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Concerning paragraphs PP30, PP31, 29, 30, 33, 60, 62, 63, 64, 70, 103, 109, 112, and 114 in the Draft Declaration, and 4, 39,43, 73, 77, 105, 158, 181,187, 204, 226, 227, 228, and 231 in the Draft Programme of Action

The Jewish Caucus is dedicated to the fundamental and affirmative goals of the World Conference Against Racism, Racial Discrimination, Xenophobia and Related Intolerance (WCAR).  We strongly support the original goals of the conference-- that it  should set forth guidelines and principles that serve as a roadmap for future generations in addressing the vexing and persistent problems of racial and ethnic hatred. We are both motivated and guided by the Jewish requirement of “tikun olam – to heal the world”.  Many constituents of the WCAR Jewish Caucus have developed and lead highly successful programs that combat prejudice and foster intergroup dialogue, understanding and acceptance.  In addition, many of our constituent members lobby vigorously in international and national forums for appropriate acknowledgement of past wrongs and for laws that prohibit discrimination, punish hate crimes, and promote humane immigration and asylum laws. We have all entered the WCAR process to share best practices, to learn from one another, and to strengthen international and domestic networks and coalitions in the struggle against all forms of racism, discrimination and oppression.  We would like to approach the World Conference in Durban with optimism in striving toward these important goals.

Yet we have concerns.

Zionism is not racism. We are distressed that the aims of the conference are being sullied by an attempt to introduce into conference documents the discredited notion that Zionism, the national liberation and self-determination movement of the Jewish people, is a form of racism.  This language targets Jews worldwide and is painful for us.  The revoked “Zionism is Racism” resolution has brought disrepute upon the UN itself.  This fact was recognized by world leaders, including Secretary-General Kofi Annan, who has remarked that the resolution represented a glaring “low point” in UN history.  The General Assembly redeemed itself when it revoked the resolution in 1991, yet the discredited notion has been reintroduced, both directly and indirectly, in many paragraphs in the conference documents thus far.   

All peoples possess a right to self-determination.  This right is especially valid and acute when that people’s history includes repeated persecutions.  Israel, the outgrowth of the Zionist movement, has provided a safe haven for Jews worldwide, Jews of all racial backgrounds: from Europe, Ethiopia, the Soviet Union, from Arab lands and elsewhere.  Saving a persecuted people from persecution is what Zionism is all about.  Nobel Laureate Martin Luther King, Jr. was well aware of that fact.  He said in 1967, “When people criticize Zionism, they mean Jews….Anti-Zionism is inherently anti-Semitic.  It is the denial to the Jewish people of the fundamental right that we justly claim for the people of Africa and freely accord to all other nations of the globe.”  References to Zionism as a form of racism are themselves racist.  Those who promote this discredited notion now, at the WCAR, act in direct contravention of the legal prohibition against incitement to racial and ethnic hatred.  That the discredited notion is being promoted, even indirectly, by some at a world conference dedicated to combating racism and other intolerance is insidious, pernicious, and sad, and will only serve to divert and distort the goals of the WCAR.

Selectivity is inappropriate. Israel, a state of six million people, is the only country in the world that is singled out for criticism in the WCAR draft documents.  The conflict between Israel and Palestinians in the territories is tragic and difficult to resolve, but it is not about racial intolerance; it is a political conflict over land.  There are many conflicts in the world.  Some are race based, some are not.  Many of these conflicts directly affect hundreds of thousands of people.  If the policies of one member state are scrutinized in the WCAR conference documents, then they all should be.  Singling out only one group or country is, in effect, an act of selectivity, which the UN’s human rights bodies have repeatedly decried.  This is unacceptable in the context of a world conference on racism. It would be tragic to squander the hope and promise of global progress that the WCAR can offer for the sake of a one-sided debate on one political conflict.  The cause of Middle East peace is ill-served and not moved forward by using this conference to criticize one side or the other. And the purpose of a conference on racism is also ill-served and not moved forward by allowing it to be side-tracked in this way.

The memory of the Holocaust must be protected and the word anti-Semitism* used properly. The word “Holocaust” refers to the genocidal policies of Nazi Germany.  Those policies resulted in the murder of six million Jews, as well as many others, notably Roma, homosexuals, and people with disabilities. The Holocaust nearly wiped out European Jewry and decimated the world’s Jewish population.  The conference documents contort history by generalizing the Holocaust by spelling it with a small ‘h’ and pluralizing it.  This is simply incorrect.  The Holocaust refers to a specific event.  Just as Apartheid describes circumstances specific to South Africa, and the ‘Killing Fields’ describe circumstances specific to Cambodia, the Holocaust refers to a specific historic event.  This in no way trivializes the suffering of victims of other genocides and other atrocious acts of barbarism.  They all deserve to be appropriately remembered.  But by expropriating the word ‘Holocaust,’ some member states in fact seek to diminish the deliberate Nazi attempt to destroy the Jewish people as such in the middle of the twentieth century. At this conference, there are even attempts to remove the word ‘Holocaust’ – and even the word antisemitism-- from paragraphs in the documents altogether.  This, again, contradicts the spirit and aims of the Durban World Conference Against Racism, which has stressed over and over again the importance of acknowledging and remembering the past. It further contradicts the explicit inclusion of antisemitism in the regional documents that emerged in Strasbourg, for the European region, and in Santiago, for the Americas, north and south.

Secretary-General Kofi Annan, in addressing the subject of antisemitism, remarked that the World Conference Against Racism “must shine a spotlight on injustice wherever it lurks.”  This is a powerful charge. 

 The Jewish people have placed great hopes in the United Nations, and worked tirelessly worldwide to protect and promote human rights for all people, and to counter the evils of racism and discrimination in the fight for equality and justice for all.  But here, today, members of the Jewish Caucus are feeling hurt and saddened, as we watch some of those values being destroyed, in the very arena where they should be strongest. We must ALL ask ourselves the question that the great Hebrew sage, Hillel, posed:

· If I am not for myself, who will be for me?

· If I am only for myself, what am I?

· If not now, when?

We who are working for the success of this conference must vigilantly keep the Durban World Conference Against Racism on track to focus on these forward-looking, affirmative goals. The members of the Jewish Caucus, with affiliations in Latin America, North America, Western Europe, Eastern Europe, Africa, Australia and Asia, are keeping our resolve to strive towards achieving those goals in Durban and beyond.

The Jewish Caucus





Geneva, August 9, 2001

* Antisemitism:  The term antisemitism was coined by Wilhelm Marr in 1879 to connote Jew-hatred. This has always been its meaning.

