them how to vote.” Commissioner Gérard Bouchard reportedly commented that this
individual’s complaints were well-substantiated, though outside the purview of the
commission, but the derogatory comments about Chassidim went unchallenged.

Politics also intruded. Christine Hernandez, a mayoral candidate in the
December by-election in Outremont — the home of both the complainant and
approximately 15,000 Chassidim — took the step of issuing a press release in his
support. She warned that taxpayers would have to foot the bill for battles over issues
affecting the Orthodox Jewish community such as the eruv (real or symbolic fence
that surrounds an Orthodox Jewish neighborhood on the Sabbath) or erecting succahs
on condominium balconies. Appealing to the public on such a matter sent an insidious
message that Quebecers have to pay for the Jews, as if they were not Quebecers too,
reflecting a discriminatory note heard repeatedly in the commission hearings, whether

openly or implicitly.
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In broader terms, an assault is brewing on religious rights of all minority
groups, as seen by presentations made to the commission by union leaders for a
“charter of secularism” that would prohibit any public servant — from judge to teacher
to hospital staff — from wearing religious symbols or dress. That would include
barring Orthodox Jews from wearing a skullcap, Sikhs from wearing a turban, or
Muslims from wearing a hijab.

These are just some examples of the way the original purpose of the
commission was subverted to provide a platform for those with personal or petty
grievances against the visible “other.” The fact that there was a significant spike in
antisemitic incidents in November 2007, at the height of the commission’s hearings,
was undoubtedly no coincidence. Recognizing the harmful nature of the proceedings,
Guy Lachapelle, a political science professor at Concordia University, called for an
immediate shutdown of the commission as a pulpit for xenophobes. It stoked the
flames of hatred rather than calming the waters, feeding into and amplifying every
misconception and prejudice, and giving a public platform to ignorance and bigotry,
he said.

It might be concluded that the commission itself became a personification of
the problem. Whatever the findings of that body, slated to be released in May 2008,
the damage has already been done: this ongoing battle in Quebec between an insecure
majority trying to impose cultural as well as linguistic uniformity, and minority
communities struggling to retain their own identities, has had a significant, negative

impact on the Jewish community.

High Correlation between Antisemitic and Racist Manifestations in Australia
In order to understand the place of antisemitism and the Holocaust in public discourse
in Australia, some historic features of Australian society, as well as the intellectual
milieu of Australia today, need to be outlined. Jews enjoy a possibly unique historical
legitimacy in Australia, having arrived on the very first day of European settlement.
Formal discrimination against Jews in unknown, and while it is possible to document
antisemitic attitudes and manifestations in various times and places, a parallel strand
of philosemitism has also existed.

A look at Australia’s experience in World War II is also important for
understanding this role. Australia’s primary enemy was not Germany but Japan.

Although Nazism and antisemitism were understood as evil and as enemies to be
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defeated, the European and African theaters of war were distant, giving the ravages of
Nazism a different texture. Further, in the years following the defeat of Nazism,
Australian society and thinking were deeply affected by the Cold War, with enmity
toward communism compromising attitudes toward Nazi war criminals and
permitting a tolerance of far right organizations which dressed their antisemitism in
anti-communist garb.

The nature of Australia’s ethnic/national mix is likewise significant. Modern
Australia has been built on successive waves of immigration from a variety of
sources. In discussing issues such as the treatment of Nazi war criminals who came to
Australia as fugitives purporting to be innocents seeking refuge, a strong bipartisan
view was evident, namely, that once a person becomes a citizen they have equal
standing to that of a person born into citizenship. No person or organization with
aspirations to political or social acceptance publicly admits to being a racist, and this
militates against antisemitism being voiced publicly. While one result of this is to help
keep racists marginalized and society quarantined from their propaganda, another is
that antisemitism is generally framed in coded language which is understood for what
it is by Jews but is not covered by legal or other sanctions.

In recent years there has been much public discussion on the subject of what
constitutes racist behavior, what consequences racists should face and how Australia
can promote tolerance and understanding; however, antisemitism has rarely been in
the forefront of this discourse. Historic injustices toward indigenous Australians and
the role of deliberate or unconscious racism in policy formulation and the actions of
government and civil society reached a peak during the lead-up to the 2007 federal
election. Not only does there appear to be a widespread conception that antisemitism
is simply a variant of the prejudices directed at a variety of minority groups, but there
is a view current particularly within liberal/leftist circles that Jews are so secure and
established in Australia that racism against them is less cause for concern than racism
toward more vulnerable, less integrated groups.

Racism toward recent immigrants from Africa, and other matters related to
immigration and citizenship policies, was a second public debate in this general area.
A number of far right organizations, which had previously targeted Jewish
Australians, turned their invective toward other, more visibly identifiable groups
during 2007. Hostility toward Muslim and Arab Australians has also been a topic that

has regularly featured in the contemporary Australian political discourse. Discussions
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on the place of women in Islam, foreign policy issues with specific reference to
Muslim and/or Arab interests, and reportage on terrorism have all resulted in debates
on the limits of acceptable discourse in relation to racism and prejudice.

The Australian government has invested considerable financial and other
resources in building defenses against real, imagined or potential anti-Muslim
prejudice, as part of the response to international terrorism of the early years of this
millennium. A number of conferences and seminars, supported by federal and state
governments have been convened on the subject of “social cohesion,” as part of
efforts to keep public debate civil and to show support for Muslim victims of
prejudice. Some of these conferences have promoted anti-racism more broadly than
anti-Arab/Muslim activity and have helped develop public understanding of the
problem of contemporary antisemitism.

