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discussion of strategy, coordination and tactics, and
a meeting on Saturday evening open to other
activists. A programme will be circulated before the
meeting.
We strongly hope that all members of EPACBI will
send representatives to London, and that other
groups in Europe committed to PACBI's boycott
guidelines can be identified and persuaded to attend
as well.
While we do not have financial resources to cover
the cost of travel or accommodation, we will do our
best to find you accommodation (if needed) with
activists in London.
Please let me know as soon as possible who will
represent your group at the London conference.
Robert Boyce .
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The London Conference of EPACBI
On behalf of BRICUP and in association with
AURDIP, I am pleased to announce plans for the
second annual conference of members of The
European platform for the Academic and Cultural
Boycott of Israel (EPACBI), to take place in London
on 26 - 27 November. Precise arrangements have
not been settled, but we expect the conference will
proceed on the same lines as the first, very
successful, conference in Paris last year, with closed
meetings for members on Saturday morning and
afternoon and again on Sunday morning for

BIN5 at Coalbrookedale
14-16 October 2011
BRICUP was well represented at the recent Boycott
Israel Network weekend workshop. BIN is a
network of British local groups and national
organisations committed to BDS; BRICUP was
instrumental in setting up BIN and has been an
active participant throughout. The energy, ideas and
imagination level at the workshop was high and
many ideas to extend the BDS campaign were
explored. A number of key themes for BRICUP
supporters emerged.
1. Linking Campus and City activity
Students from several campuses commented on the
lack of contact they had with local Palestine activists
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firms which not only have major connections with
Israel but are also serial offenders in such areas as
environmental despoilers, exploiters of child and
vulnerable labour or arms traders so many
organisations with separate but compatible aims can
jointly campaign.

and campaigning organisations. While they
acknowledged they also have a responsibility to find
out about activities in the town where they are
studying we also have the responsibility to take the
initiative as well.
BRICUP supporters among university and college
staff are well placed to make the links between
activity where they work and activity where they
live. We are also in a good position to promote BDS,
including the academic boycott, as a focus for
student activity and argue against inviting One
Voice and other Zionist cloaking organisations to
the campuses where we work.

3. European co-ordination of BDS
The workshop discussed pan-European coordination of BDS to build upon the successful
Europe-wide Agrexco campaign.
Colleagues from different European campaigns have
attended BIN workshops and while this has been
productive it has been ad hoc and, being British
based and focused, has not supported an equal
conversation between different European
experiences. The example of EPACBI was discussed
and it was agreed to ask EPACBI affiliates to
encourage the wider BDS movements in their
countries to consider how they can bring such a panEuropean network into being.

BRICUP has always promoted joint working with
student unions and Palestine Societies. Contact
students@bricup.org.uk if you want to help in this
work or if you have experience we and others can
learn from. BRICUP supporters on campuses are in
a good position to assist in the year to year
continuity that student groups, by the nature, find
difficult.

The BNC representatives at the workshop said they
saw such co-ordination as highly desirable and
would want to play their part in bringing it into
being.

2. Divestment and Pensions
Attacks on pensions are a major thrust in
Government policies to rescue capitalism and the
privileges of the elite at the expense of citizens, both
in the UK and many other countries.

Report by Mike Cushman

****

UCU, the UK academic trade union, is currently
engaged in strike and other industrial action to
defend pensions, as are most other public sector
trade unions. USS, the pension scheme for
university staff, like most pension schemes has large
stock market investments. Research presented at the
workshop demonstrated how much of this
investment is in companies with close links to Israel
through subsidiaries, joint enterprises, licensing
arrangements, trading links and holdings in Israeli
companies.

The Palestinian prisoners’ Hunger Strike
Hadas Ziv, <hadas@phr.org.il> of Physicians for
Human Rights-Israel, has asked BRICUP to
publicise the following statement .
As you are probably aware, as of Tuesday, 27
September 2011, more than one hundred Palestinian
prisoners began an open-ended hunger strike to
protest the intentionally harmful policies of the
Israeli government toward them, including harsh
conditions of incarceration and collectively hostile
treatment. PHR Israel, together with Adalah and AlMezan, issued a press release (http://ktzr.us/7f7)
supporting the prisoners' demands to protect their
human rights and dignity.

