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foynded a charitable trust nearly
30" yeais agp, -working on hinman
nghts issues suich as torture, condi-
ions of detention, freedom of
expression, and sexual wolence in
conflict. . -
i The Sigrid Rausing Trust funds : ’
other causes, too, buthumanrights .~
s our oldest programme, and our
.area of expertise. We enter into
long-term partnerships with’
our grantees, based on
trust and shared
values. Language
-~ the only way
to gauge those values ~ has always been
1mportant to us: we ask for clarity and
brevity "in funding applications and
reports, and we mistrust inflated mission -
and vision statements. More importantly,
following Charity Commission guidance,
we have strong clauses in our grant con-
tract requiring grantees to abstain from
incendiary language that may promote
" violence,

At times of heightened tensmn, we
check gur grantees’ websites and'social
media accounis. After the Octoher 7
atrocities, a handful — only five out of
some 400 ~had posted disturbing mate-
rial: a group working on social and eco-
nomic rights in Tunisia expressed
“pride” (our transiation) in the Hamas
action. Another called for “support for

- the guerrilla Palestinian people in their
war against the Zionist entity”, which
they said “was shaken dueto the action of
the Palestinian resistance [...] invading
the occupied lands and Zionist settle-
ments”. A media group in Lebanon
described the Hamas action as “resist-
ance” to “colonisation”, referred to the
murdered civilians as “settlers” and dis-
missed {sraeli information about Hamas'
atrocities as-“lies”. .

The outlier, if only in terms of geogra-
phy, was a group in Canada that almost
immediately termed Israel's actions
“genocidal”, and described the country
as a. “settler colonialist white-stiprema-
cist state”. The statement ended with an
echo of a United Nations resolution; an
affirmation of “the right of all oppressed
peoples to self-determine their resist-
ance”. Itis a phrase which, given the con-
text of the piece, we felt condoned the
Hamas atrocities.
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ously contrary to human rights and inter-
national humaritarian law, and we can-
celled our contracts with the groups in
question. It wasn't a hard decision to
make, but it drew eriticism from activists
in the US who seemed to have wilfully
misunderstood _what we did and why.
- Here is Vu Le, a philanthropy cfitic, on
“inkedItie“Defutiding organisations that
are speaking up against gen@cide is the
worst of all crappy funding practices. 1 )
hope The Sigrid Rausing Trust-will find its
moral compass and courage to stand with
grantees who are speaking for Palestini-
ans’ human rights and liberation.” One
woiten’s rights activist agreed with this
post and said that SRT seemed to have
beceme “a funding organisation that is
actually unclear about what it means to
stand up for human rights”.

I have been wondering since then how
these activists and our former grantees
understand human rights,. a field- in
which practitioners used to be knewn,
and should be known, for their rigorous
adherence to truth. How did the field
become entangled with the sort of anti- :
Zionism we see playing out on certain . . . .
university campus protests or in hard-left The ph]lanﬂ]roplst
‘actions in politics? . I . .

In the early 1990s the eld of human 707l Raruy sing reveals the

ights was iInformed primarily by law and

%y evolving methods of collecting and Criticism She Suffel‘ed Whe]]

ecording evidence and testimony. It was

1movement that elevated impartiality to She I‘ES]Sted human I']ghts -‘

t principle - the degree to which human

ights groups were attacked from both groups who actas apOIOgiStS

he left and the right was a point of pride.

n the wake of 9/ii, the US began its war  fOI" terrorism rather tha_[] = | -

7 terroy. Terror suspects were detained .

wiefinitely and sibjected to so-called Stand]ng up fOI‘ truth .

enhanced interrogation’ techniques”. .

nd both the US and UK employed

ktreme rendition, the outsourcing of

rture to other countries. .
The war on terror brought human . _
ghts practitioners and terror suspects .
gether. Human rights lawyers and orga-

sations — some of them our grantees —

#Iped terror suspects swept up in the ‘




campaign against terror. Some of the
detainees were innocent while others
were clearly not, but for human rights
lawyers the point was more to do with
defending the principles of due legal
process and a ban on torture than it was
defending the innocent. Indeed, one of
the human rights argurents was that the
detainees, guilty or not, could not be
tried in the US, because confessions had
been forced under torture, and as such
were not admissible in American courts.

Thehardening of the Americanrightin
the years after 9/11 led many o associate
human rights with being soft on terror. In
the UK, the term came to be associated
with the hard left of the Labour Party, Jer-
emy Corbyn and the Stop the War coali-
tion, which included groups with ambig-
uous ot even sympathetic stances on
terrorism.