Antisemitism was discussed in a number of contexts. The discovery of anti-
Jewish material distributed and/or sold by various Australian Muslim groups,
including apologies for terrorism, resulted in widespread unambiguous condemnation.
Discussion of legal cases fought against antisemitic propagandists pitted supporters of
anti-racism laws against free-speech maximalists, but consistently viewed Holocaust
denial and other anti-Jewish slurs as abhorrent and repugnant. Reports of assaults on
Jewish individuals and vandalism of Jewish property also brought universal
condemnation, but little consideration of the need for a society-wide response to
antisemitism. Nevertheless, despite more than 760 reports of anti-Jewish harassment
and assault in 2007, the overwhelming experience of most Jews in Australia is
extremely positive and antisemitic philosophies do not appear to have any traction
within the general community.

There is also a healthy, vigorous on-going engagement of the Jewish
community with major church and Muslim groups. Jewish communal personalities
are regularly featured guests and speakers at major Christian and Muslim events and,
despite occasional extreme anti-Israel reportage, Jewish Australians, including public
supporters of Israel, are promoted within various mainstream Islamic and Arabic
publications. Joint Jewish/Islamic delegations are not unusual, in Australia or
representing Australia abroad.

Over the past 25 years, it has been evident that whenever there is an increase
in manifestations of racism against any one sector of the community, there is a

parallel rise in reports of anti-Jewish harassment and intimidation. At various times,
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there have been waves of anti-Asian, anti-indigenous, anti-Arab, anti-immigrant and
anti-African racist activity. In each of these periods, there has also been an escalation
in anti-Jewish activity but not necessarily in incidents involving third groups. It would
appear that in a variety of racist mindsets, Jews appear as the primary or a secondary
concern, and/or that anti-Jewish racists fester in the margins of Australian society but
feel confident to act on their prejudices when they sense there is public tolerance of
any form of racism.

There are no federal or state laws in Australia that specifically address
antisemitism, but there has been successful use of anti-racism legislation to prosecute
antisemites, including Holocaust deniers. Under Australian case law, Jews are
considered a “race” for the purpose of providing recourse to harassment and
discrimination. Media reports of anti-Jewish assault and vandalism regularly refer to
“racist,” rather than antisemitic activity. This formulation sits well with Australia’s
perception of the relative significance of antisemitism and with the view that equal

treatment is the most appropriate policy.

Antisemitism as a Part of Xenophobia in Russia

Antisemitism is part of the general atmosphere of xenophobia in Russia but does not
constitute a major share of racist phenomena. This may be due to the fact that, unlike
Caucasians and Africans, Jews, with the exception of those bearing religious symbols,
are not easily identifiable. As in previous years, most victims of antisemitic violence
in 2007 were identifiably Jewish.

The main targets of neo-Nazi gangs in Russia are foreigners or non-Slavic,
mostly Muslim Russian citizens. Additionally, the war in Chechnya has increased
Islamophobia within Russian society. For example, in April 2007 the local imam in
Kostroma and his pregnant wife, both dressed in traditional Muslim clothing, were
approached on the street by two youths, who insulted them and demanded that they
leave Russia. When one of the youths pushed the wife, the imam stepped in and was
beaten. Police detained some suspects. On August 2, a group of navy men in Perm
destroyed a butchery attached to the local mosque, beat the butcher and hit a
saleswoman. In the autumn, a Muslim woman in Yekaterinburg was beaten and had
vodka forced down her throat.

Notably, foreigners and members of national minorities are reluctant to report

racist attacks to the police, often claiming that the perpetrators are unlikely to be
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caught. Moreover, since many of them live in Russia illegally, they are afraid of
lodging a complaint lest they be accused of provoking the incident themselves. It can
also be assumed that some policemen sympathize with the nationalists. Likewise,
members of the Jewish community do not always report antisemitic acts. For instance,
an attack on a Jewish school in Briansk in late October/early November 2007 and one
on a synagogue in Astrakhan in October 2007 became known only a month later. The
Jewish community may also not wish to aggravate the situation by publicizing
antisemitic acts.

Aleksandr Belov (Potkin), leader of the extreme right Movement against
Illegal Immigration (DPNI — created in 2002), has been known for his antisemitic
statements since the 1990s when he was a member of the ultra-nationalist Pamiat. In
2007, he made several references to ritual murder and to the Jewish character of the
authorities. In April, he expelled his long-time comrade, the anti-Zionist Jew Viktor
Militarev, from a conference of the Moscow branch of NDPI, shouting that if he
wanted to become Russian, he must first “stop being a Jew." On April 14, during yet
another meeting of nationalists at a central square in Moscow, he said that Jewish
ritual murder had been taking place in Krasnoyarsk over the past three years.

Another attempt to connect antisemitism to the more widespread anti-
Caucasian/xenophobic atmosphere in 2007 was an article (“Kosovo and the Great
Islamic Revolution in Europe”) published in mid-December on several Russian
nationalist websites, such as www.rustrana.ru (Russian Civilization) and
www.rusidea.org (Russian Idea), by Dmitrii Savin, chairman of the Chita branch of
the Union of the Russian Nation (the Black Hundreds). The article, which included
classic motifs from The Protocols of the Elders of Zion, claimed that the Chechens
and the Albans in Kosovo were tools of “Jewish-Masonic behind-the-scenes
manipulations,” which were preparing to de-Christianize the world in order to
establish their own worldwide empire.

