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Double Standards for Israel

Manfred Gerstenfeld*

The use of different standards concerning Jews when compared to
others has been a major element at the heart of antisemitic activities and
incitement over many centuries. This was often so obvious that it was self-
understood, for instance, when Jews were confined to living in certain parts
of a town, were not free to wear the clothes they wanted, and could not
work in most professions. This meant that the double standards against
them profoundly permeated most aspects of their lives. Such discrimination
of Jews was frequently accompanied by their demonization. Contemporary
antisemitism in post-modern societies is more difficult to analyze, yet its
key characteristics are the same ones as those used in previous centuries.

In the current demonization process of Israel, many verbal methods are
used. These include lies, false accusations about the future, and exaggera-
tions. A far more complex category of verbal abuse employed against Israel
in the demonization process is fallacies. This category cannot easily be
understood and needs detailed study.

Fallacies differ from false factual information in that they are based on
reasoning where the arguments brought forward do not back up the conclu-
sion drawn from them. Major categories of fallacies of argument include
emotional fallacies, ethical fallacies, and logical fallacies. Double standards
are one class of ethical fallacies.

Similar in nature to those employed against Jews over the centuries
during the past decades, double standards against Israel have been used in
attempts to turn the country into the embodiment of evil. This has led to the
updating and adjusting of the definitions of antisemitism to include anti-
Israelism. Natan Sharansky, when stating how to investigate antisemitism
concerning Israel, invented the “3D test”—Demonization, Double Stan-
dards, Delegitimization.
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Sharansky mentioned with respect to double standards that: “When
criticism of Israel is applied selectively; when Israel is singled out by the
United Nations for human rights abuses while the behavior of known and
major abusers, such as China, Iran, Cuba, and Syria is ignored . . . this is
antisemitism.”1

DEFINITIONS

Definitions of a “double standard” are rather simple. The Oxford Dic-
tionary describes it as “A rule or moral principle that is unfair because it is
used in one situation, but not in another, or because it treats one group of
people in a way that is different from the treatment of another.”2 Cambridge
Dictionaries Online puts it even more succinctly: “A rule or standard of
good behavior which, unfairly, some people are expected to follow or
achieve but other people are not.”3

The definition of antisemitism set forth by the European Agency for
Fundamental Rights (FRA, formerly the EUMC)—a body associated with
the European Union—also recognizes the important role double standards
play in the discrimination of Israel. The document that contains this defini-
tion mentions that manifestations of antisemitism “could also target the
State of Israel, conceived as a Jewish collectivity.” It refers not only to such
matters as calling for or justifying the killing of Jews, dehumanizing and
demonizing them, accusing them of imagined wrongdoing, denying the
Holocaust, and charging Jews with being like Nazis, but also with denying
Jews the right to self-determination and applying double standards by
requiring behavior of Israel that is not expected of any other democratic
country.4 This definition thus distinguishes “regular” criticism of Israel
from antisemitic expressions against it.

The FRA definition of antisemitism, however, contains a major flaw as
far as double standards are concerned. According to the more precise defini-
tions from the dictionaries mentioned, non-democratic countries should not
be measured by different standards than democratic ones. The universal
declaration of human rights is similar for all. It is mistaken to apply differ-
ent definitions to double standards according to the way countries are ruled.

1. Natan Sharansky, “3D Test of Antisemitism: Demonization, Double Stan-
dards, Delegitimization,” Jewish Political Studies Review, 16 (Fall 2004): 3-4.

2. Oxford University Press, http://oxforddictionaries.com/.
3. Cambridge Dictionaries Online, http://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/

british/double-standard.
4. European Agency for Fundamental Rights, fra.europa.eu/fraWebsite/mate-

rial/ . . . /AS-WorkingDefinition-draft.pdf.
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CATEGORIES OF DOUBLE STANDARDS

The number of instances where double standards are applied against
Israel is almost unlimited. To best demonstrate the various aspects of this
phenomenon, therefore, I present  in this essay examples from the various
categories of double standards used against Israel, as compared to others.
My examples, described below, are grouped in seven categories: biased
declarations or reporting; omissions; disproportional behavior; interference
in Israel’s internal affairs; discriminatory acts; double standards in interna-
tional law; and humanitarian racism.

Biased Declarations or Reporting

One category of double standards applied against Israel is biased dec-
larations or reporting. Such declarations or reporting can come from the
United Nations and other international organizations, governments, parlia-
ments, church bodies, media, trade unions, NGOs, and academic bodies, as
well as individuals.

One occasion where the use of such double standards was particularly
clear was after Israeli military actions taken against the Gaza flotilla on
May 31, 2010. On June 2, 2010, the German Parliament, the Bundestag,
adopted an unprecedented resolution when it stated that there was strong
evidence that Israel violated the “principle of proportionality” in the raid.

European Info Press commentator Dean Grunwald pointed out that in
the history of the Bundestag, it had never issued a resolution against any of
the true “rogue states in the world, no matter how inhuman they are.”5 The
Simon Wiesenthal Center noted in a public statement that “We heard no
such unanimity from German politicians when Hamas and Hezbollah ter-
rorists targeted Israeli civilians, including Holocaust survivors and their
families.”6

Gert Weisskirchen, an antisemitism expert and former German Social-
ist parliamentarian, wrote that before voting, the parliamentarians should

5. Dean Grunwald, “Kommentar: Resolution des Deutschen Bundestages
gegen Israel,” European Info Press, July 3, 2010, wwwe.ewip-news.com/2010/07/
resolution-des-deutschen-bundestages-gegen-israel.

6. “Hypocrisy and Double Standard (Im)Morality Won the Day in the
Bundestag,” Simon Wiesenthal Center, July 1, 2010, www.wiesenthal.com/site/
apps/nlnet/content2.aspx?c=LSKWLbPJLnF&b=4441467&ct=8493313.
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have inquired who had organized the flotilla and which propaganda pur-
poses it served.7

Regarding Israel’s Gaza Cast Lead war (Operation Cast Lead) at the
end of 2008 and the beginning of 2009, Turkish prime minister Recep
Tayyip Erdoğan stated while addressing his country’s parliament: “They
say my criticism is harsh; I assume it is not as harsh as phosphorus bombs
or fire from tanks. . . . I am reacting as a human and a Muslim.” He also
claimed that “the dignity of humanity is being killed in Gaza.”8 It is highly
unlikely that Erdoğan ever used similar language concerning the wide-
spread murderous behavior in the Muslim world.

