
Anti-Semitism, real and counterfeit
hat is the scale of the problem of anti-Semitism in the Labour Party, real or 
imagined? I am not a Labour member so I don't directly know what happens in 
Labour meetings around the country, though I obviously read reports and speak 

to friends who are members. What is the evidence that it is a significant problem?  
Yesterday's Sunday Times is typical of the anti-Labour hysteria under the headline 
“Corbyn's hate machine”, as if he was directing 'Corbyn supporting' sites himself. 
According to the Sunday Times they investigated over 20 pro-Corbyn sites with a 
membership of 400,000. They found 2,000 posts in two months which they considered to 
be “racist, anti-Semitic, misogynist and abusive messages”. Consider the two numbers. 
How many posts and comments would there be in groups comprising 400,000 members. 
Let's conservatively suggest that each one posted just once a week. There would be 3.2 
million posts in eight weeks. The number in reality is probably much higher. The figures for
abuse, in this context, are tiny. You can read here 1 the comments of one of the 
administrators of these groups which are run by volunteers who cannot have absolute 
control over a group on a 24/7 basis. She explains the efforts she and others make to try 
to keep out people who make such comments. Anybody who uses Facebook knows that 
discussion on an individual post can be voluminous. Only the latest posts are visible. You 
have to dig back to find an entire discussion. Some people spend long hours reading this 
stuff, most of us prefer the real world. It is easy to miss previous comments.

W

   The abuse being meted out is by no means one sided. I just had a look at the Facebook 
page of Jewish Voices for Labour. Jewish posters who are definitely not for Labour 
question whether the JVL members are real Jews. Some posters appear to believe that 
you have to be “observant” to be real Jew. For instance JVL's viewpoint is caricatured in 
this way:

“Since we're “Jewish” and unconditionally support the policies of the State of Palestine and
the racist Jeremy Corbyn; then the State of Palestine and Jeremy Corbyn cannot be 
racist.”

Leave aside the fact that there is not one state in Palestine and JVL members are hardly 
supporters of Hamsa, obviously a non-religious Jew cannot be a real Jew according to this
sectarian logic.
   Part of the problem is that Jewish members even in the same local parties have 
completely different perceptions. Recently two Jewish members in Haringey said that they 
did not feel the party was “a safe space” for them. Eleven other Jewish members replied in
a letter saying this was nonsense. There had, of course, been a political battle going on in 
that party over the housing policy of the Labour Group which has been very heated. The 
Labour group leader, on announcing she will be stand down, complained that much of the 
criticism of her was misogynist. Asked to provide evidence of this she could not. 
   Two years ago, two leaders of the Jewish Labour Movement, which supports Israel as a 
“Jewish State”, told Jewish News that they had never come across anti-Semitism in the 
Party. Yet just recently they supported the demonstration organised by the Board of 
Deputies and the Jewish Leadership Council. This demonstration was supported by, I 
believe, 13 Labour MPs, and Luciana Berger appears to have spoken on their behalf. I can
understand why she in particular is so angry about all the abuse she has received, some 
of it anti-Semitic, and some of it threatening2. But why she and others believe that they can

1 http://www.jewishvoiceforlabour.org.uk/social-media/the-truth-about-corbyn-supporters-facebook-groups/
2 Three people were given custodial sentences for anti-Semitic abuse of Berger including death-threats but they were 

from the far-right. Berger Wrote in the Times yesterday that one person, “who I am told is a member of the Labour 

http://www.jewishvoiceforlabour.org.uk/social-media/the-truth-about-corbyn-supporters-facebook-groups/


serve the cause of opposing anti-Semitism in alliance with Sajid Javid, Norman Tebbit and 
the DUP of all parties, is a mystery. Can they not understand why Labour members and 
others would consider their alliance with these people as a betrayal of their Party? The 
problem is exacerbated by the fact that some of the people who are taking this public 
stance against the Labour Party, and Corbyn in particular, are the very same people who 
have collaborated with the Tory media to try and unseat Corbyn before. Berger herself was
one of those who resigned from the Shadow Cabinet in an attempt to force him out. John 
Mann for instance started writing swingeing attacks on Corbyn in the Mail from the early 
days after he was elected.