It is clear that the growth and intensification of
globalisation has resulted in growing inter-locking
of investments and that any shareholding beyond the
most local is likely to have an Israel link.
It is clear that any pensions divestment campaign is
dependent upon a prior campaign to establish ethical
investment guidelines for pension funds. This has
two consequences. There are many other
organisations promoting ethical investment such as,
in the UK, War on Want and Campaign against the
Arms Trade and we should co-operate with them in
pressing for such policies. Secondly, as it is
impracticable to withdraw all of a pension fund from
the stock exchange, there needs to be selected
representative and exemplary firms targeted for
divestment campaigns; the chosen targets should be

On October 2nd the three organizations sent a letter
to the Israeli Prison Service (IPS) insisting that - The
IPS will refrain from punishing and violating the
rights of the hunger striking prisoners. It is
important to explain that the IPS tends to use
punitive measures – some of which are
entrenched in the IPS regulations that define the
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confinement had joined the strike, this in addition to
6 ill prisoners, who joined the strike demanding
proper medical care.
PHR-Israel had appealed to its internal and family
doctors to volunteer to visit the prisoners that are on
hunger strike – a request to allow them to visit all
prisoners on hunger strike was sent to the IPS and
was refused, stating that each prisoner must request
our doctor specifically. In addition, a letter was sent
to the chief medical officer of the IPS, Dr. Dini
Orkin-Tishler, calling on her to adhere to medical
ethics and refrain from using medical professionals
and medicine as a tool in fighting against the strike.

announcement on a hunger strike as an act of
violation of order. Those punitive measures – in and
outside of IPS regulations – are violating the
prisoners' basic and constitutional rights, and their
right to health. This is especially worrying taking
into account that the hunger strike was ignited by the
government's declared policy of worsening
conditions in jails. As remembered, PM Netanyahu
declared of changing jail conditions as a measure
of pressure on Hamas following its refusal to allow
the Red Cross to visit Gilad Shalit.
The IPS Punitive Measures usually include the
following:

PHR Israel, Adalah and Al Mezan asks that you to
assist us in defending the
rights of the prisoners under hunger strike by:
1] calling on the Israeli authorities to allow
independent doctors visit and monitor their situation;
2] request an update of their situation.
3] Insist on the IPS' doctors' responsibility to inform
the families of prisoners on their health condition.

1] Solitary confinement. The UN Committee
Against Torture has sharply criticized the prolonged
solitary confinement of prisoners, regarding it as
an act of cruel, inhuman and degrading treatment or
punishment (CIDT) that constitutes a violation of
Article 11 of the CAT, which requires States
parties to ensure systemic review of conditions of
incarceration,18 and of Article 16, which obliges
states to protect prisoners under their jurisdiction
from CIDT. In its Concluding Observations on Israel
from June 2009,19 the committee criticized Israel’s
use of solitary confinement against Palestinians
during interrogation and imprisonment, demanding
that it be used in an exceptional manner and in
accordance with international minimal standards.
2] Preventing or Delaying the entry of
independent doctors. According to international
conventions and ethics of the World Medical
Association, it is of utmost importance that during a
hunger strike the medical care will be given by
independent doctors whom the prisoners can
trust.
3] Additional punitive measures, that stand in
complete disregard to IHL - including the Geneva
Convention, the Standard Minimum Rules for the
Treatment of Prisoners, and the Body of Principles
for the Protection of All Persons under Any Form of
Detention or Imprisonment, all of which explicitly
defend prisoners' rights – including their right to
meet their lawyer, to have family visits, to hold on to
their personal equipment and any electrical
equipment and to buy in the canteen. It also
prohibits exaggerated fines, confiscation of books
and newspapers, and of liquids and salts.