Antisemitic rhetoric has become an integral part of public demonstrations and
meetings held by nationalists. On April 21, a meeting commemorating Hitler’s
birthday was authorized to take place for the first time in the center of Moscow; both
Hitler and Himmler were praised during the event. At several other demonstrations,
such as on Labor Day (May 1) in Blagoveshchensk, on Victory Day (May 9) in
Murmansk and Moscow, and on September 14 in Barnaul, participants held banners

with swastikas and/or shouted “Heil Hitler.” Antisemitic rhetoric was used
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extensively during the “Russian March,” a mass far right meeting held in Moscow on
National Unity Day, November 4 — a national holiday formally established by Putin
in 2005 to replace commemoration of the Bolshevik Revolution on November 7. The
date marks the popular uprising which expelled the Polish-Lithuanian occupation of
Moscow in November 1612 as well as the end of foreign intervention in Russia in the
Polish-Muscovite War (1605—18), and is used by Russian ultra-nationalists and neo-
Nazis to hold parades. Participants shouted slogans such as “Death to the Yids,”
“Down with Jewish fascism” and “Down with the Jewish yoke” and some held
placards reading “Jewish fascism — there is nothing more frightening today.” During a
similar march in St. Petersburg participants cried “Be prepared like Kaminsky and
Krasnov [Russian generals who served Hitler].” Antisemitic slogans were often
detected during meetings of the Communist Party of the Russian Federation (KPRF).
During an event organized by the party in Moscow on June 28, for example,
participants held posters saying “Down with Jewish TV! Russian television for

Russians,” and “We demand the dezionization of television.”

Ukraine — An Increase in Racism

The year 2007 in Ukraine was marked by political turmoil. The government, headed
by Prime Minister Viktor lanukovich of the leftist, pro-Russia Party of Regions, tried
continually to expand its power and jurisdiction at the expense of President Viktor
Iushchenko. This resulted in dissolution of the parliament by the president in April
2007, parliamentary elections in September and the appointment of Iulia Timoshenko
of the Tulia Tymoshenko Bloc — BYuT (a center-left coalition of several parties), as
prime minister.

The unstable political situation was fertile ground for the expansion of the
activity of marginal radical groups, such as skinheads and football fans. Since the
Ukrainian neo-Nazi movement is less developed than the Russian one, some local
officials deny that extremist nationalist groups and antisemitic violence are serious
problems in the country. Until spring 2007, the Ukrainian media frequently ignored
antisemitic and racist events and most incidents recorded by anti-racist and Jewish
organizations, such as the Euro-Asian Jewish Congress, were almost never reported
by the mainstream Ukrainian press. Nevertheless, since the number of racist incidents
has been increasing, the media as well as the local authorities and the police have

begun to pay greater attention to the problem.
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In Ukraine, too, the Jews were not the major target of racist violence. Out of a
total of 62 racist incidents that occurred in Kiev in 2007, 9 were directed against Jews.
The majority of the victims were from the Arab world, Africa, Caucasia and Asia.
There were five cases of murder of non-Ukrainians. On June 3, for example, an Iraqi
refugee was stabbed to death in Kiev and his fingers were cut off. Although most of
the murders and some of the other violent incidents will probably be solved, most
cases are unlikely to reach trial.

In addition, many demonstrations and gatherings of a racist nature took place
in Ukraine during the year. For example, on March 3 several dozen skinheads shouted
racist insults near a second-hand clothes market in Kiev, demanding its closure
because most of the salespeople were colored. After they had dispersed, three of the
skinheads attacked a Chinese man. On March 18, members of the extreme right youth
movement Patriot Ukrainy held a torchlight procession near the dormitories of a
university in Kharkov. The participants shouted slogans such as “One race! One
nation! One motherland — Ukraine!” and “The best dorms to Ukrainian students!” The
same movement held a march against illegal immigration in Kiev on April 14. The
Chernovtsy branch of this movement demonstrated on September 20 against the
opening of the 12th festival of Korean culture, “Koreada 2007,” in the city. They were
protesting against the “occupation” of Ukraine by foreign religions and ethnic groups,
as well as against the influence of foreign cultures on the country.

In response, a “March against Racism” took place on June 26 in the center of
Kiev. The event was initiated by the “Stop Racism” movement and by Valid Arfush, a
well-known Lebanese entrepreneur, and was attended by about 200 people. The
demonstrators submitted a petition to the president, urging him to take steps to curb
racist attacks and ensure a thorough investigation of those that had already been
perpetrated. They also asked him to act against neo-Nazi organizations and end
discrimination against “colored” migrants by law enforcement agencies in the
country. The petition was signed by well-known journalists, singers and other show-

business figures.