Historian and political scientist Rory Miller analyzed Irish politics in
the Middle East over a number of decades. He noted that Irish parliamentar-
ians in session will regularly discuss Israel’s shortcomings, but not one of
them mentions Palestinian suicide bombings. Double standards so charac-
teristic of the anti-Israeli mutation of antisemitism are typical for the Irish
government. It regularly condemns Israel but, for instance, in 1990, refused
to denounce King Hussein’s and Yasser Arafat’s support for Saddam Hus-
sein’s invasion of Kuwait.9

The Sheikh Yassin and Osama Bin Laden Killings

A typical case of biased declarations concerned condemnations from
many countries of the Israeli killing of Hamas leader Sheikh Ahmed Yassin
in 2004. The flurry of international reactions to the killing of Bin Laden by
the US Army could have provided Israel with a major opportunity to
demonstrate the double standards applied against it by so many in the West
and around the world. All one had to do is compare the reactions of various
leaders and institutions to this killing with those after the death of Sheikh
Yassin. This terrorist was directly responsible for many lethal attacks on
Israeli civilians, including suicide bombings.10

The United Nations’ declarations in these cases illustrate the bias well.
UN secretary General Ban Ki-moon told reporters that “The death of
Osama Bin Laden, announced by President [Barack] Obama last night, is a

7. Gert Weisskirchen, “Anmassende Abgeordnete,” Jüedische Allgemeine,
July 8, 2010.

8. “PM Erdoğan Says Words Not Harsher than Bombs,” Hurriyet, January 14,
2009.

9. Rory Miller, Ireland and the Palestine Question, 1948-2004 (Dublin: Irish
Academic Press, 2005), 147.

10. For a more detailed analysis, see Manfred Gerstenfeld, “Bin Laden versus
Yassin,” Ynet, March 5, 2011.
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watershed moment in our common global fight against terrorism.”11 After
the killing of Sheikh Yassin, then-UN secretary general Kofi Annan said, “I
do condemn the targeted assassination of Sheikh Yassin and the others who
died with him. Such actions are not only contrary to international law, but
they do not do anything to help the search for a peaceful solution.”12 The
now-defunct UN Commission on Human Rights condemned “the tragic
death of Sheikh Ahmed Yassin in contravention of the Hague Convention
IV of 1907.”13 In the Security Council, the United States had to use its veto
power to prevent condemnation of Israel.

After the Bin Laden killing, the leaders of the European Council and
the European Commission stated that Bin Laden’s death “made the world a
safer place and showed that terrorist attacks do not remain unpunished.”14

Following the Yassin killing, then-EU foreign policy chief Javier Solana
said, “This type of action does not contribute at all to create the conditions
of peace. This is very, very bad news for the peace process. The policy of
the European Union has been consistent condemnation of extra-judicial
killing.”15

British prime minister David Cameron congratulated President Obama
on the success of the assassination of Bin Laden. Cameron considered it a
massive step forward in the fight against extremist terrorism. Former prime
minister Tony Blair welcomed Bin Laden’s demise as well.16

The killing of Sheikh Yassin, however, was called by then-British for-
eign secretary Jack Straw “unacceptable” and “unjustified.”17 The official
spokesman of then prime minister Blair condemned the “unlawful attack”
and observed: “We have repeatedly made clear our opposition to Israel’s
use of targeted killings and assassinations.”18 A cynic taking the spokes-

11. “U.N. Chief Ban Hails bin Laden Death as ‘Watershed,’ ” Reuters, May 2,
2011.

12. “World Leaders Condemn Yassin Assassination,” The Sunday Times, March
22, 2004.

13. “UN Commission on Human Rights Adopts Resolution Which Condemns
Continuing Grave Violations of Human Rights in the Territory, Including the
Tragic Assassination of Sheikh Yassin,” United Nations press release. If Americans
Knew, March 24, 2004.

14. Lisa Bryant, “Europe Welcomes bin Laden’s Death,” Voice of America,
May 2, 2011.

15. “World Leaders Condemn,” The Sunday Times.
16. Martin Fricker, “Osama bin Laden: World Braced for Terror Revenge

Attacks Following Death,” The Mirror, May 3, 2011.
17. “World Leaders Condemn,” The Sunday Times.
18. Ibid.
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man’s statement  literally could now say that this statement was right: his
boss was only against Israel’s use of targeted killing.

France’s president Nicolas Sarkozy hailed Bin Laden’s killing as a
coup in the fight against terrorism. He called President Obama, praising his
determination and courage and that of all others who had pursued the head
of Al Qaida for ten years. Sarkozy added that the two heads of state had
agreed to continue the just and necessary fight against terrorist barbarity
and those who support it.19

The Basayev Killing

Harvard law expert Alan Dershowitz had already referred to the double
standards about targeted killings in 2006: “Every time Israel kills a terrorist
who has murdered Israeli civilians the international community and
America’s hard left goes crazy, condemning, boycotting, and divesting
from the Jewish state. But it totally ignores the indistinguishable actions of
other nations. Yesterday, Russia targeted and killed Shamil Basayev, a
Chechnyan terrorist who was also ‘Vice-President’ of Chechnya’s separatist
movement. The international community applauded the killing of this ter-
rorist, who Russia’s President Putin said, ‘deserved retribution.’ The inter-
national community also applauded the targeted killing by American and
Allied forces of Abu Musab Al-Zarqawi earlier last month.”

Dershowitz further commented: “I join the applause for the targeted
killings of these two mass-murdering terrorist leaders. But I also applaud
the targeted killing of anti-Israel terrorists who are engaged in ongoing
attacks against Israeli women and children. I regret when innocent people
are killed in the process of targeting terrorists, but the fault for that lies
entirely with the terrorists who hide behind innocent women and children in
order to induce Israel to kill civilians. Yes, Palestinian terrorists want Israel
to kill Palestinian women and children. That is part of their strategy.”20

The Goldstone Report

The anti-Israel bias of the Goldstone Report on Operation Cast Lead in
Gaza has been exposed by many.21 The media watch organization CAM-
ERA has specifically listed the double standards applied against Israel by

19. “Ben Laden: Sarkozy salue la ‘détermination’ d’Obama, le combat se pour-
suit,” Agence France-Presse (AFP), May 2, 2011.

20. Alan Dershowitz, “The Anti-Israel Double Standard Watch,” Huffington
Post, July 11, 2006.

21. See, for instance: www.jcpa.org/text/GoldGoldstone-5nov09.pdf.
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the Goldstone Commission. The analysis concludes: “The Report tends to
base its acceptance of evidence less on the source of that evidence, and
more on its target. That is, evidence damning Israel is normally deemed
credible, whereas evidence exonerating Israel or damning Palestinians is
explicitly or quietly dismissed.”

A few examples of this, CAMERA noted, are: “When an NGO
asserted that one Palestinian fighter denied using human shields and others
admitted to it, the Report in effect dismissed the admission and accepted the
denial. Similarly, information by other NGOs are given weight when they
suggest Israeli culpability, but are ignored or minimized when they suggest
Palestinian guilt. Purported contradictions and falsehoods by Israel were
deemed a blow to Israeli credibility, while the same by Palestinian and pro-
Palestinian sources were dismissed or ignored. Assertions by Palestinian
political leaders are said not to constitute evidence, whereas statements by
Israeli political leaders are considered to constitute evidence.”22

The BBC

Litigation lawyer Trevor Asserson has analyzed the BBC’s reporting a
number of times, and has published many examples of its double standards.
For instance, Asserson compared reporting on British military in the Iraq
war and Israeli soldiers: “Coalition troops are described in warm and glow-
ing terms, with sympathy being evoked for them both as individuals and for
their military predicament. In contrast, Israeli troops are painted as faceless,
ruthless, and brutal killers, with little or no understanding shown for their
actions.”