****
The PACBI Column

Israel’s Exceptionalism: Normalizing the
Abnormal
In the Palestinian and Arab struggle against Israeli
colonization, occupation and apartheid, the
“normalization” of Israel is a concept that has
generated controversy because it is often
misunderstood or because there are disagreements
on its parameters. This is despite the near consensus
among Palestinians and people in the Arab region on
rejecting the treatment of Israel as a “normal” state
with which business as usual can be conducted.
Here, we discuss the definition of normalization
that the great majority of Palestinian civil society,
as represented in the Boycott, Divestment and
Sanctions (BDS) movement, has adopted since
November 2007, and elaborate on the nuances
that it takes on in different contexts.
It is helpful to think of normalization as a
“colonization of the mind,” whereby the oppressed
subject comes to believe that the oppressor’s reality
is the only “normal” reality that must be subscribed
to, and that the oppression is a fact of life that must
be coped with. Those who engage in normalization
either ignore this oppression, or accept it as the
status quo that can be lived with. In an attempt to
whitewash its violations of international law and
human rights, Israel attempts to re-brand [1] itself,
or present itself as normal -- even “enlightened” -through an intricate array of relations and activities

PHR-Israel has received news of prisoners being
sent to solitary confinement due to their hunger
strike already from the second day of the strike,
confiscation of personal and electric equipment,
revocation of family visits and putting food trays to
their cells. 20 prisoners who are held in solitary
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Projects, initiatives and activities that do not begin
from a position of shared principles to resist Israel’s
oppression invariably allow for an approach to
dealing with Israel as if its violations can be
deferred, and as if coexistence (as opposed to “coresistance”) can precede, or lead to, the end of
oppression. In the process, Palestinians, regardless
of intentions, end up serving as a fig-leaf [4] for
Israelis who are able to benefit from a “business-asusual” environment, perhaps even allowing Israelis
to feel their conscience is cleared for having
engaged Palestinians they are usually accused of
oppressing and discriminating against.

encompassing hi-tech, cultural, legal, LGBT and
other realms.
A key principle that underlines the term
normalization is that it is entirely based on political,
rather than racial, considerations and is therefore in
perfect harmony with the BDS movement’s rejection
of all forms of racism and racial discrimination.
Countering normalization is a means to resist
oppression, its mechanisms and structures. As such,
it is categorically unrelated to or conditioned upon
the identity of the oppressor.
We break down normalization into three categories
that correspond to differences pertaining to the
varied contexts of Israel’s colonial oppression and
apartheid. It is important to consider these minimum
definitions as the basis for solidarity and action.

The peoples of the Arab world, with their diverse
national, religious and cultural backgrounds and
identities, whose future is more tangibly tied to the
future of Palestinians than the larger international
community, not least because of continued Israeli
political, economic and military threats on their
countries, and the still-prevalent and strong kinship
with the Palestinians, face similar issues with
regards to normalization. So long as Israel’s
oppression continues, any engagement with Israelis
(individuals or institutions) that is not within the
resistance framework outlined above, serves to
underline the normality of Israeli occupation,
colonialism and apartheid in the lives of people in
the Arab world. It is, therefore, imperative that
people in the Arab world shun all relations with
Israelis, unless based on co-resistance. This is not a
call to refrain from understanding Israelis, their
society and polity. It is a call to condition any such
knowledge and any such contact on the principles of
resistance until the time when comprehensive
Palestinian and other Arab rights are met.

1) Normalization in the context of the Occupied
Palestinian Territory and the Arab world
The Palestinian Campaign for the Academic and
Cultural Boycott of Israel (PACBI) has defined
normalization specifically in a Palestinian and Arab
context “as the participation in any project, initiative
or activity, in Palestine or internationally, that aims
(implicitly or explicitly) to bring together
Palestinians (and/or Arabs) and Israelis (people or
institutions) without placing as its goal resistance to
and exposure of the Israeli occupation and all forms
of discrimination and oppression against the
Palestinian people.” [2] This is the definition
endorsed by the BDS National Committee (BNC).
For Palestinians in the occupied West Bank
(including East Jerusalem) and Gaza, any project
with Israelis that is not based on a resistance
framework serves to normalize relations. We define
this resistance framework as one that is based on
recognition of the fundamental rights of the
Palestinian people and on the commitment to resist,
in diverse ways, all forms of oppression against
Palestinians, including but not limited to, ending the
occupation, establishing full and equal rights for
Palestinian citizens of Israel, and promoting and
advocating for the right of return for Palestinian
refugees – this may aptly be called a posture of “coresistance” [3]. Doing otherwise allows for
everyday, ordinary relations to exist alongside and
independent of the continuous crimes being
committed by Israel against the Palestinian people.
This feeds complacency and gives the false and
harmful impression of normalcy in a patently
abnormal situation of colonial oppression.