In 2014 President Obama blandly
admitted that “we tortured some folks”,
and nothing much was said about ClA
transgressions  after that, The right
moved on to immigration as a grievance
narrative, then trans rights. 1 am noi say-
ing that he tervor suspects should have

been _abandoned. Without

have disappeared into voids beyond legal

reach, and some were innocent victims, .

sold to CIA operatives fn a grisly humarn
trade: post 9/11 America needed terror-
ists to interrogate and punish, and it was
willing te pay for them. But the support

‘that human rights advocates gave o ter-

ror suspects may have helped to later
legitimise a dubious discourse mixing the
vocabulary of human rights and social
justice with troubling apologies for ter-
rorism and dark anti-Zionist slogans.
Politics has shifted, and ideas we pnce

" took for granted are stipping through our

fingers. The right has rejected the human
rights movement, associating it with judi-
cial overreach and global-elite media
control, and parts of the left have appro-
priated it, without fully Signing up to all

" its principles, not least that of political

impartiality.
_Meanwhile, the BBC version of impar-

“tiality, placing broadcasters in the artifi-
-cial centre of every argument with refer-

ence only to vague ideas ol “British
values”, has degraded the very idea of
impartiality. The centre by itself, without

“jts concomitant intellectual history, is

nothing but an empty space.

1 did research on a former collective
farm in Estonia in 1993-4, a time of rapid
social transformation, analysing lan-
guage use and slogans. 1 am stil! inter-
ested in political language, and in how it
tends to fragment under pressure into set
expressions flagging allegiance. The tired
phrases of our former grantees quoted
above, “settler colonialist white-suprem-
acist state” or “Zionist entity”, are slo-
gans, a form of propaganda that came to
be broadly understood as meaningless
and/or a source of ironic jokes in the last
stages of the Soviet Union.

But the- entanglement between

_antisemitism and anti-Zionism has deep

Soviet roots. The 1948 Soviet campaign
against so-called “rootless cosmopoli-
tans” was openly antisemitic, as was the
infamous 1952 Doctors’ Plot. The leaders
of the Jewish Anti-Fascist Committee

‘Colonialist’isa
cut-and-paste
shur lifted from
another context

human rights lawyers, many would

were shot in the cel-
: lars of the Lubyanka that
. same year, accused, inter
e iap alia, of “disloyalty”, “bour-
- geois nationalism”, and “cos-
mopolitanism”.  Anti-Zionism

, and antisemitism were one in the

Czechostovakian anti-Jewish purge cul-
minating in the Slansky trial (1952,
which, incidentally, included a charge of

- collaboration, with “Zionist-imperialist”

Americans. I don't believe that most of
the protesters and campus .occupiers
who were active in the last few years are
personally antisemitic, but it’s hard to

find. the putative separation between

anti-Zionism and antisemitism convin-
cing when the two concepts are so cleatly
entangled in history. . :

People taking those slogans at face
value tenid to get caught up in thorny defl-
nitions, self-defeating webs of rigidly
patrofled identity politics like the dis-
turbing (if well-intentioned) claim that
Jews or Israehis are not actually “white”.
Some are and some aren’t, obviously, but
we have stooped low indeed if a defence
of Israel comes to-rest on .the degraded
premise of racial classification. The
words settler/colonial/white supremacist
dor't reflect reality, exactly — they are a
slur, a cut-and-paste insult lifted from
other comntexts. “As soon as certain topics
are raised,” Orwell wrote in his seminal
1946 essay “Politics and the English Lan-
guage”, “... [the] prose consists less and

less of words chosen for the sake of their *

meaning, and more and more of phrases
tacked together like the sectionsof a pre-
fabricated hen-house”.

Nothing much happened after our
bruising social media experience. There
were whispers and conversations behind
closed doors. Some members of the
International Human Rights Funders
Network were said to be “uncomforta-
ble” about sharing a platform with usata
conference, so we withdrew. We should
have held our ground, i now think ~ we

might have persuaded some of them that

sympathy with a cause {(or a people} can
never justify violence against civilians.
That clearly applies to both sides of the
Israel Palestine conflict. Binyamin Netan-
yahuw's policies, including support for vio-
lent settlers on the West Bank and
attempts to undermine the judiciary,
have been profoindly unjust, and deeply
damaging to Israel. Gazalies in ruins, and
the IDF may have committed war crimes.
But terrorism is always wrong, and politi-
cally a dead end or worse.

The massacre of October 7 stems from
that broad and murky political tradition,
and whatever words Hamas used to legiti-
-mise their action as they planned it, they
could have been in no doubt that thou-
sands of their own people would likely
perishin the Israeli retribution. |

As for the Sigrid Rausing Trust, we now
have a more limited regional focus (Eura-
sia, the Balkans and Turkey), fund more
anti-corruption work and have started a
number of focused initiatives.

One of our grantees in Serbia told me
last year that she doesn't have hope, she
has commitment. I feel much the same. -

The Sigrid Rausing Trust has committed
£591 million in grants in its history