Asserson added: “The BBC goes to considerable lengths to explain,
excuse, and mitigate any civilian deaths at the hands of coalition troops.
Israeli troops receive totally different treatment; little sympathy is shown
for their situation, and mitigating arguments are brushed aside or scorned, if
voiced at all. At times, the reporting of events in Israel amounts to distor-
tion and at other times to what appears to be discrimination against Israel.”

Asserson and his assistant, Lee Kern, devoted an entire section to what
they call “mitigation”: “When coalition culpability is conceded, efforts are
made to excuse, explain, and even justify the loss of civilian life.” On the
other hand, “when an Israeli weapon causes civilian death, the BBC is
quick to criticize and slow to explain, excuse, or indeed show any signifi-
cant level of understanding of the military difficulties faced by Israel.” The
report gives tens of examples of such mitigation as far as coalition forces

22. “The Goldstone Report: A Study in Duplicity,” CAMERA, November 3,
2009.
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are concerned, while “the BBC’s reporting of Israeli troops, far from seek-
ing to displace blame, goes out of its way to ensure that blame is
ascribed.”23

One might add here that discriminatory action against Jews or Israel is
rarely an isolated phenomenon. Usually it is an indicator of a widespread,
morally distorted attitude that comes to light at a later stage. One example
of this occurred in the autumn of 2012, when the BBC found itself in a
crisis after it was accused that it had covered up lengthy sex abuse by one of
its star presenters, Jimmy Saville.24 A few weeks later, its Newsnight pro-
gram falsely accused a former Conservative politician of child abuse.25

The New York Times

CAMERA has exposed many examples of double standards by major
news agencies, and primarily ones by American media. For instance, as far
as the intentional avoidance of words such as “terrorist” and “terrorism” is
concerned, The New York Times’ public editor (ombudsman) Daniel Okrent
has admitted some shortcomings regarding his paper. The analysis by
CAMERA of some of Okrent’s publications shows that the paper’s bias is
far more encompassing than he first revealed.26

For example, Okrent wrote in 2005: “I think in some instances The
Times’s earnest effort to avoid bias can desiccate language and dilute mean-
ing. In a January memo to the Foreign desk, former Jerusalem bureau chief
James Bennet addressed the paper’s gingerly use of the word ‘terrorism.’

“ ‘The calculated bombing of students in a university cafeteria, or of
families gathered in an ice cream parlor, cries out to be called what it is,’
Bennet wrote. ‘I wanted to avoid the political meaning that comes with
“terrorism,” but I couldn’t pretend that the word had no usage at all in plain
English.’ Bennet came to believe that ‘not to use the term began to seem
like a political act in itself.’ ”

Okrent added: “I agree. While some Israelis and their supporters assert
that any Palestinian holding a gun is a terrorist, there can be neither factual
nor moral certainty that he is. But if the same man fires into a crowd of

23. Trevor Asserson, interview by Manfred Gerstenfeld, “The BBC: Wide-
spread Antipathy Toward Israel,” in Israel and Europe: An Expanding Abyss (Jeru-
salem: JCPA, Adenauer Foundation 2005), 193.

24. “A Ghost and the BBC Machine,” The Economist, October 27, 2012.
25. Paul Sonne and Cassel Bryan-Low, “New Scandal Creates Crisis at BBC,”

The Wall Street Journal, November 12, 2012.
26. See, for instance, “Daniel Okrent’s False Symmetry,” CAMERA, April 27,

2005.
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civilians, he has committed an act of terror, and he is a terrorist. My own
definition is simple: an act of political violence committed against purely
civilian targets is terrorism; attacks on military targets are not.”27

Another example of the use of double standards by The New York
Times that CAMERA pointed out was that when four terrorists committed
bomb blasts in London, the paper had as its heading: “4 from Britain Car-
ried Out Terror Blasts, Police Say.” An article on a bombing in a Netanya
mall, however, did not mention the word “terrorism” other than as a quote
by an Israeli spokesman. CAMERA stated that there were 27 occasions in
the text of the Times article where the words “terror,” “terrorism,” or “ter-
rorists” could have been used.28

The World Council of Churches

The World Council of Churches (WCC), an umbrella organization of
about 350 Protestant and Orthodox churches, founded in 1948, has fre-
quently been hostile to Israel. CAMERA’s Dexter van Zile has analyzed its
anti-Israeli bias in great detail. As one example of double standards he men-
tions that the WCC made only obtuse statements about the many massacres
in the civil wars in Lebanon in the 1970s and 1980s: “The WCC offered
vague and diffuse condemnations of massacres in Lebanon in those
decades, failing to provide details about either the identity of the victims or
the identity and motives of the perpetrators. But when Israel invaded Leba-
non in 1982, WCC institutions forcefully condemned Israel while attribut-
ing malign intent to it.”29

Rijk van Dam, a Dutch Christian former Euro-parliamentarian, visited
the WCC with other Christian representatives in mid 2005 after the organi-
zation had called for divestment from Israel. He mentions that they asked
the WCC executives they met: “Why doesn’t the WCC condemn what goes
on in Darfur, or in North Korea?’ They replied: ‘In Africa and Asia we have
member churches. They will object if we take a stand on their countries. In
Israel we do not have influential churches.’

“We told them our conclusion: ‘What you in fact say is that you take a
one-sided, biased action against Israel because you get no protest.’ They

27. Daniel Okrent, “The War of the Words: A Dispatch from the Front Lines.”
The New York Times, March 6, 2005.

28. Lee Green and Ricki Hollander, “Double Standards on International Terror-
ism at the New York Times and AP,” CAMERA, July 13, 2005.

29. Dexter Van Zile, “Broadcasting a Lethal Narrative: The World Council of
Churches and Israel,” Post-Holocaust and Antisemitism 109, August 1, 2011.
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had no choice but to admit that.”30 This admittance, however, did not lead
to a change in policy.

Omissions

A second category of double standard is omission of relevant informa-
tion. One way to omit is by deleting context. Trevor Asserson and one of
his assistants revealed in one investigation seven examples of how the BBC
frequently distorts or masks true facts. He showed, for instance, how when
BBC correspondent Kylie Morris reports from Gaza on Israeli retaliatory
actions, she omits the Israeli army’s claim that buildings destroyed had
been used for attacking Israel. The BBC’s behavior on this subject was very
different from that of other media sources that Asserson’s assistant had
recorded for comparison.31

According to Asserson, the BBC’s distortions of the truth regarding
Israel morph into many other forms. When it quoted a study undertaken by
the Human Rights Watch that found that Palestinians severely tortured their
prisoners, the BBC chose to conceal that aspect of the report—which was
highly critical of the Palestinians—by seeking to deflect the criticism onto
Israel and even blame Israel for Palestinian shortcomings. In another distor-
tion, the BBC Web site failed to mention the existence of virulent, racist,
anti-Israel material put out by institutional Arab government-controlled
affiliates.32

Thomas Friedman of The New York Times published—many years
later—the observation that Western correspondents stationed in Beirut
before 1982 did not even offer a hint about the well-known corruption of
the PLO leadership there. He also noted that these correspondents judged
the PLO with much more largesse than they did the Phalangists, Israelis, or
Americans.33 One major reason was that the correspondents had to stay on
good terms with the PLO because otherwise, when their foreign editor
arrived, he would not get the much-coveted interview with Yasser Arafat.34

It is most likely that behavior similar to that exposed by Friedman is
still practiced by many correspondents in the Arab world. They all need

30. Rijk van Dam, interview by Manfred Gerstenfeld, “Anti-Israeli Bias in the
European Parliament and other EU institutions,” in European-Israeli Relations:
Between Confusion and Change (Jerusalem: JCPA and Adenauer Foundation,
2006), 88.