THE CONFLUENCE OF LEFT- AND RIGHT-WING ANTISEMITISM IN
CENTRAL AND EASTERN EUROPE
Patterns and trends in Central and Eastern European antisemitism continued to differ

from those in the West. Jewish-related events and manifestations of antisemitism tend
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to be linked to the yearly agenda dictated by the anniversaries of significant historical
events. The dominant feature of these dates is that they represent cleavages within
post-Communist societies — divisions that run from the center to the right or to the
left. While there is a clear rift between elements that today tend to erase or blur the
classic dividing lines between left-wing antisemitism and anti-Zionism, and right-
wing nationalist supporters, the two sides meet in the anti-globalization campaigns
with their antisemitic component, specifically, the role of “Jewish finance” in global
processes. This link is rather new in these states. While social science definitions may
be stricter than the one underpinning the present analysis, a populist view prevails in
the post-Communist countries, enabling a convergence between right and left. The
inflow of “Jewish” capital and the alleged takeover of local economies by Jewish-
Israeli business interests are themes common to both sides. Another junction is the
pro-Arab, pro-Palestinian, pro-Iranian and pro-Muslim positions taken by both sides.
Both right and left use expressions such as “Zionist colonialism” and “worldwide
Jewish-imperialist interests,” which are supposedly behind the events in the Middle
East and the war against terror. However, in this new “unified front,” the extreme left
is presently weaker in the post-Communist countries than in the West, while extreme
right arguments in defense of Islam are often flimsy. Thus, for example, the
Hungarian nationalist weekly Demokrata publishes numerous articles fiercely
accusing Israel and Jews of racism, while their defense of the Arabs and Muslims
resorts to a resurrection of long-dead Third World slogans from the Communist era.
The dividing line between the left (excluding the extreme left) and the right-
wing is still maintained over the perception of historical processes and the “battle for
historical memory.” The media in these countries continued to focus in 2007 on
historical memory from the perspective of the beginning of the seventh decade since
the end of World War II in Europe and the liberation of the camps. They stressed in
particular the participation of state leaders in the various ceremonies mostly
associated with the Holocaust and the Porrajmos (the genocide of the Roma). At the
same time, there was discussion of the emergence of the postwar world and the Soviet
Communist takeover. Right-wing extremists continued to stress the “overemphasis”
on the alleged suffering of the Jews and disregard of the “Judeo-Communist” terror of
the Communist period. In the countries liberated by the Soviet armies (most of the
former Socialist countries of Eastern Europe and the Balkans), the behavior of Soviet

troops was recalled, often in gruesome detail, in order to highlight the end of one type
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of suffering and the beginning of another. Furthermore, the discourse focused on the
nature of “liberation” and its transformation at the end of the war into “occupation” by
the Soviets and local Communists.

Thus, the postwar experience has also been a struggle between historical
memories due to the different experiences of various social and ethnic groups. While
Jewish collective memory stresses the elements of liberation and the end of the
attempt to annihilate the Jewish nation by the Nazis and their local collaborators, non-
Jewish memory focuses on the postwar plight, the Soviet plunder of what remained of
local economies, and the trials of war criminals. New disputes emerged in 2006 and
continued into 2007 over the 60th anniversary of the wave of postwar trials and
executions of wartime leaders, as well as the anniversaries of postwar anti-Jewish
pogroms and violence in Poland, Slovakia and Hungary. These dates were recalled in
countries where historical revisionism and attempts to rehabilitate wartime leaders
(Jozef Tiso in Slovakia and Ion Antonescu in Romania) continue to thrive.

In Slovakia, nationalist groups conducted their annual marches marking
anniversaries related to Tiso and his regime, and the declaration of the wartime
Slovak state. In Hungary, too, marches were held in October to honor the regime of
Ferenc Szalasi established by the Nazis in October 1944, as well as the last stand of
elements of the Hungarian army under the Arrow Cross regime in the siege of
Budapest in February 1944, when the Nazi forces withdrew in the face of the
advancing Soviet army. Although the number of participants in these events was not
large (fewer than two hundred), it was enough to disturb the Jewish community and
the liberal media, such as the daily Nepszabadsag, which published alarmist reports of
the yearly rituals of the far right.

In Romania a commission of historians and public figures was set up in 2006
to inquire into the crimes of the Communist regime. Headed by Vladimir Tismaneanu,
a political scientist of Jewish origin, this task force rekindled the ongoing discourse on
the role of the Jews in the imposition of communism. Discussions around the report of
the commission, issued in 2007, continued for weeks to dominate the public
discourse, including Jewish aspects, such as mention of Tismaneanu’s Jewish origins
and his father’s Communist background, and the role of the Jews in establishing the
Communist regime in Romania (see ASW 2006).

In Poland the 1941 pogrom in Jedwabne has been a continuous subject of

discussion. The publication in Poland in 2006 of Jan T. Gross’ Fear: Anti-Semitism in
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Poland after Auschwitz generated a new wave of debates, focusing on postwar Polish
attitudes to the remnants of Polish Jewry. By late 2007/early 2008 a new wave of
Polish publications and public debates combined elements of Fear and the
approaching 40th anniversary of the Polish Communist, anti-Zionist, antisemitic
campaign of 1968. Thus, while issues related to the Holocaust remained at the
forefront, the theme of post-1945 attitudes to the Jews was added to the Polish
discourse.