The Labour Party is “worse than the BNP”!

   That this issue is being used by people with a political axe to grind is clear when you 
look at articles attacking Corbyn. You can see why the word hyperbole was invented. 
“Labour Against Anti-Semitism” (run by ex-Labour Jewish volunteers, to quote their 
Facebook page) explains that he is “a venal cowardly, anti-Semitic enabling bully” . Dan 
Hodges3 says that Corbyn's Labour isn't as bad as the BNP, “its worse”, “its' far, far worse”.
The full quote from Mail (where else) is worth reproducing:

“Corbyn's party isn't as bad as the NF or the BP or the EDL. It's worse. It's far, far worse. 
None of these repugnant organisations have ever held any prospect of securing office. 
Labour does. And as a result it has now become the largest, most high profile racist 
organisation in the nation.”

This is hysterical bile from a man who has described himself as a “neo-Blairite” and takes 
his money from the right wing press, paid for attacking Labour.

What is anti-Semitism?

   Anti-Semitism is hatred, prejudice, against Jews because they are Jews. It has long 
existed in British society, especially in its upper reaches. The casual anti-Semitism in the 
upper classes found its worst expression in the infamous Daily Mail headline “Hurrah for 
the Blackshirts” (of Oswald Mosley). As we know the Duke of Windsor visited Herr Hitler. 
Yet given Britain's bloody Imperial past, and the national arrogance which infected the 
British workers movement, it has existed within the labour movement together with other 
expressions of racism.4 Socialists should oppose it, not only because it is reactionary, but 
because it has always been a means of dividing workers, and making them see other 
workers as their problem rather than the people who are exploiting them.
   In the aftermath of the holocaust support for Israel was in part fuelled by guilt in the west 
for the failure of governments to oppose it. Today much of the sharpness of arguments is 
essentially related to the state of Israel and attitudes towards it, including Labour's policy. 
In some respects it is the ferocious arguments between Jews that generates the most heat
in the clash between supporters of the Israeli state and those who oppose its oppression 
and domination of Palestinians/Arabs in Israel and the occupied territories (of which more 
later). 
   The recent discussion over a new definition of anti-Semitism highlights some of the 

Party, emailed me to say I should kill myself”. Presumably she has reported it to Labour to check whether or not the 
person is a member. Obviously it should be investigated.

3 In May 2012 although he was a long standing Labour Party member Hodges voted for Boris Johnson in the London 
Mayoral election, apparently because he was “a unifying figure” as compared to Ken Livingstone!

4 See here a fascinating leaflet by Jewish workers in 1895 explaining to English workers that they have the same 
interests as them. http://libcom.org/files/A_Voice_From_The_Aliens_(reprint_of_1895_pamphlet).pdf It was a 
response to an anti-aliens resolution at the TUC Congress in Cardiff.

http://libcom.org/files/A_Voice_From_The_Aliens_(reprint_of_1895_pamphlet).pdf


political problems. The International Holocaust Remembrance Alliance “working definition”,
which has been adopted by the British government and the Labour Party said:

“Anti-Semitism is a certain perception of Jews, which may be expressed as hatred towards
Jews. Rhetorical and physical manifestation of anti-Semitism are directed towards Jewish 
or non-Jewish individuals, and/or, their property, towards Jewish communities institutions 
and religious facilities.”

This is unexceptional. The problem is with the examples which “serve as illustrations” of 
anti-Semitism, which are listed after the definition proper.

“Manifestations might include the targeting of the state of Israel, conceived as a Jewish 
collectivity. However, criticism of Israel similar to that levelled against any other country 
cannot be regarded as anti-Semitic.” 

This is problematic because it is used by apologists for the Israel regime, be they Jews or 
not, to label boycotts or questioning the “Jewish” nature of the state as anti-Semitic. You 
are, apparently, only allowed to criticise Israel as much as you would other countries, 
though how this is measured I don't know.
   An even worse example is

“Denying the Jewish people their right to self-determination, e.g. by claiming that the 
existence of a State of Israel is a racist endeavour.”

