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Timeline: The ‘New Antisemitism’

Introduction: A brief history of the ‘new antisemitism’

This resource lays out a timeline of the “new antisemitism,” a politicized framing that conflates
criticism of Israel with prejudice against Jews. The concept first appeared in the 1960s, amid the
emergence of the New Left, the age of decolonization, and the growth of anti-colonial movements
around the world that cultivated solidarity across borders. In this environment, the 1967 Six-Day
War and Israel’s resultant military occupation of the West Bank, Gaza, Golan Heights, and Sinai
Desert sparked intense global criticism — leading the Israeli government, along with pro-Israel
groups and thinkers across the Jewish diaspora, to conceptualize and circulate the idea of the new

antisemitism as a way to characterize and delegitimize these critiques.

At the root of this framing is the assertion that Israel, as the Jewish nation-state, represents the
“Jew among the nations,” and that criticism of the state of Israel is therefore simply old-fashioned
antisemitism manifesting in a new way. This is closely tied to the argument that anti-Zionism is a

novel twist on antisemitism, premised on the inaccurate belief that Zionism is an immutable part of

Jewish identity. Both these ideas undermine the fight against antisemitism by sowing confusion
and discord over what it is; increasing doubt about concerns over antisemitism even when
those concerns are well-founded; and conflating the policies of the state of Israel with Jewish
communities around the world, which is especially dangerous for Jews during times of

heightened Israeli military violence.

This history of the new antisemitism is presented as a timeline to show how its use has evolved
over time and across different political contexts and geographies. This evolution has culminated in
the present-day use of accusations of antisemitism as a political instrument deployed to censor and
criminalize the speech and activism of Palestinians and their allies, most consistently through the

codification of the IHRA Working Definition of Antisemitism. Understanding this history is essential

to analyzing and combatting the political misuse of antisemitism, which almost always involves the

new antisemitism.

Since October 7 and the subsequent genocide in Gaza, the Israeli government and its supporters
have intensified their use of the new antisemitism framework, which is sometimes described as

“Israel-related antisemitism” or, in the European context, as “imported antisemitism” — a related
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but not entirely overlapping concept that is meant to communicate that immigrants from especially

the Middle East and North Africa are at odds with “Western values” and inherently anti-Jewish.

The new antisemitism has been increasingly used to advance authoritarian policies, from justifying
repression on university campuses to restricting immigration and naturalization and even efforts to
jail and deport activists. Often, political actors claim to be combating the new antisemitism in order
to advance unrelated culture war issues by other means. This accelerated use of the new
antisemitism to equate political and moral criticism of the state of Israel with anti-Jewish
oppression not only weakens democracy, it also fails to fulfill its stated aim of confronting

antisemitism.

Timeline: The new antisemitism

1960s-1970s: The emergence of the new antisemitism

Against the 1960s backdrop of decolonization across the Global South, the rise of the New Left, and
the aftermath of the 1967 Six-Day War, various Jewish organizations as well as some historians
began to frame criticism of the state of Israel as a new form of antisemitism. This concept asserted
that while classical antisemitism targeted Jews as individuals or communities, what was now being
called the “new antisemitism” targeted the Jewish collective embodied in the state of Israel, and
that Israel was therefore “the Jew among the nations.” This framing also linked the anti-colonial
critique of Israel — which situated Israel’s conquest of Palestine and the occupation within the

global oppressions of settler colonialism and imperialism — with antisemitism.

This narrative shift sought to minimize and delegitimize criticism of Israel’s occupation and of the
violent nature of its founding, while more broadly taking aim at left-wing anti-racist politics and its
criticisms of Zionism. It was also, as the historian Mark Mazower has noted, a way for groups that
had tasked themselves with monitoring antisemitism to remain relevant amid evidently-declining

levels of anti-Jewish discrimination.t

During this period, the new antisemitism framework was subsequently circulated by Israeli

government officials and popularized by the heads of mainstream American-Jewish organizations.

e 1967: The Six-Day War, known in Arabic as the Naksa (“the setback”), marked the start of

Israel’s military occupation of the West Bank, Gaza, the Golan Heights, and the Sinai Desert

