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The International Advisory Board for Academic Freedom (IAB) was established in May 2005 at Bar-Ilan University (Israel) in response to the Association of University Teachers (AUT) boycott of Bar-Ilan and Haifa Universities. The IAB campaigns against the movement to boycott Israeli universities. The IAB also speaks out on behalf of academic freedom in general. The membership of the IAB transcends national and religious boundaries, currently consisting of more than 600 scholars from over 20 countries, including some of the world's most prominent academics. To find out more about the IAB visit: http://www.biu.ac.il/academic_freedom/
Introduction

This document is intended to assist academics and others in arguing against the campaign to boycott Israeli academia. The aim is to mobilise British and other academics to publicly oppose the boycott. 
In May 2007, the University and College Union
 (UCU) is likely to debate a boycott motion at its annual conference. Even if a boycott motion is defeated in May, the issue is unlikely to go away, given the situation in the Middle East and the climate of opinion in the U.K. and Europe.
Briefly, the main arguments against a boycott are:

It is counter to the universal principle of academic freedom

It is a form of prejudice & discrimination; it unfairly singles out Israel
It is counter-productive to peace & reconciliation

It stifles scientific advancement, which depends on international interaction
This document is a resource; more of an 'a la carte' menu than a 'set meal'. Different people will be more or less comfortable with the various arguments against the boycott. In addition, different arguments are going to appeal to different British academics. This is the nature of things, and does not present a problem per se. However, several observations are in order regarding the utility of the various arguments.

Surveys indicate that the issue of academic freedom is recognized as the strongest argument against the boycott by UK academics who simply do not want to be disturbed from their work by such issues. They would rather the union concerned itself with issues of pay and conditions instead of 'grandstanding' about the Middle East. Academics in the exact sciences are especially supportive of this argument, as they tend to prefer to keep academia and politics separate. 
On the other hand, left-leaning academics in the Humanities may be more amenable to the arguments related to discrimination and peace. In either case, it is probably not a good idea to get drawn into a detailed debate about the rights and wrongs of the Arab-Israeli conflict. This is, of course, a legitimate subject of conversation (!) but the point of the anti-boycott campaign is that, whatever one's stance on the conflict – a boycott is both wrong and counterproductive.   
Dr Jonathan Rynhold
IAB, Bar-Ilan University 

Israel 
A BOYCOTT CHRONOLOGY

April 2002 British lecturers Steven & Hilary Rose petition in The Guardian calls for a halt on European research collaboration with Israel. To lead the boycott campaign they set up BRICUP: British Campaign for the Universities of Palestine & PACBI: Palestinian Campaign for the Academic & Cultural Boycott of Israel. The BRICUP website offers advice as to how academics can implement silent boycotts.


May 2002 Mona Baker of UMIST (Manchester) sacks Israeli academics, Miriam Shlesinger & Gideon Toury from the editorial board of her journals, because they are Israeli. Miriam Shlesinger is a former chair of Amnesty International's Israeli chapter. 


May 2003 A motion at AUT (Association of University Teachers) Council proposes a full academic boycott of official Israeli institutions, including universities." The motion is defeated. 


June 2003 Prof. Andrew Wilkie rejects the application of an Israeli PhD student to study at Oxford University because he is Israeli. 


April 2005 The AUT decides to boycott 2 Israeli Universities. 

May 2005 AUT Special Council meeting reverses the decision. This meeting is much better attended than any routine council meeting. 


May 2006 The larger academic trade union NATFHE votes for a motion at its conference, 3 days before it merges with AUT, to boycott Israeli academics who don’t “publicly dissociate themselves” from “Israel’s apartheid policies”. The policy lapses with the dissolution of NATFHE. 


May 2007 First Congress of the new UCU (University & College Union). 
New boycott motions will almost certainly be proposed. 

ARGUMENTS AGAINST AN ACADEMIC BOYCOTT OF ISRAEL
ARGUMENT NO. 1
An academic boycott is counter to the universal principle of Academic Freedom

This is the most fundamental argument.

Academic life is about building bridges, not destroying them; opening minds, not closing them; hearing both sides of an argument, not one alone. Boycotts are a betrayal of these values.

1. An academic boycott may start with Israel. But who knows where it will end? 
Why not boycott British & US academics over the Iraq war or Russian academics over Chechnya? 
Instead of judging research on merit, a boycott opens the door for academics from around the world to be judged according to their nationality & political opinions. 
2. Protocols in support of academic freedom have been passed by: 

a) United Nations Educational, Scientific & Cultural Organization (UNESCO) 

     This has been ratified by all UN members inc. the UK
b) The International Council for Science (ISCU) 

     Consists of about 100 national academies of science/research councils & 25+ academic unions
ICSU's fifth statute 

"This principle entails freedom of association & expression, access to information, and freedom of communication & movement in connection with international scientific activities without any discrimination on the basis of such factors as citizenship, religion, creed, political stance, ethnic origin, race, colour, language, age or sex."