The unresolved past, then, is a subject of much more immediacy than a
discussion on the connection between antisemitism and anti-Israel propaganda.
Moreover, pro-Arab sympathy is weak since Muslim and Arab communities are
insignificant in size and thus need not be taken into account by the media. Since the
post-Communist countries are also in the process of expanding relations with the
more moderate Arab and Muslim states, they are therefore more interested in
fostering a solution of the Arab-Israeli conflict than in supporting, even tacitly, radical
Islamist positions. Nevertheless, the abovementioned conjunction of interests between
the small extreme left and the nationalist right should not be discounted, since these
elements have been manipulating the economic slowdown and populist dissatisfaction
with the results of joining the EU. In the long run antisemitic and anti-Israeli
manifestations — not necessarily physical attacks but demonstrations against Jewish
targets and local democratic institutions — may intensify and leave a strong imprint on
the beginning of the second decade since the collapse of communism.

A trend evident since 2005-6 continued to influence the political map of the
post-Communist space: the strengthening of right-wing populism, which might
provide more fuel for the growth of antisemitism. The new populism is anti-liberal in
the sense that it promotes the “voice of the people” by holding demonstrations and
testing the reactions of democratic institutions and challenging their boundaries of
tolerance. These forces oppose liberal values of tolerance toward minorities, including
homosexuals — as illustrated by the homophobic appeal of the Polish populist League
of Polish Families. They promote “traditional,” including religious, values, which are
a short step from traditional antisemitism, as voiced by Radio Maryja in Poland. Yet,
in Poland the political crisis of 2007 toppled the government in which such views
were heard, and the new government formed in November reversed this tendency. In

Slovakia, the Czech Republic, Hungary, Romania and Bulgaria, election results
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indicated a popular shift toward parties promoting less tolerant ideas and ideals, in
which Jews could become a potential target.

The right-wing has been re-grouping under new-old forms as a reaction to
changing situations and challenges. In Hungary, for example, a right-wing nationalist
paramilitary organization, the Hungarian Guard, representing several right-wing
movements, was formed in 2007. Its establishment led to wide-scale debates in the
Hungarian liberal media, especially in the daily Nepszabadsag, and the weeklies 168
Ora and Elet es Irodalom. Legal procedures to disband it are in progress.

There is no doubt that the strength of democratic institutions is being tested by
the extremists in the post-Communist countries. The various monitoring bodies, such
as the EU, Jewish organizations and research centers, should thus pay more attention
to the right-wing tilt as well as to patterns of right-left alliances in the post-

Communist space.

DEMONIZATION AND DELEGITIMATION OF ISRAEL IN LATIN AMERICA

The antisemitic discourse in most Latin American countries did not change in 2007.
Although Latin America is a heterogeneous continent demographically, politically,
socially and economically, antisemitic manifestations in most Latin American
countries contained classical as well as new motifs, such as anti-Zionism and usage of
Holocaust metaphors in relation to the Middle East. They were mainly observed in the
press and in the electronic media, as well as in graffiti painted on the walls of the big

cities, such as Buenos Aires, with the Internet being a leading mode of dissemination.

Venezuela
The US State Department’s International Religious Freedom Report, released in
September 2007, confirmed the impression that official antisemitism in Venezuela is
increasing: “The President, government officials, and government-affiliated media
outlets promoted antisemitism through numerous comments which created a spillover
effect into mainstream society. There was a rise in antisemitic vandalism, caricatures,
expressions at rallies, intimidation, and violent attacks on Jewish institutions.”
Antisemitism was a rare, marginal phenomenon in Venezuela until the
election of Hugo Chavez as president in 1999. It has intensified considerably since
2005-6, corresponding with Veneuzuela’s tightening of economic and strategic links

with the Iranian regime and its increased hostility to the US under the Bush
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administration. Among official circles close to Chavez, antisemitism is disguised
behind anti-Zionist rhetoric. Such antisemitism is very hard to confront because it
emanates from officials (such as Governor Tarek William Saab) and institutions (such
as the police — see below) that are supposed to protect citizens against inequality and
discrimination.

Venezuelans are known for their open-mindedness and respectful attitude
toward other cultures and religions. Opposition journalists and intellectuals often cite
the Holocaust as an example of a tragedy that must be avoided when explaining the
dangers of totalitarian and dictatorial regimes or problems of discrimination and
prejudice. On the other hand, relativization and banalization of the Holocaust —
questioning the facts about the number of victims and criticizing the “overemphasis”
on Jewish suffering at the expense of other peoples’ suffering — appears as part of the
anti-Zionist discourse in the pro-Chavez media.

Antisemitic anti-Zionism, with heavy stress on Israel as a genocidal state
appeared in publications linked to the government coalition and to related groups.
Some journalists took pains to explain that they had nothing against Jews and that
they were not antisemitic, and then depicted Israelis, Jews and Zionists as murderers,
and the acts of the State of Israel as a Zionist conspiracy against Arab countries. For
example, on La Hojilla (The Razor), a program on the official Venezolana de
Television (Channel 8, July 9, 2007), it was pointed out that today one can speak “not
only about the Jewish Holocaust, but also about the holocaust of the Iraqi people, the
holocaust of the Palestinians, and the holocaust of the Russians during World War II;
those were the ones that suffered the most.”

The word “holocaust” is used frequently to depict the tragedy of the
Palestinian people. For instance, following Israel’s signing of an economic agreement
with the states of the Mercosur (an economic alliance between Argentina, Uruguay,
Brazil and Paraguay) in December 2007, columnist Basem Tajeldine claimed in the
semi-official online daily Aporrea that the State of Israel and the Jews “are
responsible for the holocaust of the Palestinian people.”