1 Mark Mazower, “On Antisemitism: A Word in History” (2025), 167-8.
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(it later returned the Sinai to Egypt and relinquished part of the Golan Heights after a series
of diplomatic agreements). The occupation stood out as an anachronism, starting toward
the end of an extended period of rapid global decolonization. The intense criticism it
attracted undermined the established, yet incomplete, narrative of Israel as a liberatory
project and an exemplar of democracy in an unstable region. After 1967, U.S. increased its
military support for Israel; in the coming years, this heightened backing would be
accompanied by U.S. and Israeli collaboration in surveilling Arab immigrants to the U.S. and
Arab Americans — part of a wider surge in FBI-driven, anti-left domestic surveillance
programs — against the backdrop of plane hijackings and other attacks by Palestinian
militants, most notably the 1972 terror attack at the Munich Olympics.

e 1968: French essayist Jacques Givet published one of the earliest articulations of the new

antisemitism, La Gauche Contre Israél? Essai sur le néo-antisémitisme (“The Left Against

Israel? Essay on the New Antisemitism”), in which he argued that parts of the left were
repackaging antisemitism as anti-Zionism and anti-colonialism. In France, The aftermath of
Algerian independence and the upheavals of May 1968 led to a particularly intense social,
cultural, and political grappling in France with the legacy of colonialism and how it
continued to shape access, power, and belonging in a supposedly post-colonial world —a
world in which Israel’s founding, and especially the occupation, stood out as an
anachronism. Accordingly, Givet’s book represents an early version of the
soon-to-be-popularized argument that antisemitism had migrated from the right into its
new home in left-wing decolonial and anti-imperialist movements.

e 1972: Israeli Foreign Minister Abba Eban, in an early example of the Israeli government

adopting the new antisemitism framing, told the opening session of an American Jewish

Congress convention that “[a]nti-Zionism is merely the new anti-Semitism,” and that the
New Left was “the author and the progenitor of the new anti-Semitism.”
e 1974: Arnold Forster and Benjamin Epstein, senior staff at the Anti-Defamation League

(ADL), published “The New Anti-Semitism,” in which they argued that hostility to Israel and

Zionism from the left, the Soviet Union, states in the Middle East and the wider Global

South, and the right posed an emerging threat to Jews; the New Left, they wrote,

“represents a danger to world Jewry at least equal to the danger on the right” (p7).
e 1975: The UN General Assembly adopted Resolution 3379, declaring that “Zionism is a
form of racism and racial discrimination.” Chaim Herzog, Israel’s ambassador to the UN,

tore up the resolution while standing at the podium of the assembly and declared the UN to
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be “on its way to becoming the world center of anti-Semitism” and a place where “Hitler
would have felt at home on a number of occasions during the past year.” In response to the

resolution, Jewish organizations doubled down on promoting the new antisemitism

framework.

e 1977: Israelis elected the country’s first openly right-wing government under the Likud
party’s Menachem Begin. Begin framed criticism of Israeli policies and his government’s
hardline stances as drawing on classical antisemitism, particularly during the 1982 Lebanon
War.

e 1979: 1nthe U.S., the evangelical Christian group Moral Majority made support for Israel a
central part of its political platform. This marked the beginning of a far-reaching strategic
alliance between the Israeli government (along with its allies) and the rising Christian right
— a political calculus that prioritized support for Israel over concerns around right-wing

antisemitism.

1980s-1990s: Consolidating the new antisemitism

Throughout the 1980s and 1990s, Israeli government officials, pro-Israel groups like CAMERA, and
legacy Jewish organizations like the ADL expanded and institutionalized the concept of the new
antisemitism, especially at times when Israel’s actions in the Middle East provoked heightened
criticism. At the same time, this chorus increasingly linked the new antisemitism to terrorism, while
the growing alliance between the Israeli government and the U.S. Christian right further seeded the

argument that antisemitism was a bigger problem on the left than on the right.

e 1981: A Jewish-Christian working group in the German Protestant church issued a memo,
“On the danger of a new anti-Semitism,” that, among other arguments, deemed
“unilaterall...] criticism of Israel” to be antisemitic. This framework was later popularized
via the “3D Test of Antisemitism” (see 2004 entry). The guidance concludes that
“Anti-Semitism also affects Jesus of Nazareth, who was a Jew.”