31. Trevor Asserson, interview by Manfred Gerstenfeld, 195.
32. Ibid., 197.
33. Thomas L. Friedman, From Beirut to Jerusalem (New York: Anchor Books

Doubleday, 1990), 72-73.
34. Ibid.
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favors from the authorities. Thus their criticism, if it exists, must be kept
muted.

Israel’s Military Attack on the Gaza Flotilla

A number of issues involve a combination of several categories of
double standards. In the Gaza flotilla (Mavi Marmara) case, one also often
finds—besides the discrimination against Israel in many declarations—
major omissions of comparable cases. For instance, on September 4, 2009,
a German officer in Kunduz, Afghanistan, ordered an airstrike that killed up
to 142 Afghans. Among these, an estimated eighty were civilians. A NATO
report revealed that the deadly operation “was the result of a combination of
ineptness and deliberate misinformation, without which the airstrike would
never have occurred.” As a result of what became known as the Kunduz
affair, former German defense minister Franz Josef Jung was forced to
resign from his new job as labor minister. The chief of staff of the German
Army, Wolfgang Schneiderhan, also resigned. A parliamentary investiga-
tive committee was set up to examine the incident.35

This incident, with a far bigger number of deaths than the Mavi Mar-
mara incident, triggered neither international outrage nor resolutions by
parliaments of foreign countries. Yet in Kunduz, civilians, who had not
taken part in any provocative activities, were killed. The participants in the
Gaza flotilla, however, knew well beforehand that they were taking risks,
and most of those killed had stated their desire to become “martyrs.”

Questions also emerge concerning accusations about Israel’s possible
disproportionate use of force in the Gaza flotilla. If it existed at all, how
small was this “disproportional” behavior compared to the actions of many
European countries at present or in the past during the Afghanistan and
Iraqi wars? Muslim countries had not launched any military attacks or ter-
rorist acts against the European countries contributing to the Western
forces. This issue gains even more weight in view of the killing of many
civilians by Western soldiers or their allies in both countries.36

Another example is when murderous fighting broke out between
Hamas and Fatah in Gaza in June 2007. Norwegian foreign minister Jonas
Gahr Støre said Israel “was partly to blame.”37 This was not only an exam-

35. John Goetz, Konstantin von Hammerstein, and Holger Stark, “Kunduz
Affair Report Puts German Defense Minister under Pressure,” Der Spiegel, January
19, 2010, www.spiegel.de/international/germany/0,1518,672468,00.html.

36. Manfred Gerstenfeld, “The Gaza Flotilla: Facts and Official Reactions,”
Post-Holocaust and Antisemitism, 102, September 15, 2010.

37. “Støre ut mot Israel,” Nettavisen, June 14, 2007.
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ple of Støre’s frequent hate mongering against Israel; his statement also fits
the omission category of double standards, as he remained silent about
Egypt’s allowing large quantities of weapons to be funneled to Hamas.

Another, very different, example: It took until 2012 for French presi-
dent François Hollande to officially acknowledge that Algerians were mas-
sacred during an independence rally in Paris in 1961. Some sources claim
that the number of those murdered was about 200.38

Self-Censorship and Censorship

Omissions by journalists are often the result of self-censorship, but
only rarely does the media admit this. One example was Riccardo Cristiano,
a correspondent from the Italian state TV network RAI, reporting from the
Palestinian territories. He announced at the time that if he could, he would
have intentionally hidden negative facts about the Palestinians from the
public. It is one of the few irrefutable testimonies there are of foreign pro-
Palestinian journalists who knowingly distort their reporting.

On October 12, 2000, two Israeli reserve soldiers were lynched by
Palestinians in Ramallah. The Italian private TV network Mediaset filmed
the murder and smuggled the pictures out. These included, among others,
one of a Palestinian murderer who stood at a window with “his bloodied
hands raised in triumph to signal to the crowd below that the soldiers had
been killed.”

Riccardo Cristiano wrote a letter, published on October 16 in the Pal-
estinian newspaper Al-Hayat al-Jedida, in which he disclosed the name of
the Italian station that had taken the pictures. As a result, Mediaset had to
withdraw its correspondents from the area to avoid Palestinian revenge.
Cristiano also declared that he would never have published the pictures had
they been taken by him.39

In many other cases, double standards express themselves in censor-
ship. In February 2008, three people were arrested in Denmark and accused
of plotting to kill Danish cartoonist Kurt Westergaard, who had drawn a
picture of Muhammad wearing a bomb-shaped turban. In response, eleven
Danish dailies reprinted the cartoon. Norwegian papers decided not to print
them.

On that occasion, the editor-in-chief of the Norwegian daily Aftenpos-
ten, Hans Erik Matre, declared: “We have always been cautious about our

38. “François Hollande Acknowledges 1961 Massacre of Algerians in Paris,”
The Guardian (Reuters), October 18, 2012.

39. Rory Carroll and Ian Black, “TV Row over Mob Footage ‘Betrayal,’ ” The
Guardian, October 20, 2000.
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use of text, pictures and photos.”40 In 2006, however, his paper published
an extreme antisemitic article by well-known writer Jostein Gaarder that
will have a prominent place in any anthology of  21st-century antisemitic
texts in Europe.41

NGOs, Churches, and Trade Unions

NGOs are a prominent category of perpetrators of double standards
against Israel, and omissions of relevant information are rife among them.
The watch organization NGO Monitor has exposed many examples of this.
In 2007, for example, it published a detailed report on the double standards
of Amnesty International, Human Rights Watch, and Christian Aid, con-
cluding: “NGOs have largely remained silent regarding the intense fighting
[emphasis in the original] between the Lebanese Army and the Palestinian
terror faction Fatah al-Islam in the Nahr al-Bared refugee camp in Northern
Lebanon. This silence stands in sharp contrast to the frequent condemnation
of Israeli anti-terror operations, such as in Jenin during the IDF’s Operation
Defensive Shield in 2002.”42 There are similar reports by NGO Monitor
such as the one in early 2009, which examined HRW’s double standards
and post-colonial ideology in 2008.43

In the Christian world, many examples of anti-Israeli double standards
can be found in liberal Protestant churches. It is difficult to provide an over-
view, as there is no systematic monitoring of church bodies; analysis has
thus mainly focused on specific cases. Abe Foxman, national director of the
Anti-Defamation League, has for instance exposed the double standards of
the US Presbyterian Church as it expressed itself at its biennial General
Assembly in 2010.44

There are also many other somewhat masked ways of applying double
standards. In September 2011, all 97 board members of a Norwegian trade
union and many of its employees had to go through a “Gaza Checkpoint”
on their way to union offices as a sign of solidarity with the Palestinians. It

40. “Norwegian Press Won’t Touch Mohammad Cartoons,” Aftenposten, Febru-
ary 13, 2008.