An academic boycott of Israel contradicts this statute as it would discriminate against Israelis on the basis of citizenship.  
3. Previously, on this basis, many have publicly opposed the academic boycott e.g. 

International Human Rights Network of Academies & Scholarly Societies  

Professor Thomas Cushman, editor of the Journal of Human Rights 

The Middle East Studies Association (MESA) 
Prof. Sari Nusseibeh, President, Al-Quds University 

Dr. Marita Kayamanidou, Director General of Research & International Cooperation at the European Commission
ARGUMENT NO. 2

The boycott is a form of prejudice & discrimination; it unfairly singles out Israel
A trade union needs to adhere to universal, objective criteria for determining its policy towards academic boycotts. This has not been the case. Only Israel has been singled out for such treatment. Whatever the rights and wrongs of Israeli government actions, Israeli is very far from being the worst abuser of Human Rights in the world, yet no other country has been targeted.
 

The 2006 British Parliamentary report on Anti-Semitism
 found that this singling out of Israel by the pro-boycott campaign contributed to the increase of anti-Semitism in the U.K., especially on university campuses.

This type of singling out also has a further negative effect of diverting attention from more serious abuses of human rights and academic freedom elsewhere.
ARGUMENT NO. 3  

The boycott is counter-productive to peace & reconciliation

a) Israeli Universities are the forefront co-operation with Palestinians and other Arabs; both regarding pure academic research and projects designed to engender peace and reconciliation.  
e.g. Al-Quds University & Haifa University Professors Zvia Breznitz & Baruch Nevo are developing diagnostic and prognostic tests for learning disabilities in Palestinian and Israeli youth.

b) Israeli academia encourages Jewish-Arab coexistence. There are many programs and activities including the Multicultural Dialogue Program at Bar-Ilan University. As part of the program, mixed groups of Jewish and Arab B.A. students attend a weekly workshop of four hours for a semester. This program's goals are to encourage leadership, social responsibility and to nurture sensitivity and tolerance for the needs and concerns of others. 
c) A boycott would kill UK-Israeli-Palestinian projects such as City University's Olive Tree Scholarship Scheme, which 'aims to support talented young Israelis and Palestinians during their degree studies, to encourage mutual understanding and to create a community of graduates committed to the pursuit of human rights and economic welfare'
 
d) Israeli academics hold a wide variety of political views spanning the political spectrum. A large number of individual Israeli academics are very active campaigners for peace (many were among the leaders of Peace Now e.g. the Education Minister, Prof. Yuli Tamir). 

e) We support more engagement, not less.

Sari Nusseibeh, President of Al-Quds University: 
“An international academic boycott of Israel, on pro-Palestinian grounds, is self-defeating: It would only succeed in weakening that strategically important bridge through which the state of war between Israelis and Palestinians could be ended and Palestinian rights could therefore be restored. Instead of burning that bridge, the international academy should do everything within its power to strengthen it.”

ARGUMENT NO. 4
Scientific advancement depends on international interaction.

Scientific advances are of potential benefit to mankind in general and therefore obstacles to its pursuit are undesirable. This has practical ramifications regarding Israel, which plays a leading role in medical research. Boycotting Israeli research could actually cost lives.

Examples of recent Israeli medical research

The Movement Disorder Surgery program at Hadassah Medical Centre has successfully eliminated the physical manifestations of Parkinson's disease in a select group of patients with its deep brain stimulation technique.   

An Israeli-made device helps restore the use of paralysed hands providing hope to millions of stroke sufferers and victims of spinal injuries.

PRO-BOYCOTTERS' COUNTER ARGUMENTS

1. Academic Freedom is not an absolute value. 
2. There was an academic boycott over Apartheid South Africa. Israel is an Apartheid state & therefore it should be boycotted.

3.  Sometimes the pro-boycotters claim they are not advocating a formal collective boycott but only mandating people to conduct their own 'personal boycott'. 

The NATFHE motion was phrased in this way. On the website of Bricup
 there is the following invitation: "We recognise that many individuals may wish to support our aims by private actions without wishing to be publicly identified…. If you want further information, contact us by email." 

4. Previous boycott motions provided an opt-out clause for 'conscientious' Israeli academics who 'publicly dissociate themselves from Israel’s apartheid policies”

5. Some Israelis & Jews support a boycott of Israel. The UK Jewish community and the Israeli government silence opposition to their policies by crying 'anti-semitism'.