The most virulent expression of official antisemitism was a police raid on the
Hebraica Sport and Cultural Club on Saturday night, December 1, for the second time
(the first took place in 2004, see ASW 2004). The DISIP, the political police force,
entered the Jewish club, with a judicial warrant issued by a tribunal of the Caracas

Metropolitan Area to search for arms, following an anonymous tip. None were found.
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It should be noted that the raid took place on the night before the referendum when
Venezuelans voted on the constitutional reform proposed by Chavez, intended to
remove the barriers to his re-election after two terms in office. The proposal was

rejected.

Mexico

In Mexico, too, references to the Holocaust appeared in a few articles on the Middle
East conflict in the left-wing press. Relating to Israel’s policies toward the
Palestinians, most claimed that the Jewish people had learned nothing from their
suffering and that they had become victimizers. They argued that the Holocaust had
served to justify Israel’s existence and behavior, and relativized Jewish suffering
during the Holocaust by equating it with that of other peoples. For example, Uno mas
Uno published an article on 7 January, admitting that while “genocide was committed
in the Nazi extermination camps such as Auschwitz and Dachau,” the cruel actions of
the Israeli army against the Palestinian and Lebanese peoples were also genocide.

A similar comparison was made in the weekly Milenio Semanal on 19
February. Referring to Imre Kertesz, the 2002 Jewish Hungarian Nobel laureate in
literature, the article stated that although the prize was considered a boost to Israeli
Zionism and the perpetuity of the Jewish people’s image as the ultimate victim, the
world already had uncountable numbers of victims, from the Kurds to the Chamulas,

from indigenous Guatemalans to African migrants and, of course the Palestinians.

Brazil

Brazilian neo-Nazi sites monitored for almost a decade (see ASW 1998-2006)

continued to be active in 2007 under different names. Those containing Holocaust
denial material included http://www.grupodirlip.org and a link to a page selling the
books of Siegfried Ellwanger Castan, who denies the Holocaust and disseminates The

Protocols of the Elders of Zion (see ASW 1997/8, 2003-5), at

http://revisao.erupodirlip.org/principal.htm.

On the other hand, high-ranking officials commemorate the Holocaust.
President Inacio Lula has participated in ceremonies marking International Holocaust
Memorial Day since its adoption by the UN in 2005. In the ceremony held on January
25, 2008, he stated that such a tragic event as the Holocaust must not be forgotten,

emphasizing the role of the Brazilian Righteous among the Nations Luis Martins de
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Sousa Dantas, a diplomat in Occupied France who saved hundreds of lives. He took
pride that Brazil is one of the few democracies that has legislated laws against racist

crimes.

Argentina

Antisemitic expressions in Argentina differed from those in other Latin American
countries, since in 2007 they were manifested mostly in graffiti drawn on the walls of
cities.

A total of 348 antisemitic acts was registered by the CES (Center for Social
Studies) of the DAIA in 2007, compared to 500 in 2006. Most were reports of graffiti
sightings, including swastikas and abusive antisemitic expressions, but there were also
reports of phone call threats, verbal abuse from neighbors and in the workplace, and
antisemitic mail and articles. Some letters and graffiti employed Holocaust
terminology in order to demonize Israel and Zionism. For example, on March 14, the
DAIA (Delegacion de Asociaciones Israelitas Argentinas — main Jewish
representative organization) in Buenos Aires received an anonymous letter, stating,
inter alia: “As an Argentinean I am sick of the cursed Jewish race of sub-human
people like you in my country... Look at Hitler, there is a reason that he made soap
out of you... You shout loudly when you see a swastika, but you do not hesitate to
perpetrate a massacre in Lebanon and Palestine. We hope that... you disappear once
and for all. You are not Argentinean, you are Jews, and you are a cancer in my
country.”

In January and February graffiti appeared on several walls in the city of
Buenos Aires, saying “Jews are murderers.” On March 19, the caption “Israeli Peace”
appeared with drawings of two bombs and a swastika, and on May 5, the slogan
“Israel is a murderer state” was painted alongside a drawing equating the Star of
David with the swastika.

The Holocaust was described as “a Jewish lie” in a letter by a group identified
as the “Persecuted People and Victims of Israel and the US” sent on November 5 to
the German Goethe Institute; it claimed, inter alia: “The Holocaust cannot be proved,
the German state had no intention of killing Jews and sending them to gas chambers.”
Some wall graffiti also referred to the Holocaust as a Jewish invention (January 3).

Nazi symbols, especially swastikas, were one of the most common ways of

expressing antisemitism in Argentina in 2007. Throughout the year many swastikas
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were detected on or near Jewish institutions, as well as in public places. In November
alone, 25 cases of swastikas and anti-Jewish inscriptions were reported on streets of
Buenos Aires.

Calls for the destruction of Israel were made openly at public events, mostly
by Argentineans of Arab/Palestinian origin. For example, on Palestine International
Day marked on October 10 in the Province of Tucuman, head of Ash Shahid Mosque,
Mahmud Aid, declared that “if the State of Israel were to disappear all the problems
of the region [the Middle East] would be solved.”