41. Jostein Gaarder, “Guds utvalgte folk,” Aftenposten, August 5, 2006.
42. “Double Standards: HRW/Amnesty/Christian Aid Statements on the Con-

flict between Fatah-al-Islam and the Lebanese Army,” NGO Monitor, June 12,
2007.

43. “Examining Human Rights Watch in 2008; Double Standards and Post-
Colonial Ideology,” NGO Monitor, January 13, 2009.

44. Abe Foxman, “Presbyterian Church Still One-Sided on Israel,” Huffington
Post, July 15, 2010.



\\jciprod01\productn\J\JSA\4-2\JSA218.txt unknown Seq: 14  7-JAN-13 11:38

1814 JOURNAL FOR THE STUDY OF ANTISEMITISM[ VOL. 4:1801

was a role play to illustrate how Israelis misbehave toward Palestinians.45 A
Norwegian blogger wrote: “Let me know when they organize a role play on
rocket attacks and suicide bombings, I can play the awful silence that grips
you when the person next to you on the bus is dead.”46

Disproportional Behavior

A third category of double standards involves disproportional behav-
ior. One example of this is when the media report in detail on negative news
about Israel and barely mention far more important negative news about
Muslim states. The Muslim countries together have more than 100 times the
population of Israel. A huge number of transgressions of human rights as
well as war crimes take place there. Which European media gives anywhere
near this proportional attention to these countries? Though no country is
without blame, many media stress Israel’s shortcomings and remain notice-
ably silent about the great majority of the huge crimes in the Muslim and
Arab world. This continued disproportional reporting by the media has been
a major factor in the demonization of Israel.

There is much more information today about past torture in some of
the Arab countries where dictatorships have been overthrown. But there
was more than enough information before the Arab Spring on this issue, as
well as on other major crimes; important Western media did not want to
give attention to it. One can research the archives of various major TV and
radio stations, along with newspapers, to expose how little attention they
gave to these issues compared to the far fewer cases involving Israel.

CAMERA has also published examples of how disproportional behav-
ior concerning Israel appears in The New York Times. It counted for part of
a month the paper’s stories reliant on “man in the street” interviews and
human-interest focus, and found that the emphasis was on presenting the
Palestinian narrative, which outnumbered those focusing on Israeli perspec-
tives by nine to five. One story represented both perspectives.47

45. Edgard Helle, “Checkpoint Fagforbundet,” September 22, 2011, www
.frifagbevegelse.no/fagbevegelsen/article5745552.ece.

46. McGonagall, “Borderline Antisemitism, Role Play in Oslo,” Norway, Israel
and the Jews, September 22, 2011.

47. Ricki Hollander, “New York Times’ Double Standards and Lack of Bal-
ance,” CAMERA, March 20, 2002.
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Disproportional Behavior of NGOs

NGO Monitor has exposed how Human Rights Watch in its publica-
tions uses disproportional behavior to demonize Israel. In 2008, NGO car-
ried out a quantitative analysis of HRW’s publications. It found that this
NGO portrayed Israel as the second worst abuser of human rights in the
Middle East after Saudi Arabia, but ahead of Iran, Syria, Jordan, and Egypt.

In that year, HRW condemned Israel for violations of “Human Rights
Law,” “Humanitarian Law,” or “International Humanitarian Law” 33 times,
compared with 13 citations for the Palestinians, six for Hezbollah, and five
for Egypt. NGO Monitor pointed out that HRW in that year placed Israel
on a par with Sudan and leaders from the former Yugoslavia, Congo, and
Uganda.48

In October 2009, Robert Bernstein, who founded HRW, accused the
organization of anti-Israeli bias, saying that it had lost critical perspective
on the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. Israel had been attacked by Hamas and
Hezbollah, “organizations that go after Israeli citizens and use their own
people as human shields.” Bernstein added: “These groups are supported by
the Government of Iran, which has openly declared its intention not just to
destroy Israel but to murder Jews everywhere. This incitement to genocide
is a violation of the Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the
Crime of Genocide.”49

Interference in Israel’s Internal Affairs

A fourth category of double standards is interference in Israel’s inter-
nal affairs. An example of this is the aforementioned resolution adopted by
the German Bundestag after the Gaza flotilla incident, which claimed that
Israel’s action did not “serve the political and security interests of Israel.”
Gert Weisskirchen wondered how the German parliament could possibly
decide what serves the interests of Israeli security—and even if it did, how
could it make such a decision without an intense dialogue with the Israeli
Knesset?50

Another example: The Liberal party leader Nick Clegg, deputy prime
minister of Great Britain, said about the Israeli government: “. . . in my

48. “Examining Human Rights Watch in 2008; Double Standards and Post-
Colonial Ideology,” NGO Monitor, January 13, 2009.

49. James Bone, “Robert Bernstein, Founder of Human Rights Watch, Accuses
It of Anti-Israel Bias,” The Times (London), October 21, 2009.

50. Gert Weisskirchen, “Anmassende Abgeordnete,” Jüedische Allgemeine,
July 8, 2010.



\\jciprod01\productn\J\JSA\4-2\JSA218.txt unknown Seq: 16  7-JAN-13 11:38

1816 JOURNAL FOR THE STUDY OF ANTISEMITISM[ VOL. 4:1801

estimation the long-term interests of the people of Israel are not being met
properly at this time.” The Israeli daily Haaretz entitled the interview with
him “Nick Clegg to Haaretz: ‘I admire Israel, but won’t stop criticizing its
government.’ ”51 Would Clegg dare to say that about Saudi Arabia, Malay-
sia, or Turkey?

What would have happened if an Israeli prime minister had discussed
in an interview the major failure of the British government and police to
deal with the riots in London and elsewhere in August 2011? One can only
imagine what the reactions would have been in the UK if he had said to a
British newspaper, “In my estimation the long-term interests of the British
people are not being met properly by the way your government handles
problems.”

Discriminatory Acts

A fifth category of double standards are discriminatory acts against
Israel. These may overlap for instance with the earlier-mentioned category
of biased declarations. Already almost a decade ago, Irwin Cotler, who later
would become the Canadian minister of justice, referred to the United
Nations as a paradigm of double standards practiced against Israel. Cotler
said, “Despite the killing fields throughout the world, the UN Security
Council sat from March to May 2002 in almost continuous sessions discuss-
ing a non-existent massacre in Jenin.”52

He also mentioned the UN Commission on Human Rights meeting in
spring 2002:

Forty percent of the resolutions passed were against one member state of
the international community, Israel, while the major human rights viola-
tors in the world such as China and Iran enjoyed exculpatory immunity
with no resolutions passed against them. This moral asymmetry not only
prejudices Israel, but it further undermines the UN’s integrity under
whose auspices this occurs, and the authority of international human
rights law in whose name these indictments are passed.53

51. Adar Primor, “Nick Clegg to Haaretz: I Admire Israel, but Won’t Stop Criti-
cizing Its Government,” Haaretz, May 5, 2010.