In my opinion the Israeli state is inevitably a racist state precisely because it is an ethno-
religious one. Any state defined as the state of just one ethnicity inevitably discriminates 
against any other ethnic or religious group inside its territory. For all the talk about Israel 
being the only democracy in the Middle East, it is no such thing. Having a vote does not in 
itself add up to a democratic system. 

“A state of all its citizens”?

Consider this. My Jewish friends in Israel, who believe that their country cannot be both 
Jewish and democratic, are barred from standing in elections if they propose ending the 
“Jewish state”. If they want Israel to be “a state of all its citizens” regardless of their 
ethnicity or religion, they are barred from standing as candidates. This can apply whether 
they state such a thing openly or even if it is “implied”. (See Israel cannot be both a 
'Jewish state' and a democratic one 5) Their democratic rights are fundamentally infringed. 
The same applies, of course, for Arabs in Israel. Israeli Jews and Arabs can hardly be 
described as anti-Semitic because they oppose discrimination and oppression of non-Jews
in Israel, or the racist bile which attaches itself to the current campaign of the Netanyahu 
government against black migrants, described by him as “infiltrators”.6 They can hardly be 
described as anti-Semitic because they oppose the contemptible practice of Jews only 
towns in Israel and Jews-only roads on the West Bank.
   In Israel the demand for an end to the “Jewish” state is a thoroughly democratic demand 
which is based on the aim of a secular state in which equality before the law applies to all 
its citizens regardless of their ethnicity or religion and an end to privileges applied to Jews 
and denied to Arabs. The denial of equal rights for the Arab population is reflected in the 
fact that they have less rights than Jews outside of Israel who may never have been to the 

5 http://martinwicks.files.wordpress.com/2017/01/jewishanddemocratic1.pdf
6 There was a recent demonstration of 25,000 people in Tel Aviv against the expulsions which have currently been 

suspended by the High Court. 
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country and may have no connections to it. Those considered to be Jews (and there is a   
dispute amongst Jews over who are real Jews) have “the right to return” to a country they 
have never been to. The very concept of a Jewish nation which includes people who live 
anywhere in the world is a nonsense. No other country in the world, to my knowledge, 
offers citizenship to non-citizens in other countries on the basis of ethnicity or religion.
   Imagine that somebody in the UK dreamed up the idea of it being an Anglican state (it is 
the state religion after all) or an Anglo-Saxon one. There are, of course, some who believe 
that non-white people should be thrown out of the country. Historically it wasn't until the 
19th century that state discrimination against Catholics was ended. At any rate such ideas 
would be laughed out of court today.
   That Israel has to be “a Jewish state” is a raison d'etre of people who consider 
themselves to be Zionists. Yet the very idea is an affront to democracy, which even in its 
formal sense (leave aside the practice) demands equal citizenship and equal rights for all 
its citizens and no special rights for one ethnic/religious group. 
   There is no such thing as an Israeli nationality. Arab citizens have long had their 
nationality described as Arab. Some Israeli Jews have attempted to have their nationality 
on their passport declared to be Israeli and the state has rigorously opposed the very idea 
supposedly because it would be “the end of Israel”. The interior ministry has adopted 130 
so-called nationalities, all except Israeli! 