THE ARAB WORLD — CONTESTING THE MEANING OF ANTISEMITISM

Following a peak in antisemitic manifestations in 2006 in the wake of the Second
Lebanon War, the virulence of antisemitic expressions in the Arab media diminished
in the course of 2007. Yet, the stereotyping of Israel, Zionism and the Jews in
antisemitic terms continued unabated in articles, caricatures, television programs and
religious sermons. Zionism was repeatedly equated with Nazism and described as a
racist movement whose deeds were barbaric. The Syrian daily al-Ba'th (July 1), for
example, claimed that in contrast to Zionism, the Nazi occupation of European
countries was ephemeral and they did not establish settlements in the occupied lands,
nor did they transfer Germans there or expel their original inhabitants. Pro-Hamas
Palestinian scholar Khalid Amayreh, who used the term “Talmudic settlers” to
describe Israeli settlers in the West Bank, admitted that defining Israel’s policies as a
kind of “Jewish Nazism” might raise eyebrows in some Western countries “where
many people consume Zionist lies.” He wondered whether humanity would wait until
“Israel does to the Palestinians what the Third Reich did to the Jews”; after all, he
wrote, the Holocaust did not begin with Auschwitz or Bergen Belsen or the ovens, but
with “comparatively petty things, like a book (Mein Kampf), some racist laws and a
Kristallnacht” (The Peoples Voice, May 22, 2007 — www.thepeoplesvoice.org/cgi-
bin/blogs/voices.php/2007/05/22/p16963).

The Jews are perceived so negatively that they have become the epitome of
evil. In its campaign against Hamas, Fatah posted an article on its website in May,
comparing Hamas to the Jews and accusing them of violating agreements, racist
behavior, cheating and lying (Shaykh Shakir al-Hiran, May 18, 2007 -
http://www.fateh.ps/Print_doc.asp?nid=3564). In an article published in the Hamas

weekly al-Risala (April 23) dealing with suicide operations, the author Kana'an
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‘Ubayd explained that the extermination of Jews was Allah’s will and was for the
benefit of humanity. This message was also conveyed in children’s TV programs. On
a show broadcast on December 3 on Hamas al-Agsa TV, for instance, a little girl
urged, “To al-Agsa, to al-Agsa, we shall unite our ranks. We will wipe out the people
of Zion, and will not leave a single one of them.”

An alarming event was the evacuation in January of 45 Jews from their homes
in Sa'da, northwest Yemen, to San'a, due to threats by a group of Shi’i Islamist
rebels, said to receive financial support from Iran. President "Ali "Abdullah Salih,
who vowed to quell the rebellion, provided them with shelter. However, they could
not return to their homes, which were reportedly destroyed in March 2008.

Egyptian expert and proliferate writer on Judaism and Zionism "Abd al-
Wahhab al-Masiri published yet another book in 2006, Zionism and the Spider Web
(al-sahyuniyya wa-khuyut al-"ankabut), which contains, according to book reviews,
previously published articles arranged in 16 sections. These include “Jewish
Democracy,” “Zionist Media,” “The Myth of Jewish Nationalism,” “A Jewish State or
a State of the Jews,” “The Origins of Antisemitism in the West in Modern Times,”
“Antisemitism in the Arab World,” and “Zionism and Nazism,” and concludes with a
discussion on the demise of Israeli society from within. Masiri reportedly asserted that
Hitler was the founder of “the Zionist state,” and that the Zionists and their supporters
refused to see the Nazi extermination as a manifestation of a Western historical
pattern, which went beyond Nazism and the Jewish tragedy. Western civilization, he
contended, “is unable to face itself and to face truth and therefore they [Europeans
and Americans] do not stop chatting about human rights, women’s rights and animal
rights. Instead of seeing the Nazi extermination of the Jews as a recurring
phenomenon in modern Western civilization, they classify it as a unique event and use
it as a smokescreen to conceal contemporary massacres in Arab and Muslim lands”
(Al-Mustagbal, Jan. 10. See also al-Jazira, Jan. 16, April 19 — www.aljazeera.net; al-
Sabil, May 14; al-Qabas, July 2).

The issue of Israel as a Jewish state was discussed extensively during the year
in light of the peace process with the Palestinians and the question of the status of
Israeli Arabs within Israeli society. Most commentators rejected the possibility of
recognizing Israel as a Jewish state, considering this as anathema to the Palestinian
right of self-determination. Referring to this issue in his book, Masiri expressed the

widely accepted view that recognition would turn the expulsion of the Palestinians
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and the occupation of their lands into an issue of national liberation, and the
continuation of the killings and expulsion into an act of defense.

The discussion of antisemitism was re-kindled following the publication of the
ADL report, Antisemitism in the Arab Media, in the first half of 2007, and the State
Department’s, Contemporary Global Antisemitism, for 2006. Most arguments were
similar to those raised in the past (see ASW 2003, 2004, 2005). Muhammad Abu al-
Wafa, in the Jordanian Islamist weekly al-Liwa’ (Oct. 13, 2007), claimed that both

reports turned all Arabs and Muslims into suspects. The American Global
Antisemitism Review Act, which defines antisemitism as anti-Zionism and anti-Israel,
created a new reality in international relations, he said, since it divided the world
between those who fight antisemitism and those who support it. As a result any writer,
correspondent, preacher or film producer who criticized the Jews or Israeli policies
would be considered an antisemite and part of the “axis of evil.”