52. Irwin Cotler, interview by Manfred Gerstenfeld, “Discrimination Against
Israel in the International Arena: Undermining the Cause of Human Rights at the
United Nations,” in Europe’s Crumbling Myths: The Post-Holocaust Origins of
Today’s Antisemitism (Jerusalem: Jerusalem Center for Public Affairs/Yad
Vashem/World Jewish Congress, 2003), 220.

53. Ibid., 219.
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Cotler also referred to the Geneva Convention, noting:

During more than 50 years after the Second World War atrocities contin-
ued. Among the best known are the ethnic cleansing and genocide in
Cambodia, Rwanda, Bosnia, Sudan and Sierra Leone. Despite these hor-
rific breaches of the Geneva Convention, which was adopted in 1949, the
contracting parties were never convened to discuss them. The only time
this happened was in December 2001 when the contracting parties to the
Convention gathered in Geneva to accuse Israel of human rights viola-
tions and breaches of the Convention.54

Emergency Session of the UN General Assembly

Former Israeli ambassador to the United Nations Dore Gold related
that in July 1997, the Arab states successfully convened an Emergency Spe-
cial Session of the General Assembly dealing with Israeli building practices
in East Jerusalem at Har Homa—a barren hill. “I was Ambassador at the
UN in 1997, when the aforementioned Emergency Special Session con-
vened to discuss Israeli building at Har Homa,” Gold said. “It recom-
mended that the High Contracting Parties of the Fourth Geneva Convention,
that is, the signatories of the 1949 Convention that deals with the protection
of civilians in times of war, be convened to take measures addressing Israeli
violations of it.”

He added:

In order to prepare myself, I asked my colleagues in the Israeli Foreign
Ministry over which issues the High Contracting Parties of the Fourth
Geneva Convention had convened before to discuss so-called violations.
I inquired whether it met when the Soviets invaded Afghanistan or
Czechoslovakia? When Vietnam invaded Cambodia, Turkey invaded
Cyprus, India invaded Pakistani territory, or Morocco invaded the West-
ern Sahara?

The reply was that in none of these cases were Emergency Special
Sessions of the General Assembly convened. It turned out that in about
fifty years of the Fourth Geneva Convention’s existence the international
community had never recommended the convening of its High Con-
tracting Parties concerning any conflict. This despite many major cases
violating international peace and security. The only case that remains
until today is the building of condominiums on a Jerusalem hill. This was
done with full European support. This assault additionally leads to the

54. Ibid., 219.
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politicization of international humanitarian law, and the undermining of
international conventions.55

A British Cartoon

Yet another illustration of this phenomenon was when the British daily
The Independent published a cartoon by Dave Brown depicting Ariel
Sharon as a child-eater, a new mutation of the medieval blood libel. Ths
vilification of Jews, the belief that they use the blood of Gentile children for
religious purposes, originated in England during the Middle Ages. In
response to protests, the UK Press Complaints Commission cleared the
cartoon.56

Subsequently, it won the Political Cartoon Society’s Political Cartoon
of the Year Award for 2003. The competition was held in November 2003
on the premises of the well-known weekly The Economist, and the award
was presented to Brown by Labour MP and former minister for overseas aid
Claire Short.57

The discriminatory character of this cartoon was emphasized by the
then Israeli ambassador to the UK, Zvi Shtauber. Shtauber asked the Inde-
pendent’s Jewish editor, Simon Kelner, whether the paper had ever pub-
lished a similar caricature of a public figure. Kelner had to go back 18 years
to find one.58

Boycotts and Divestments

Another type of discriminatory act that expresses double standards
against Israel is the promotion of divestments and boycotts. One example
among many is that of the Norwegian state pension fund, which divested
from shares of some Israeli companies while keeping the shares of a num-
ber of highly unethical companies in its portfolio.59

55. Dore Gold, interview by Manfred Gerstenfeld, “Europe’s Consistent Anti-
Israel Bias at the United Nations,” in Israel and Europe: An Expanding Abyss?, 51-
53.

56. www.politicalcartoon.co.uk/html/exhibition.html.
57. Ibid.
58. Zvi Shtauber, interview by Manfred Gerstenfeld, “British Attitudes on Israel

and the Jews,” in Israel and Europe: An Expanding Abyss?, 188.
59. “Israel: Billionaire with Settlement Links Targeted in Divestment Cam-

paign,” www.adnkronos.com/AKI/English/Security/?id=3.0.3758448930.
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Divestment movements have been active in the academic field for
about a decade.60 In many other areas, including several liberal Protestant
churches, such campaigns continue to be promoted.61

In 2007, a British lawyer, Anthony Julius, and Alan Dershowitz wrote
in the Times of London that British boycotters, in excluding “from consid-
eration the many nations with far worse human rights records than Israel . . .
are merely practicing sophistry in defense of their own double standards.”62

Julius and Dershoweitz cited two reasons to regard the boycotters’
position as antisemitic. First, it resonated with earlier boycotts of Jews that
were all based on a “principle of exclusion: Jews and/or the Jewish State,
are to be excluded from public life, from the community of nations, because
they are dangerous and malign.”63

Second, the boycott was “predicated on the defamation of Jews.”
Julius and Dershowitz provided several arguments for this point, conclud-
ing that: “Boycotters may have Jewish friends, some may be Jews them-
selves—but in supporting a boycott they have put themselves in
antisemitism’s camp.”64

Double Standards in Applying International Law

A sixth category concerns double standards in applying international
law. International lawyer Meir Rosenne, former Israeli ambassador to the
United States and France, expressed an even stronger opinion: “There are
two types of international law. One is applied to Israel, the other to all other
states. This comes to the fore when one looks at the way Israel is treated in
international institutions . . .”

Rosenne cites as a typical example of double standards in international
law the 2004 International Court of Justice advisory opinion on the Israeli
security fence. “In its judgment The Hague court decided that the inherent

60. Manfred Gerstenfeld, Academics Against Israel and the Jews, 1st ed. (Jeru-
salem: Jerusalem Center for Public Affairs, November 2007). The second edition
can be viewed for free on the Internet at www.jcpa.org/JCPA/Templates/showpage
.asp?DBID=1&LNGID=1&TMID=84&FID=773&PID=0.

61. Dexter van Zile, “The U.S. Presbyterian Church’s Renewed Attack on
Israel,” Post Holocaust and Antisemitism, 98, June 1, 2010, www.jcpa.org/JCPA/
Templates/ShowPage.asp?DRIT=3&DBID=1&LNGID=1&TMID=111&FID=624
&PID=0&IID=3876&TTL=The_U.S._Presbyterian_Church%27s_Renewed_
Attack_on_Israel.