e 1982: During the Lebanon War and especially following the Sabra and Shatila massacre,
Israeli PM Begin denounced accusations of Israeli responsibility as a “blood libel,” recycling

classical antisemitic imagery to defend Israel. Neoconservative Jewish groups joined in this
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line of attack, with Commentary magazine editor-in-chief Norman Podhoretz publishing an
article titled “J’Accuse” (invoking the Dreyfus Affair, an antisemitic scandal in
late-19th-century France) in which he characterized the criticism of Israel’s Lebanon war as
“an eruption of anti-Semitism” and argued that “vilification of Israel is the phenomenon to
be addressed, and not the Israeli behavior that supposedly provoked it.”

e 1982: CAMERA was founded in Washington, D.C., with the aim of pushing back on
mainstream reporting of Israel’s abuses in the Lebanon War. It is the forerunner of what
would become a slew pro-Israel media watchdogs that, explicitly and implicitly, reinforce
the new antisemitism narrative by claiming that the mainstream media is institutionally
biased against Israel and smearing journalists and media outlets who cover Israeli violence
and discrimination or who express support for Palestinians.

e 1982: ADL head Nathan Perlmutter and his wife Ruth-Ann authored The Real Anti-Semitism
in America, stressing “anti-Israelism” as the main contemporary threat to American Jews.
Building on the new antisemitism framework, they cast antisemitism as not only individual
hatred but institutional and ideological opposition that often surfaced in international
arenas or in political movements that criticized Israel. They also portrayed groups
historically viewed as allies of Jews as consistent sources of antisemitism, while former
adversaries — especially the Christian right — were cited as new partners due to their
unwavering support for Israel.

e 1988: Amid continued fall-out from the Lebanon War and the first intifada (which began in
December 1987), and following high-profile attacks against Jewish communities in Europe,
the Israeli government changed tack and began intervening in the fight against antisemitism
in the diaspora. It established an inter-ministerial forum for monitoring antisemitism, and at
Tel Aviv University a new institute dedicated to studying contemporary antisemitism and
racism was founded.

e 1989: Amid the first intifada, when global criticism of Israel increased in response to its
violent crackdown on Palestinian protesters, the French philosopher Pierre Taguieff
proposed the term “the new Judeophobia” to describe the left’s opposition to Zionism on
antiracist grounds. Taguieff also used this framework to propose connections between the
anti-Zionist left and Islamist movements, which cast French Muslims whose families had

immigrated from former French colonies as primarily responsible for contemporary

antisemitism (an early iteration of the now-common “imported antisemitism” argument).
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e 1996: In the wake of the assassination of Israeli Prime Minister Yitzhak Rabin, who was
gunned down by an Israeli extremist over his pursuit of the Oslo Accords, Benjamin
Netanyahu was elected prime minister for the first time at the head of the Likud Party.
(Rabin’s assassin was among Netanyahu’s voters.) In his long career as prime minister,
Netanyahu has consistently advanced the new antisemitism framework by empowering his
ministers to integrate it into their policies and agendas, and by making frequent rhetorical

use of it himself — not least through his references to the Palestinians-as-Nazis analogy, a

framing that predated the idea of the new antisemitism but that would become an integral

part of its worldview.
2000s: The new antisemitism in the era of the ‘war on terror’ and BDS

The first few years of the new millennium brought rapid and far-reaching geopolitical shifts that
accelerated and evolved the new antisemitism discourse. The end of the Cold War saw the U.S.’s
foreign policy priorities shift from anti-communism to a “clash of civilizations” narrative that that
homed in on Islam as the ostensible primary threat; with that shift, Israel was once again
positioned as the U.S.’s key ally in the Middle East, only this time in a civilizational battle against the

Arab world rather than against Soviet influence.