Jewish communities

The media write about the Jewish community as if it was a single entity, devoid or class 
and political differences. Yet there are Jewish communities with religious and other 
organisations competing with each other for influence. The Board of Deputies presents 
itself as the voice of the Jewish community. It is no such thing. I will write about the Board 
of Deputies and Jonathan Arkush, its Chair, separately7. Suffice it to say here that he is a 
right wing Tory who has a political axe to grind. At the time of the General Election, before 
the deal with the DUP had been agreed, he was saying that such a deal would be in the 
interests of Jewish people in Britain and Israel. Indeed he led a BoD delegation to visit the 
DUP in Belfast and found them to be very nice people, great supporters of Israel. 
However, he did find himself in difficulties and subject to criticism from amongst fellow 
Deputies when he wrote a letter to Trump welcoming his election. The arrogance of Arkush
in particular, a Tory, telling Labour who it must expel is the ultimate arrogance. Corbyn, of 
course, is no dictator. He cannot personally expel anyone.
   It appears to be the case, at least polls tell us that, only something like a quarter of 
British Jews support Labour. This situation cannot be changed without a dialogue, which 
will not achieve anything if it is a dialogue of the deaf. Supporters of Corbyn need to take 
seriously the question of anti-Semitism. Whilst much of what is reported to be anti-
Semitism is not, real life occurrences need to be challenged. But attempts to close down 
debate on Israel by erroneously labelling them as anti-Semitism must be resisted.
   There has long been a very sharp political debate within Jewish communities which 
centres on contested views on Israel. Like rows in families these can be bitter; very bitter. 
Justin Schlossberg recounts that his name was placed on a list of 'self-hating Jews' by a 
right wing Jewish group for the crime of attending a demonstration against the occupation. 
Others have recounted how they have effectively been driven out of synagogues for 
criticising Israel too sharply.
   The left, be they Labour members or not, has to recognise that they are in a minority in 
Jewish communities. If they are to change the balance of forces they have to conduct the 
debate with intelligence, and try to win people over (many of them are doing this I should 

7 The BoD describes itself as “the voice of the Jewish community”, an arrogant and sectarian notion. There is no more
one Jewish community than there is one Muslim community.



say). This requires measured arguments which don't indulge in hyperbole. For instance, it 
is wrong to place an equals sign between Israel and Nazi Germany. There are certainly 
plenty of fascists in Israel, and even in the government. The Israeli state operates a war 
machine against Palestinians/Arabs. It is a one-sided war. It has an overwhelming balance
of military power in its favour8. Yet it has not exterminated Arabs. Hyperbole only pushes 
Jewish people into the arms of apologists for the Israeli state. Having said that, it is 
certainly true that large sections of the Israeli population do express sentiments which are 
reminiscent of Nazi attitudes towards Jews. In response to an article from a leader of the 
Israeli  Btselem on the recent killings in Gaza I have just read a comment by a 
disappointed Israeli saying that the IDF has let people down. It had the chance to kill 
300,000 but it only killed 16.  Other examples are these:

“Using their kids as cannon fodder is just their delayed method of birth control,” and

“If an entire nation is calling in the name of Allah to kill anyone that doesn't share their 
religion...They just lost their birthright...And herewith, the right to exist.”

This level of hatred and racism is very common in the English language Israeli media. It is 
not widely reported in the British media. It is one of the bitter ironies of historical 
experience that people who have been oppressed take on the attitudes of those who 
oppressed them, towards some other people.

Trial by Facebook

   In my 40 years and more in the labour movement, some of them in the Labour Party, I 
have rarely come across anti-Semitic sentiments. Most people could not give a damn 
about your ethnicity or your religion. Without evidence to the contrary I tend to think that 
the issue is very much an on-line phenomenon. It has to be dealt with politically. You 
cannot stop people thinking things through disciplinary measures. You have to argue with 
them. It depends upon the seriousness of the case. Anybody who is abusing Jews, should,
of course, be shown the door.
   For anybody in the labour movement to reproduce on their Facebook page an article on 
the Holocaust being a 'hoax' is beyond the pale. We all know that the holocaust was an 
organised massacre of Jews because they were Jews and were considered untermensch 
(racially or socially inferior)9. Those who consider that there is a debate to be had on 
whether or not it took place, or has been exaggerated (were there really six million?), are 
either anti-Semites or idiots. They may, of course, be both.
   No political debate can be won by radicalised rhetoric. It is incumbent on supporters of 
Corbyn to be self-disciplined and to do or say nothing that will be used in the relentless 
campaign against him designed to keep the Tories in government. We know that the 
British ruling class is utterly ruthless. They fear that a Corbyn government threatens their 
material interests and they will do everything and anything to stop Labour being elected 
under his leadership. Did not Teresa May just recently say “We won't let it happen”? This is
a ruling class which concocted the Zinioviev Letter, and warned the British people about 
Labour introducing “some sort of Gestapo” in 1945. It will do everything in its power to 
encourage divisions within Labour and stoke the fires. Frankly, some of the worst die-hard 
New Labourites see this as another opportunity to reignite their efforts to get rid of Corbyn.
   Care is especially needed given the two-sided nature of social media. Social media is 
notoriously bad for on-line abuse. It used to be called 'flame-wars' I believe. The instant 