62. Anthony Julius and Alan Dershowitz, “The Contemporary Fight against
Antisemitism,” TimesOnline, June 13, 2007.

63. Ibid.
64. Ibid.
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right of self-defense is enforced only if one is confronted by a state. If this
were true, that would mean that whatever the United States undertakes
against Al-Qaeda is illegal. This cannot be considered self-defense under
Article 51 of the UN Charter because Al-Qaeda is not a state.”65

Another international lawyer, Alan Baker, a former deputy director
general of the Israeli Ministry for Foreign Affairs, has analyzed discrimina-
tion against Israel in the United Nations. He wrote: “Sovereign equality is a
fundamental component of the 1945 UN Charter. The principle of equality
is set down in the introductory paragraph, which states: “We the peoples of
the United Nations [are] determined . . . to reaffirm faith . . . in the equal
rights . . . of nations large and small.”66

Baker remarked that this equality is only true in theory: “This is espe-
cially evident in Israel’s case where the assumptions inherent in sovereign
equality—judicial equality, equality of voting, equality in participation in
all UN activities and processes, and equality in membership in all forums—
break down and leave Israel isolated and discriminated against.”67

In addition, Baker noted that similar double standards, to a lesser
degree, also exist with the International Red Cross movement, which has,
“for over sixty years since the establishment of the state of Israel, avoided
acceptance of Israel as a fully-fledged member of the movement, despite the
operation by Israel of a well-organized medical and humanitarian assistance
organ, under the emblem of the Red Shield of David.”68

Humanitarian Racism

A seventh category of double standards might be called humanitarian
racism—one of the least recognized forms of racism. It can be defined as
attributing intrinsically reduced responsibility to people of certain ethnic or
national groups for their criminal acts and intentions. Many left-of-center
parties, human rights organizations, and development aid agencies are rid-
dled with such racists. One also finds humanitarian racists elsewhere, for
instance among progressive academics and in several mainstream Protestant
denominations.

65. Meir Rosenne, personal communication to Manfred Gerstenfeld, in Manfred
Gerstenfeld, “European Politics—Double Standards Toward Israel,” Jewish Politi-
cal Studies Review, 17 (Fall 2005): 3-4.

66. Alan Baker, “The Violation of Israel’s Right to Sovereign Equality in the
United Nations,” in Israel’s Rights as a Nation-State in International Diplomacy,
ed. Alan Baker (Jerusalem: Jerusalem Center for Public Affairs, World Jewish
Congress, 2011), 149.

67. Ibid., 150.
68. Ibid., 148.
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These people judge misbehavior and crime differently: they go accord-
ing to the color and power of those who commit them. White people are
held to different standards of responsibility than people of color are, for
example.69 Israelis are blamed for whatever measures they take to defend
themselves; Palestinian responsibility for suicide bombings, murderous
missile attacks, and the glorification of murderers of civilians is reduced, at
best. This humanitarian racism is very different from the ugly old racism of
say, US senator Robert Byrd, a Democrat, when he was still a member of
the Klu Klux Klan and remained a racist thereafter for many years.70

Humanitarian racism can appear combined with demonization. In
1984, Swedish deputy foreign minister Pierre Schori, a Social Democrat,
visited Israel. At that time, he praised Arafat and his “flexible policy.” In
addition, in an article he claimed that “the terrorist acts of the PLO were
‘meaningless,’ while Israel’s retaliatory acts were ‘despicable acts of terror-
ism.’ ”71

In many European socialist parties, one finds examples of white-
washing Arab terrorism. Greek Socialists have always severely condemned
domestic terrorism. Following a judicial investigation, however, the Athens
Court of Appeals and the Greek Supreme Court decided that Abdel Osama
Al-Zomar, an alleged Palestinian terrorist apprehended in Greece, should be
extradited to Italy to face charges of bombing the synagogue of Rome in
October 1982, injuring 34 people and killing a three-year-old child. Greek
Socialist justice minister Vasilios Rotis used his authority to overrule the
court’s decision, stating that Osama’s acts were part of the “Palestinian
struggle for liberation of their homeland, and, therefore, cannot be consid-
ered acts of terrorism.”72

Another easy-to-identify example of humanitarian racism can be found
in the election platform of the Dutch Labor party for the 2010 Dutch parlia-
mentary elections.73 When dealing with foreign policy, the platform cited

69. Manfred Gerstenfeld, Behind the Humanitarian Mask (Jerusalem: Jerusalem
Center for Public Affairs and Friends of Simon Wiesenthal Center for Holocaust
Studies, 2008), 22-23.

70. “Democrats Laud Robert Byrd, Rewrite His History with the Klan,” July 2,
2010, www.rushlimbaugh.com/home/daily/site_070210/content/01125109.guest
.html.

71. Moshe Yegar, Neutral Policy—Theory versus Practice: Swedish-Israeli
Relations (Jerusalem: Israel Council on Foreign Relations, 1993), 126-128.

72. Daniel Perdurant [Moses Altsech], “Antisemitism in Contemporary Greek
Society,” Analysis of Current Trends in Antisemitism, No. 7 (Jerusalem: Hebrew
University, 1995), 10.

73. PvdA Verkiezingsprogramma 2010, www.scribd.com/doc/31027384/
Verkiezingsprogramma-PvdA, 76-77.
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the areas of unrest in the world. It devoted one sentence to the Horn of
Africa; the only other conflict in the world that was referred to was the
Israeli-Palestinian one, with a heavy anti-Israeli slant. The platform devoted
a number of paragraphs to it.

Dutch soldiers fought in Afghanistan until early 2010. Afghanistan,
however, was not mentioned in the Labor Party platform; the threat to
humanity at large from Iran was not evoked either. It quickly became even
clearer how biased this platform was, when—in the beginning of 2011—a
series of revolutions broke out in Arab countries in which tens of thousands
of people were killed.

Other Examples

The examples given above are clear. There are many other cases, how-
ever, where double standards are less evident because they cannot be
proven—for instance, one can assume from their behavior what other coun-
tries would have done had they been in Israel’s position. Here, double stan-
dards by necessity take on a hypothetical character. Arrogance and double
standards toward Israel often go hand in hand. Would Norway and Sweden
have remained democracies if they had had to cope with the kinds of chal-
lenges Israel has faced in the past decades? There are some indications that
this would not have been the case.

In May 2008, Håkan Syrén, commander of the Swedish armed forces,
warned that if security conditions were to deteriorate, the country would not
have the protection it needed.74 In 2008, in Norway, General Robert Mood,
inspector-general of the army, described “the army’s current capability as
only being able to defend perhaps one neighborhood in Oslo, much less the
entire country.”75

COMBATING DOUBLE STANDARDS

The combating of double standards is a crucial issue in the fight
against the delegitimization of Israel. In a fragmented post-modern society,
there are many such perpetrators of Israel-hate, and a number of them
employ more than one category of double standards.

Several individuals and organizations who apply double standards
toward Israel do so frequently; their statements and acts can be followed on
the Internet. One can choose a few such antisemites to be carefully moni-

74. “Sweden Can No Longer Defend Itself,” The Local, May 15, 2008.
75. Sveinung Berg Bentzrød, “Army Forced to Sharpen Knife as Cost Cuts

Loom,” Aftenposten, May 30, 2008.
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tored and exposed. Most people are cowards. Many enjoy free antisemitic
lunches—yet once it becomes clear that some have to pay heavily for that
meal, the number of such diners will likely drop.