BDS activists may always go above and beyond our
basic minimum requirements if they identify
subcategories within those we have identified. In
Lebanon or Egypt, for instance, boycott campaigners
may go beyond the PACBI/BNC definition of
normalization given their position in the Arab world,
whereas those in Jordan, say, may have different
considerations.
2) Normalization in the context of the Palestinian
citizens of Israel
Palestinian citizens of Israel – those Palestinians
who remained steadfast on their land after the
establishment of the state of Israel in 1948 despite
repeated efforts to expel them and subject them to
military law, institutionalized discrimination, or
apartheid [4] – face an entirely different set of
considerations. They may be confronted with two
forms of normalization. The first, which we may
4

Israelis as symmetrical [5]. Such an event should be
boycotted because it normalizes Israel’s colonial
domination over Palestinians and ignores the power
structures and relations embedded in the oppression.

call coercive everyday relations, are those relations
that a colonized people, and those living under
apartheid, are forced to take part in if they are to
survive, conduct their everyday lives and make a
living within the established oppressive structures.
For the Palestinian citizens of Israel, as taxpayers,
such coercive everyday relations include daily
employment in Israeli places of work and the use of
public services and institutions such as schools,
universities and hospitals. Such coercive relations
are not unique to Israel and were present in other
colonial and apartheid contexts such as India and
South Africa, respectively. Palestinian citizens of
Israel cannot be rationally asked to cut such ties, at
least not yet.

Dialogue
In all these contexts, “dialogue” and engagement are
often presented as alternatives to boycott. Dialogue,
if it occurs outside the resistance framework that we
have outlined, becomes dialogue for the sake of
dialogue, which is a form of normalization that
hinders the struggle to end injustice. Dialogue,
“healing,” and “reconciliation” processes that do not
aim to end oppression, regardless of the intentions
behind them, serve to privilege oppressive coexistence at the cost of co-resistance, for they
presume the possibility of coexistence before the
realization of justice. The example of South Africa
elucidates this point perfectly, where reconciliation,
dialogue and forgiveness came after the end of
apartheid, not before, regardless of the legitimate
questions raised regarding the still existing
conditions of what some have called “economic
apartheid.”

The second form of normalization is that in which
Palestinian citizens of Israel do not have to engage
as a requirement of survival. Such normalization
might include participation in international forums
as representatives of Israel (such as in the
Eurovision song competition) or in Israeli events
directed at an international audience. The key to
understanding this form of normalization is to
consider that when Palestinians engage in such
activities without placing them within the same
resistance framework mentioned above, they
contribute, even if inadvertently, to a deceptive
appearance of tolerance, democracy, and normal life
in Israel for an international audience who may not
know better. Israelis, and the Israeli establishment,
may in turn use this against international BDS
proponents and those struggling against Israeli
injustices by accusing them of being “holier” than
Palestinians. In these instances, Palestinians
promote relations with mainstream Israeli
institutions beyond what constitutes the mere need
for survival. The absence of vigilance in this matter
has the effect of telling the Palestinian public that
they can live with and accept apartheid, should
engage Israelis on their own terms, and forgo any act
of resistance. This is the type of normalization that
many Palestinian citizens of Israel, along with
PACBI, are increasingly coming to identify and
confront.