8 See Israeli soldiers who could not stomach what was being done in the occupied territories: 
http://breakingthesilence.org.il 

9 Non-Jews were, of course, butchered as well, be they homosexuals, people with disabilities, leftists.

http://breakingthesilence.org.il/


nature of posting tends towards otherwise rational people ending up abusing each other at
the drop of the hat. If the discussion was taking place face to face much of it wouldn't 
happen. At any rate any misdemeanour, real or imagined, any posting years old, will be 
picked up and used to stop Labour winning a General Election. Trial by Twitter and 
Facebook has now become a virtual institution (pun intended), and not only in the media. 
Right wing Labour MP John Mann is asking people to send him screenshots of posts 
which he can use to demand the expulsion of people who are deemed by him to be anti-
Semitic. 
   There is no question that the way the apparatus of the Labour Party operated under Iain 
McNicol was factional and unfair. It targeted Corbyn supporters. People who were 
suspended as a result of sometimes malicious reports, were not told what they were 
supposed to have done. This included many Jewish members. Any investigation must be 
operated according to natural justice. People should be told what they are being accused 
of, be given the full opportunity to defend themselves, and if they are found to be not guilty 
they should be told why not rather than just issued with curt letters telling them they are 
being reinstated as was Jewish Voice for Labour Secretary Glen Secker recently. 
Moreover, where complaints are found to be malicious then disciplinary action should be 
carried out against false accusers. Yet there has not been a single case where a member 
has been accused of anti-Semitism, even if they are Jews, where they have been 
reinstated after suspension, with no case found to answer, where the accuser has been 
subject to disciplinary action.

Left wing anti-Semitism?

Anger at the actions of the Israeli regime can spill over into comments which are anti-
Semitic, may be construed as such, or echo the words of anti-Semites. For instance, I had 
an exchange on Facebook with a left wing poster which used the phrase “sweep the Israeli
state into the sea”. I questioned the use of that because, although he spoke of the state, it 
echoes the well known statement by those who consider Jews as their enemies rather 
than the Israeli state, to “sweep Israel into the sea” or even “to sweep the Jews into the 
sea”.
   Yesterday I happened across a discussion at the end of which one individual outraged at
what happened in Gaza said “you people rule the world”. Obviously this is an anti-Semitic 
statement directed at another person with an obviously Jewish name. I had a look at the 
facebook page of the person who typed these words. On it his friends were expressing 
concern about his mental state. He was going through “dark times”. Of course, much of 
what goes for debate on Facebook is irrational and not just the product of people who are 
ill. All on-line discussions are replete with abuse as a method of 'discussion' on any subject
under the sun. Whenever my name appears in the local paper in connection with 
supporting council housing I am the object of the most vituperative personal abuse.
    Those on the left must challenge real expressions of anti-Semitism. At the same time it's
necessary to recognise that some criticism of left-wing views on Israel is essentially an 
attempt to stop legitimate discussion on the Israeli state. For instance, the designation of 
Israel as an apartheid state is essentially a political question. People can disagree on the 
accuracy of an analogy, but it is not “anti-Semitic”. Some Israeli Jews, including religious 
Jews agree with the designation. They will be denounced by other Jews as “self-hating 
Jews”.
   In my 40 years and more in the labour movement, some of them in the Labour Party, I 
have rarely come across anti-Semitic sentiments. Most people could not give a damn 
about your ethnicity or your religion. Without evidence to the contrary I tend to think that 
the issue is very much an on-line phenomenon. It has to be dealt with politically. You 
cannot stop people thinking things through disciplinary measures. You have to argue with 



them. It depends upon the seriousness of the case. Anybody who is abusing Jews, should,
of course, be shown the door.
   For anybody in the labour movement to reproduce on their Facebook page an article on 
the Holocaust being a 'hoax' is beyond the pale. We all know that the holocaust was an 
organised massacre of Jews because they were Jews and were considered untermensch 
(racially or socially inferior)10. Those who consider that there is a debate to be had on 
whether or not it took place, or has been exaggerated (were there really six million?), are 
either anti-Semites or idiots. They may, of course, be both.