6. Israel does not respect the academic freedom of others, especially the Palestinians. The 'Separation Wall' prevents Palestinians from attending places of higher education.

7. Israeli institutions of higher education discriminate against Arabs and are 'complicit' in the occupation policies of the Israeli government.
THE ANTI-BOYCOTT CAMPAIGN'S RESPONSE TO THESE POINTS

1. Academic Freedom, an absolute value? 

One can legitimately agree or disagree with this statement. Even if one agrees that academic freedom is not a supreme value; that does not justify a boycott of Israel for two reasons.

i) There would need to be some universal objective criteria for determining who to boycott and why. The pro-boycott campaign has not done this, see ARGUMENT 2 above. 

ii) It would need to be demonstrated that a boycott would actually improve the situation practically. In Israel's case the opposite is likely to be true, see ARGUMENT 3 above.

2. Israel is not Apartheid South Africa.

i) In Apartheid South Africa [approximately 85% Blacks, 15% Whites] 'the Racial Classification Board declared your race at birth, which would decide where you would live, what school you would attend, what job you could have, what wages you would earn, whether you could vote and what papers you carried'.
 In the State of Israel, within the Green Line [approximately 80% Jewish, 20% Arab], no such system exists. Israel's Arab citizens have the right to vote. There are Arab Knesset members in predominantly Jewish parties & in separate Arab parties. 

The current Minister of Science & Technology, Raleb Majadele, is a Muslim-Arab. 

There is also an Arab Supreme Court Justice, Salim Joubran.
Recently, Druze MK Majali Wahabi was the acting Knesset Speaker & acting President. 

Emile Habibi, Ali Yahya (former Israeli ambassador to Finland) & Druze leader Sheikh Amin Tarif are previous recipients of the State of Israel's most prestigious award – the Israel Prize.

The situation is not perfect – but this is not Apartheid.

ii) Nelson Mandela has an honorary degree from Ben-Gurion University. Vaclev Havel has an honorary degree from Bar-Ilan University. Are they supporters of Apartheid?
iii) The Jewish identity of Israel does not ipso facto make it undemocratic or illegitimate.
Rev. Martin Luther King: "Peace for Israel means security; we must stand with all our might to protect its right to exist."

Israel's Law of Return & European norms: The Council of Europe has ruled that citizenship or immigration laws that give preference to kinsmen in other states returning to their homeland are legitimate under international law, so long as such laws do not undermine sovereignty.
 Nine European countries have passed laws granting official status to the connection between the nation and its ethnic kin abroad (e.g. Greece, Hungary & Italy).

Israel compared to the Palestinian Authority (PA) and Arab/Muslim States: According to the interim constitution of the PA under Fatah, Islam is the official religion & the Palestinian people are part of the Arab nation. Does this national & religious identity make the idea of Palestinian statehood inherently illegitimate?
In Saudi Arabia only Muslims can be citizens. In Iran & the UAE citizenship is strongly linked to Islam. In states with Muslim majorities, 57.4% declare Islam their official religion.

3. A 'personal boycott' is just as destructive of academia as a public boycott.

Individual academics will not know whether a paper they have submitted to a journal was rejected for scholarly or political reasons. Encouraging action in secret means there can be no public criteria and no public scrutiny. This could destroy the integrity of 'peer review' on which academia is based.

4. The opt–out clause for 'conscientious' academics is 'McCarthyite'
As the left-wing British newspaper The Guardian put it" 'Introducing tests to determine whether an individual agrees with specific policies… would have an unpleasantly McCarthyite ring".

The effect of the opt-out clause is to ostracize academics if they do not conform to a particular political agenda. 
'Oaths of political loyalty do not belong in academia; they belong to repressive regimes'.
 
5. The overwhelming majority of Jews & Israelis do not support a boycott. The UK Jewish community & the Israeli government do not silence opposition.

a) Only a miniscule number of Israeli academics support a boycott. 
The overwhelming majority of academics, including the overwhelming majority of Left-leaning academics, oppose the academic boycott, as does Peace Now. This opposition to the boycott by nearly all Israelis across the political spectrum is different from South Africa were many academics called for a boycott.

b) The fact that a small number of Jews & Israelis support a boycott does not, ipso facto, make it legitimate. Individual Jews and Israelis are free, of course, to say what they like. But institutions such as a trade union must employ universally applicable objective criteria for dealing with the boycott issue. Otherwise they are just singling out Israel and this is discrimination.

c) Both the U.K. Jewish community and Israeli society are diverse entities that provide numerous arenas for vibrant debate on every subject. Just open any Jewish or Israeli newspaper; or look at the conference topics and participants at any Israeli university.
d) Anti-Semitism? Discrimination and Prejudice.
Whatever one's personal view of the matter, it is unwise to accuse the boycotters of anti-Semitism, as it leads to defensiveness and distracts from the central issues.  However, words such as 'discrimination' and 'prejudice' are appropriate.
6. Academic Freedom… the Fence and Security. 