Monitoring Organizations

A greater role in combating double standards can be played by moni-
toring organizations that follow perpetrators of anti-Israelism and antisemit-
ism in specific areas. As such organizations know the main perpetrators in
these fields well, they can publish articles about their double standards,
while also referring to earlier cases. In this way a fuller picture of misbe-
havior of specific organizations and individuals is created.

As mentioned previously, NGO Monitor has already been doing this
on a number of occasions. It has frequently followed a “naming and sham-
ing” strategy. With regard to the United Nations, for instance, much work
has been done by two monitoring organizations, UN Watch and Eye on the
UN. Similarly, one could and should investigate a variety of church bodies,
but presently there is no monitoring organization in this area.

Some media are monitored. A big handicap is that there are so many of
them and they appear in many different languages. This means that one can
only observe the big media in a few countries, as is done for instance by
media watch organizations such as CAMERA and HonestReporting. An
alternative is to study a single medium. CIF Watch, for instance, reacts to
The Guardian’s Comment Is Free blog, and in particular to the antisemitism
on it. Continuous monitoring, however, requires substantial financial and
human resources.

Other Approaches

In the fight against those who use double standards against Israel,
grassroots organizations and individuals can also play a major role. It
makes no sense to aim widely. Each body or individual has to pick a few
targets and monitor their demonizing of Israel and their application of
double standards.

Typical examples of worthwhile targets are large parts of the Norwe-
gian cultural elite, including the current Norwegian government and two of
the parties supporting it—the Labor Party and the Socialist Left Party. This
government is in many ways an indirect supporter of anti-Israeli terror-
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ism.76 The other government member, the Centre Party, is the only govern-
ment party in Europe that wants to forbid male circumcision.77

Yet another way of combating double standards is public figures com-
ing out against double standards and other phenomena of delegitimization.
One example of a leader who did so is Canadian prime minister Stephen
Harper, who said in 2010:

We must be relentless in exposing this new antisemitism for what it is. Of
course, like any country, Israel may be subjected to fair criticism. And
like any free country, Israel subjects itself to such criticism—healthy,
necessary, democratic debate. But when Israel—the only country in the
world whose very existence is under attack—is consistently and conspic-
uously singled out for condemnation, I believe we are morally obligated
to take a stand. Demonization, double standards, delegitimization, the
three D’s, it is the responsibility of us all to stand up to them.”78

Use of All Resources

There are many other ways to expose those who apply double stan-
dards. For example, after the misplaced reaction of Germany’s Bundestag
to the Israeli action against the Gaza flotilla, one could send all members of
the parliament e-mails when they do not make similar statements in far
more severe cases. The more people spread this corrective, the more it may
prevent future repetition.

Similarly, one has only to copy a few aforementioned broadcasts of the
BBC and thereafter replace British soldiers with the Israeli ones. One can
put such a short film on YouTube, showing what the BBC did, and then
insert inverted scenes where Israeli troops are described in warm and glow-
ing terms, with sympathy being evoked for them both as individuals and for
their military predicament. In contrast, British troops can be painted as face-
less, ruthless, and brutal killers, with little or no understanding shown for
their actions.”

In 2011, HonestReporting took a press release from the Associated
Press on a NATO spokesman speaking about Libyan human shields in the

76. Manfred Gerstenfeld, “Is Norway Promoting Terror?,” Ynet, August 2,
2011.

77. “Norwegian Official: Jews, Muslims Should Replace Circumcision with
‘Symbolic’ Ritual,” JTA, August 6, 2012.

78. Stephen Harper, speech at Ottawa Conference on Combating Antisemitism,
November 2010. AFP and Ynetnews?, November 9, 2010, www.ynetnews.com/
articles/0,7340,L-3981757,00.html.
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military campaign there. It  replaced the statements of the NATO spokes-
person by an IDF spokesperson and the reactions of the Khadaffi govern-
ment by statements from Hamas spokespeople during the Cast Lead war.
The texts sound very similar. What HonestReporting points out is that the
major media, including The New York Times, question the veracity of
Khadaffi’s statements about casualty figures, but had no problem publish-
ing casualty figures from Hamas terrorist sources.79

As there are so many ongoing cases of double standards, one could
even open a Web site that once a week mentioned new incidents of this type
of antisemitism. Many people who have no compunction in using double
standards might find it unpleasant to be exposed as antisemites.

Legal means may be used in some cases where double standards
express themselves through discrimination of individuals. Ronnie Fraser
has been the forerunner in the fight against Israel-bashers on British cam-
puses. In July 2011, his lawyer, Anthony Julius, wrote in a letter to the
University and College Union that it had breached the Equality Act of 2010
because it had harassed Fraser due to his Jewish background and created
“an intimidating, hostile, degrading, humiliating” and/or “offensive envi-
ronment for him.” In September 2011, it was announced that in view of
UCU’s unsatisfactory answer, Julius has filed a claim with the Employment
Tribunal, which states that the UCU exhibits institutionally antisemitic
behavior toward its Jewish members.80

One should aim for increasing intensity and a more systematic
approach in combating anti-Israeli double standards. That will also bring
with it more sophisticated and efficient methods of combat in the future.

CONCLUSION

An analysis of double standards used against Israel shows that they
appear in a large number of fields and have permeated many aspects of
Western society. The application of such double standards against Israel has
a cumulative effect of demonization and a slow buildup of support for its
delegitimization.

One can see this well from some of the many examples mentioned in
this essay. If for instance Israel is condemned by the Bundestag while rogue
states have never been denounced, this embodies an underlying message
that Israel is most evil. If HRW devotes in a particular year more attention

79. Simon Plosker, “Libya Coverage Exposes Media Double Standards,”
HonestReporting, June 19, 2011.

80. Johny Paul, “UK Labor Federation Reaffirms Anti-Israel Boycott Support,”
Jerusalem Post, September 20, 2011.
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to Israel than to any of the extreme dictatorships other than Saudi Arabia,
this is a demonizing act. If the BBC presents Israeli soldiers negatively
while British soldiers in similar situations are presented positively, this
whitewashing delegitimizes the Israeli army. The WCC is far less influen-
tial, but some of its anti-Israel hate-mongering trickles down to Christian
organizations in several countries. Individuals contribute to demonizing
Israel as well—for instance, those so-called Middle East experts who blame
Israel for the stalled peace negotiations without even mentioning the peace
offers of prime ministers Barak and Olmert.

It is a major failure that successive Israeli governments and their lead-
ing officials have understood far too little of the nature of this demonization
and delegitimization process and how double standards are used in it. At the
same time, following this process also gives many insights into the moral
degradation of contemporary societies, including Western ones. Jews have
been a witness to the moral depravity of many societies and elements
throughout the ages. The same is now true as far as Israel is concerned.

*Manfred Gerstenfeld is emeritus chair (2000 to 2012) and member of the Board of
Fellows of the Jerusalem Center for Public Affairs. He has authored fifteen books,
edited five, and is a frequent JSA contributor and founding JSA board member.