No thought police

Labour needs to be careful that it does not apply a regime of thought police in an attempt 
to ward off pressure from the Tory media. As with racism generally, individuals can make 
unthinking comments. Those who use phrases which are or might be construed to be anti-
Semitic are not necessarily so, any more than somebody who refers to a “Paki shop” is 
automatically a died in the wool racist. They should be challenged. But immediate 
recourse to disciplinary action will not make people understand the issues.
   We certainly have to be sensitive to genuine concerns of Jewish people and any abuse 
that they suffer. But we should also recognise that right wing elements who present 
themselves as community leaders have a political agenda which they are conducting. 
   The conflict in the Middle East is not one between Jews and Arabs but between 
supporters of the Israeli state and its opponents, Jewish as well as Arab. There is no 
common interest amongst all Jews in Israel any more than there is a common interest 
amongst all the populace of the UK. Some Jews in Israel exploit other Jews just as some 
Brits exploit others. There are class differences in Israel just as there are in Britain. 
   Jews per se, be they in Israel or outside it, are no more responsible for what the Israeli 
state does than Arabs are for the politics of Hamas. In the occupied territories there are 
some people who see Jews as their enemies. In Israel there are some people who see 
Arabs as their enemies. They are both wrong. There is no reason why a Jew should vote 
for a 'Jewish' party any more than an Arab should vote for an 'Arab' party. There are 
exploiters and exploited amongst every ethnicity.
   In my opinion we should be supporting those forces in Israel which are endeavouring to 
unite Jews and Arabs in opposition to the Zionist regime and seeking to build a working 
class movement in which they are equals with common interests, regardless of their 
nationality or their religion, if they have one. (See the example of WAC-Maan 11)

Conclusion

We must distinguish between genuine anti-Semitism and the counterfeit variety which is a 
means of demonising all those, including Jews, who oppose the actions of the Israeli state.
The factional attacks on Jewish Labour members by other Jewish Labour members, 
supported by the McNichol clique, which was happy to attack Corbyn supporters, and 
collaborated with attempts to remove him, did a disservice to any honest treatment of the 
issue. This morning I heard John Lansman on the BBC saying that all occurrences of anti-
Semitism should be investigated. There was just one word missing, alleged cases. Let 
there be complete transparency of any investigations of complaints, and their outcomes. 
How many cases have their been? What has been the outcome? This should be open to 
scrutiny. Those with the power to suspend or expel people should be open to scrutiny 
themselves and subject to challenge. Perhaps we could then see what was real and what 

10 Non-Jews were, of course, butchered as well, be they homosexuals, people with disabilities, leftists.
11 http://wac-maan.org.il

http://eng.wac-maan.org.il/


was imagined or contrived. Let's see the evidence.
   The collaboration of Labour MPs with the right wing media is unprincipled. They are 
fuelling the campaign of the rabid right wing press to keep the Tories in power. This media,
and the Tory Party, will use any thing true or false, it does not matter to them. How can you
tackle real anti-Semitism in alliance with the very media and the political parties that have 
a record of glorifying the Empire and condoning racism? 

Martin Wicks
April 2nd 2018

PS. I have amended the text where it said that socialists have "always" opposed it, to 
"should". A friend correctly pointed out that this wasn't true, something I am obviously 
aware of, but the formulation rolled easily and unthinkingly off of the keyboard. Even 
socialists can say things unthinkingly which exhibit prejudices. There are examples of this 
in Marx himself. People who consider themselves socialists have supported all manner of 
things which have no socialist content. At one extreme we know of the famous South 
African slogan, "White Workers of the World Unite". In the case of Israel would-be 
socialists could support military rule and domination over the Arab population. 