Two Examples of Normalization Efforts:
OneVoice and IPCRI
While many, if not most, normalization projects are
sponsored and funded by international organizations
and governments, many of these projects are
operated by Palestinian and Israeli partners, often
with generous international funding. The political,
often Israel-centered, framing of the “partnership” is
one of the most problematic aspects of these joint
projects and institutions. PACBI’s analysis of
OneVoice [6], a joint Palestinian-Israeli youthoriented organization with chapters in North
America and extensions in Europe, exposed
OneVoice as one more project that brings
Palestinians and Israelis together, not to jointly
struggle against Israel’s colonial and apartheid
policies, but rather to provide a limited program of
action under the slogan of an end to the occupation
and the establishment of a Palestinian state, while
cementing Israeli apartheid and ignoring the rights
of Palestinian refugees, who compose the majority
of the Palestinian people. PACBI concluded that, in
essence, OneVoice and similar programs serve to
normalize oppression and injustice. The fact that
OneVoice treats the “nationalisms” and
“patriotisms” of the two “sides” as if on par with one
another and equally valid is a telling indicator. It is
worth noting that virtually the entire political
spectrum of Palestinian youth and student
organizations and unions in the occupied Palestinian

3) Normalization in the International Context
In the international arena, normalization does not
operate all that differently and follows the same
logic. While the BDS movement targets complicit
Israeli institutions, in the case of normalization there
are other nuances to consider. Generally,
international supporters of BDS are asked to refrain
from participating in any event that morally or
politically equates the oppressor and oppressed, and
presents the relationship between Palestinians and
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territory have unambiguously condemned
normalization projects, such as OneVoice. [7]

It is no surprise, therefore, that the desire to end the
“conflict,” and the desire to realize “a lasting peace,”
both of which are slogans of these and similar
normalization efforts, has nothing to do with
obtaining justice for Palestinians. In fact, the term
“justice” has no place on the agenda of most of these
organizations; neither can one find clear reference to
international law as the ultimate arbiter, leaving
Palestinians at the mercy of the far more powerful
Israeli state.

A similar organization, though with a different target
audience, is the Israel/Palestine Center for Research
and Information (IPCRI), which describes itself as
“the only joint Israeli-Palestinian public policy
think-tank in the world dedicated to the resolution of
the Israeli-Palestinian conflict on the basis of ‘two
states for two peoples’. IPCRI “recognizes the
rights of the Jewish people and the Palestinian
people to fulfill their national interests within the
framework of achieving national self-determination
within their own states and by establishing peaceful
relations between two democratic states living sideby-side.” [8] It thus advocates an apartheid state in
Israel that disenfranchises the indigenous Palestinian
citizens and ignores the UN-sanctioned right of
return of the Palestinian refugees.

An Israeli writer’s description of the so-called Peres
Center for Peace, a leading normalization and
colonial institution, may also well describe the
underlying agenda of IPCRI and almost all
normalization organizations:
In the activity of the Peres Center for Peace there
is no evident effort being made to change the
political and socioeconomic status quo in the
occupied territories, but just the opposite: Efforts
are being made to train the Palestinian population
to accept its inferiority and prepare it to survive
under the arbitrary constraints imposed by Israel,
to guarantee the ethnic superiority of the Jews.
With patronizing colonialism, the center presents
an olive grower who is discovering the advantages
of cooperative marketing; a pediatrician who is
receiving professional training in Israeli hospitals;
and a Palestinian importer who is learning the
secrets of transporting merchandise via Israeli
ports, which are famous for their efficiency; and of
course soccer competitions and joint orchestras of
Israelis and Palestinians, which paint a false
picture of coexistence. [10]

Like OneVoice, IPCRI adopts the ubiquitous
“conflict paradigm” while ignoring the domination
and oppression that characterize the relationship of
the Israeli state with the Palestinian people. IPCRI
conveniently neglects a discussion of the roots of
this “conflict,” what it is about, and which “side” is
paying the price. Like OneVoice, it glosses over the
historic record and the establishment of a settlercolonial regime in Palestine following the expulsion
of most of the indigenous people of the land. The
defining moment in the history of “the conflict” is
therefore not acknowledged. The history of
continued Israeli colonial expansion and the
dispossession and forcible displacement of
Palestinians is conveniently ignored, as well.
Through IPCRI’s omissions, the organization denies
the resistance framework we have outlined above
and brings Palestinians and Israelis into a relation
privileging co-existence over co-resistance.
Palestinians are asked to adopt an Israeli vision of a
peaceful resolution and not one that recognizes their
comprehensive rights, as defined by the UN.