The Egyptian Association for International Law criticized the unilateral
approach of the American act which, it claimed, dealt only with Judaism, Zionism and
Israel and overlooked aggression toward Arabs and Muslims; it proposed that the US
include all kinds of racist and discriminatory violence in the monitoring process.
‘Imad Jad, a researcher in al-Ahram Center for Strategic and Political Studies, stated
in an interview to Wafa that the trend to expand the meaning of antisemitism was an
official one directed by governments and administrations but was diametrically
opposed to popular sentiment in Europe and the US, which perceived Israel as the
state most threatening to world peace. The policy of expanding the meaning of
antisemitism, which turned the Arabs into its first victims, he maintained, was a
challenge to Arab governments and civil societies, requiring that they initiate positive
actions and stop searching for conspiracies behind the scenes. The initial step should
be to convene a conference, bringing together experts to create a “document of terms”
for the use of the Arab media, which would provide a clear definition of what could
be considered antisemitism.

Referring to the American report on antisemitism, Tamir Safar in the Syrian
paper al-Ba'th (Dec. 16), claimed that Israel exploited the American Act, using the
weapon of antisemitism against whoever dared criticize its “racist policies” against
the Palestinian people.

Egyptian journalist Salah al-Din Hafiz, who expressed his pride at being

mentioned in the ADL report, and not for the first time, explained that he was
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included because of his articles on Zionist exploitation of the Holocaust. He admitted
that the Holocaust was a historical fact but maintained there were other victims and
that the number of Jewish victims was inflated in order to increase compensation and
extort international sympathy (Al-Ahram, al-Dustur, al-Watan (Qatar), Nov. 14).

In an article entitled “Zionism Cheapening Antisemitism,” published in the
Hamas English monthly Palestine Times (Nov. 13), Palestinian Hamas sympathizer
Khalid Amayreh accused the ‘“unethical Zionist leadership” of seeking for many
generations “to scuttle legitimate criticism of Israel’s systematic cleansing of non-
Jews in Palestine by brandishing the weapon of “antisemitism’ in the face of those
who dared call a spade a spade.” This weapon, he continued, worked effectively on
many politicians, journalists and ordinary people “who succumbed to Zionist
intimidation and blackmail.” Referring to American politics, he emphasized that the
Zionist movement had gained full control over the American political discourse, and
that Democrats and Republicans submitted to the Zionist lobby and “morph
themselves into willing political prostitutes.” True antisemites, he continued, used to
be those who hated Jews for being Jews, whereas now antisemites were “those whom
Zionism hates and vilifies for daring to criticize Israel and its scandalous criminality
against the people of the Middle East.”

Palestinian professor of modern Arab politics and intellectual history at
Columbia University Joseph Massad, who often addresses issues of Palestinian-Israeli
relations, contended, on the other hand, that antisemitism was “no longer the hatred of
and discrimination against Jews as a religious or ethnic group; ...[it] has
metamorphosed into something that is more insidious.” Interpreting Israel’s demand
that the Palestinians recognize its right to exist as a “right to be racist,” he claimed
that “today, Israel and its Western defenders insist [that] genocidal antisemitism
consists mainly of any attempt to take away and to refuse to uphold the absolute right
of Israel to be a racist Jewish state” (The Electronic Intifada, March 15, 2007 —
www.electronicintifada.net/v2/printer6679.shtml).

According to writer As'ad ‘abd al-Rahman in Al-Sharq (Nov. 22), the
accusation of antisemitism is a tool used by the Jews to encourage Jewish
immigration to Israel. He blamed the Zionist movement and Israel for triggering
incidents against the Jews in different parts of the world and presenting them as a
wave of so-called antisemitism, or for exploiting real, “unacceptable” incidents to

magnify the threat of antisemitism. By doing so, they seek to encourage Jews to stay
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in Israel, the return of Jews who left Israel, and an increase in immigration to the
“Zionist entity.”

Jordanian columnist Muwaffiq Muhadin, in the opposition paper al- Arab al-
Yawm (Jul. 8), presented a new idea about the relationship between Zionism and
Judaism. Zionism, he asserted, was part of the European colonialist system and
strategy against the Muslim umma (nation) in the twentieth century, and Judaism was
part of the American imperialist system and strategy against the umma and its future.
In this sense Zionism was a waning racist ideology which targeted Arab nationalism,
whereas Judaism was part of a new ideology of the American empire, and the core of
extortionate capitalism and Nazi American policies against all the peoples of the
world.

Exploring the linkage between antisemitism and anti-Americanism, Lebanese
journalist Samir Karam, in the pro-Syrian Lebanese daily al-Safir (Dec., 22),
maintained that it stemmed mainly from absolute US support for Israel and the clear
Israeli interests behind the recent American wars, as well as the adoption by the left,
or “progressive forces” in Europe and the US, of what Israel and Zionism consider

antisemitic, and at the same time, anti-American positions.
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APPENDICES

The graphs in this section refer to violent acts perpetrated against Jewish
targets worldwide during 2007. The figures are based on the database of the
Stephen Roth Institute and reports of the Coordination Forum for Countering

Antisemitism.

The data in the graphs are divided into two categories:

(1) Major attacks. Includes attacks and attempted attacks by violent means,

such as arson, firebombing and shooting.

(2) Major violent incidents. Includes harassment of individuals and vandalism
of Jewish property and sites, e.g.,, damage to community buildings,
desecration of synagogues and street violence not involving the use of a

weapon.

It should be stressed that the graphs reflect only serious acts of antisemitic

violence.
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