Against this backdrop, and in the wake of the 2000 outbreak of the second intifada, the 9/11
attacks and the subsequent Global War on Terrorism, events at the 2001 World Conference Against
Racism (Durban I), and the 2005 formation of the Palestinian-led BDS movement, pro-Israel groups
and mainstream Jewish organizations, as well as prominent neoconservative forces in the U.S.,
increasingly framed criticism of Israel as part of a global wave of antisemitism intertwined with
terrorism, Islamism, and radical left politics. This decade also saw the beginnings of efforts to
institutionalize and codify a definition of antisemitism that drew heavily on the concept of the new

antisemitism and that could be used to delegitimize — and ultimately censor — criticism of Israel.

e 2000: The second intifada, which lasted until 2005 and which saw far more violence than
the first intifada, reintensified the global criticism of Israel’s use of force. At the same time,
Palestinian suicide bombings accelerated the Israeli government and its supporters’
arguments linking anti-Israel sentiment with terrorism — a linkage that, buttressed by the
new antisemitism framework, would start to open up new legal avenues for repressing

Palestinians and their allies. This also led to increased efforts by the Israeli government and
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pro-Israel groups to frame Palestinian militancy as part of a broader threat to Western

civilization.

(0]

The derogatory term “Pallywood” emerged in this period, accusing Palestinians of
staging or fabricating media coverage of their suffering to delegitimize Israel. This
racist trope buttressed the new antisemitism argument by presenting criticisms of
Israeli violence as baseless and rooted in prejudice against Jews, rather than

advocacy for Palestinian rights.

2001: At the UN’s World Conference Against Racism in Durban, South Africa (Durban I),

delegates presented a draft declaration equating Zionism with racism and condemning

Israel’s treatment of Palestinians as apartheid. In response, Israel and the United States

walked out, denouncing the conference as antisemitic.

(e]

Although the eventual declaration that passed did not describe Zionism as a form of
racism, the controversy over the conference and the motion on Zionism as racism

was intensified by the clear antisemitism on display at the NGO forum that preceded

Durban I, and on the sidelines of the conference itself. Participants reported that
copies of the Protocols of the Elders of Zion were on sale; and that pamphlets
circulated that suggested it might have been for the best had Hitler “won” alongside
other materials depicting Jews with features drawn from classical antisemitism,
such as hooked noses.

The “Durban moment” became a central reference for pro-Israel groups and fueled

the idea that global civil society (especially in the Global South) had become

antisemitic under the guise of anti-Zionism and criticism of Israel.

2001: HonestReporting, ostensibly a media watchdog, was founded to monitor what it

perceived as anti-Israel bias in Western press. Like CAMERA, the organization amplified the

new antisemitism narrative by attacking negative reporting on Israel as prejudiced or

antisemitic and seeking corrections and firings, pursuing a “name and shame” strategy to

silence critics of Israel. NGO Monitor, founded the following year, operates on similar

principles but focused on the non-profit sector. These and similar organizations typically

operate under neutral-sounding names that belie their partisan missions.

2001: The September 11 attacks and the subsequent “war on terror” catalyzed the

accelerated conflation of terrorism and Islam in global public discourse, leading to surging

Islamophobia. The Israeli government swiftly instrumentalized this geopolitical moment,
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actively seeking to associate its repression of Palestinians with this new, expansive
counterterrorism paradigm.

o Hardline figures such as then-Prime Minister Ariel Sharon explicitly framed

Palestinian leader Yasser Arafat as Israel's “Bin Laden,” portraying Israel as
strategically aligned with the U.S.' global fight against terrorism and as the West's

“front line” against radical Islamist terrorism, in an effort to recast Palestinian

national resistance as nothing more than a localized front of the global terrorist
threat. (Arafat, for his part, denounced the 9/11 attacks and called on Bin Laden to
stop “hid[ing] behind the Palestinian cause.”)

e 2003: The Israeli politician and former Soviet dissident Natan Sharansky launched the
Global Forum to Combat Antisemitism in Jerusalem, convening politicians, diplomats, and
NGOs to strategize around countering antisemitism, chiefly the new antisemitism.

e 2004: Sharansky introduced the “3D Test of Antisemitism,” a new antisemitism rubric,
arguing that “When criticism of Israel crosses the line into delegitimization, demonization,
or double standards, it becomes antisemitism.” Despite criticism, the “3D Test” became
widely cited as a credible tool for distinguishing between “legitimate” and “illegitimate”
criticism of Israel.

e 2005: The European Monitoring Centre on Racism and Xenophobia (EUMC), an EU agency,
published its first “working definition” of antisemitism, intended to be used for data
collection and monitoring on antisemitic incidents; the final draft of the definition had had

significant input from pro-Israel actors. Of the definition’s 11 examples, five related to

Israel, further legitimizing the idea of the new antisemitism. While never formally adopted

by the EU, the definition was widely embraced and was adopted by the U.S. State
Department.

e 2005: Palestinian civil society groups launched the Boycott, Divestment, Sanctions (BDS)
movement, calling for nonviolent pressure on Israel until it complies with international law.