The normalization of Israel – normalizing the
abnormal – is a malicious and subversive process
that works to cover up injustice and colonize the
most intimate parts of the oppressed: their mind. To
engage in or with organizations that serve this
purpose is, therefore, one of the prime targets of
boycott, and an act that BDS supporters must
confront together.

Another disturbing, but again entirely predictable,
aspect of the work of IPCRI is the active
involvement in its projects of Israeli personalities
and personnel implicated in Israeli violations of the
Palestinian people’s rights and grave breaches of
international law. IPCRI’s Strategic Thinking and
Analysis Team (STAT), includes, in addition to
Palestinian officials, former Israeli diplomats,
former Israeli army brigadier generals, Mossad
personnel and senior staff of the Israeli National
Security Council, many of them reasonably
suspected of committing war crimes. [9]

PACBI

[1] http://www.forward.com/articles/2070/
[2] Translated from Arabic:
http://www.pacbi.org/atemplate.php?id=100
[3] http://www.pacbi.org/etemplate.php?id=1673
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[4] http://www.pacbi.org/etemplate.php?id=1645

Financial support for BRICUP

[5] http://www.pacbi.org/etemplate.php?id=1108

BRICUP needs your financial support.

[6] http://www.pacbi.org/etemplate.php?id=1436

Arranging meetings and lobbying activities are
expensive. We need funds to support visiting
speakers, book rooms for public meetings, print
leaflets and pay the whole range of expenses that a
busy campaign demands.

[7] http://pacbi.org/atemplate.php?id=163 (Arabic)
[8] http://www.ipcri.org/IPCRI/About_Us.html
[9] http://www.ipcri.org/IPCRI/R-Projects.html

Please do consider making a donation .

[10] Meron Benvenisti, A monument to a lost time
and lost hopes, Haaretz, 30 October 2008.
http://www.haaretz.com/print-edition/opinion/amonument-to-a-lost-time-and-lost-hopes-1.256342

One-off donations may be made by sending a
cheque to the Treasurer, at BRICUP, BM BRICUP,
London, WC1N 3XX, UK or
by making a bank transfer to BRICUP at

****

Sort Code 08-92-99
Account Number 65156591

More successes in the cultural boycott

IBAN = GB20 CPBK 0892 9965 1565 91

The Yardbirds cancell

BIC = CPBK GB22
Like all organisations, while we welcome one-off
donations, we can plan our work much better if
people pledge regular payments by standing order.

Readers may recall that BRICUP wrote an open
letter to the Yardbirds urging them to cancel a
planned performance in Israel (see the September
edition of this Newsletter). We wrote “Have you
thought through the implications of your appearance
at the Barby Club in Tel Aviv on October 29?
You’re telling Palestinian civil society organisations
that are [..] calling for a cultural boycott of Israel
that their dispossession and their oppression don’t
matter [..] So we’re hoping you might think again”.
Well, it seems that they have: the Yardbirds' website
tells us that their concert, due in Tel Aviv, has been
postponed ‘till next year'.

You can download a standing order form.
More details can be obtained from
treasurer@bricup.org.uk

****
You can follow BRICUP on twitter!
See twitter.com/bricup

****

Champion fencers boycott Israeli team
players.

BRICUP is the British Committee for the
Universities of Palestine. We are always willing to
help provide speakers for meetings. All such
requests and any comments or suggestions
concerning this Newsletter are welcome.

Sara Besbes, a champion Tunisian fencer, had
reached the final round at a competition in Italy. Her
final opponent was a member of the Israeli team.
However, Besbes stood still, pointing her sword
toward the ground and refused to move as a sign that
she was boycotting the Israeli athlete. This action
required her opponent to win the competition by
inflicting the five blows against Besbes as she
"remained completely passive”. It is reported that
this was the second such incident in one week; the
Iranian Sayyad Ghanbari Hamad also refused to
fight against a member of the Israeli team.

Email them to: newsletter@bricup.org.uk

****
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