a) Like academics in other free countries, Israeli academics support academic freedom and act to uphold it.  

i) Academic freedom and freedom of speech prevail on Israeli Campuses. Israeli universities host many symposia and conferences featuring the full range of political opinion, presented by Jewish and Arab participants. Prof. Ilan Pappe, a leader of the boycott campaign, retains his position at Haifa University.

ii) In 2006, Iran, which calls for Israel's destruction and denies the Holocaust, applied for associate membership in the International Union for Biochemistry & Molecular Biology (IUBMB). The Israeli delegation to the IUBMB voted to support the Iranian application on purely professional grounds. As Prof. Ari Elson of the Weitzman Institute put it: 'If we, who are under clear and proven danger from Iran, can place politics aside and focus on professional issues in a professional setting, then I think the British, who are under no threat from Israel, can do the same'. 

iii) In November 2006, the Rectors of Israel's universities and the IAB called on the government of Israel to reverse its policy regarding Ms. Sawsan Salameh, 29, a Palestinian student from the West Bank who had been refused permission to do a PhD in theoretical chemistry at the Hebrew University, Jerusalem. This, despite her having won a full scholarship and the government accepting that she posed no security risk. Subsequently, the government reversed its decision. This is one example; yet it is unfair to subject Israeli academics to personal political scrutiny in a way that would be anathema in any other country.

b) The Fence and Palestinian academic freedom. 

Not everything the Israeli government does is right. Reasoned debate about Israeli policies is to be welcomed. But a genuine debate should include the following points.

1. The Palestinian Authority has played a major role in stifling academic freedom in Palestinian universities. 

In the latter half of the 1990s the Palestinian universities came under the direct control of the Palestinian Authority (PA). In 1999, the ‘Palestinian Human Rights Monitoring Group’
 issued a report on academic freedom in the PA. While critical of Israeli and PA security practices, the report focused on the PA’s policy of stifling academic freedom. The presence of security officers on campus led to the repression of freedoms of expression and association. Palestinian security organs also used students to monitor classmates.
 
2. Reference to the security situation is crucial to any fair presentation of the facts. 
The barrier prevents terrorists from entering Israel to carry out attacks such as the suicide bombing of a student café at Hebrew University, Jerusalem. Between September 2000 and August 2003 there were 116 suicide bombings against Israeli civilians; 115 were launched from the then largely unfenced West Bank, only one was successfully launched from the Gaza Strip, which had a fence.
 Not a single infiltration has been carried out through the operational sections of the fence and the number of attacks has greatly declined as the fence has been extended.

3. Palestinian universities have not been passive bystanders in the violence. 

In 2003, at a student council debate at Bir Zeit University, a Hamas spokesman declared, "Hamas activists in this university killed 135 Zionists. How many did Fatah activists from Bir Zeit kill?"
 The umbrella group of Palestinian NGOs (PNGO) that calls for an academic boycott refused to sign a pledge guaranteeing that US aid money would not be used for terrorism, a general requirement for funding by the U.S. Agency for International Development.


7. Israeli Universities, Israeli Arabs and 'complicity'
Israeli institutions of higher education & Israeli Arabs 

i) There is no segregation of Jewish and Arab students. 
20% of the Haifa University student body is Arab.
25% of dorm residents at Haifa U. are Arabs; the dorms are integrated.

Omar Barghouti, a leader of the boycott campaign, was a student at Tel Aviv University.

ii) Some leading figures in Israeli academia are not Jewish.

Prof. Majid Al-Haj is a Vice President at Haifa University 

Prof. Amal Jamal is Head of the Politics Department, Tel Aviv University

iii) That is not to say that everything is perfect. But in most Western societies some ethnic minority groups are under-represented in higher education. Consequently, Israel does not warrant 'unusual punishment'.
Israel academia & the charge of 'complicity' in the occupation.
i) Israeli academics hold a diverse set of political views. Many are highly critical of Israeli government policies.

ii) There are ties between Israeli academic institutions and the IDF/Defence establishment as there are between the defence establishment and universities in other Western states. This does not make Israeli academia uniquely worthy of a boycott. 

iii) Judea and Samaria College, Ariel.
 Nearly all British academics probably believe that Israel should not built settlements in the West Bank and that consequently Judea and Samaria College should not have been built either. Still, the core arguments against a boycott are still applicable. 

The College has Jewish and Arab students and they live together in the same dormitories. 

The mayors of three Arab towns inside the Green Line publicly commended the college for its role in the education Arab students in a letter to Ha'aretz in 2005.
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