In response, the Israeli government and its allies likened the tactics to Nazi boycotts of

Jews, and would go on to describe it as a new form of antisemitism.

e 2006: The Israeli government established the Ministry of Strategic Affairs, which would
later be tasked with coordinating campaigns against the “delegitimization” of the state of
Israel and against BDS, which it likened to a form of antisemitism.

e 2006: The first ever antisemitism studies center in North America was established at Yale.

The center and its director, Charles Asher Small, were criticized for using the “study” of
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antisemitism to defend the Israeli government, and for disproportionately focusing on

so-called Muslim antisemitism. The university closed the program in 2011 after finding it

did not meet academic standards, though Small continued its political project via the
independent organization ISGAP.

e 2006: Hamas won the Palestinian legislative elections and, after a conflict with Fatah, took
control of the Gaza Strip the following year. The installation of the militant group as Gaza’s
rulers fed into the “War on Terror”-era narrative associating Palestinian militancy with
global terrorism, and contributed to burgeoning efforts to erode the boundaries between

terrorism and antisemitism in the public discourse.

2010s - 2020s: Codifying the new antisemitism framework

During this period, the new antisemitism was consolidated into policy frameworks, legal definitions,
and international conventions. It became a central reference point in governmental, academic, and
civil-society debates about Israel-Palestine, freedom of speech, and racism, amid a growing trend
of political leaders classifying anti-Zionism as antisemitism. At the same time, the concept faced
mounting criticism from scholars, activists, and legal experts, among them many Jews, who argued
that it is frequently used in bad faith to suppress criticism of Israel and undermine Palestinian

rights advocacy.

e 2015: At the 5th Global Forum to Combat Antisemitism, delegates articulated concrete

recommendations for the EU and European governments to “[a]dopt a formal definition of
antisemitism applicable throughout the European Union and its member states under law,”
and for that definition of antisemitism to “include unambiguous reference to attacks on the
legitimacy of the State of Israel and its right to exist, and Holocaust denial as forms of
antisemitism.”

e 2015: Gilad Erdan is appointed Israel’s Minister of Strategic Affairs and Public Diplomacy,
overseeing an aggressive global drive by his ministry — in collaboration with pro-Israel
NGOs around the world — to push back on the BDS movement, Palestinians and their allies,
and criticism of Israel in general. This initiative would, within a few years, develop into a

multi-pronged effort to associate BDS in particular with antisemitism and terrorism, in part
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to try and skirt around free-speech protections that were, in some instances, proving an
obstacle to the passage of BDS laws.?

e 2016: The International Holocaust Remembrance Alliance (IHRA) adopted a “non-legally

binding working definition of antisemitism,” adapted from the earlier 2005 EUMC working
definition. More than half of the IHRA definition’s examples relate to Israel, effectively
tipping its emphasis toward the new antisemitism. The IHRA definition would go on to
become the most influential application of the new antisemitism framework, adopted

widely by various national and local governments and government agencies that often drew

on it to formulate anti-antisemitism policies, as well as by a range of educational and
cultural institutions around the world.

e 2016-2019: A raft of European countries adopted the working definition of antisemitism in
the first few years after its adoption by IHRA, including the U.K. (the first country in the
world to adopt it), France, Germany, Austria, Belgium, and the Netherlands. This helped
pave the way for escalating repression against pro-Palestine speech and activism by EU
governments, and a growing tendency by the global far right to use pro-IHRA politics as a
means of distracting from or denying their own antisemitism while channeling their
Islamophobia.

e 2019: The conservative columnist and media influencer Bari Weiss published “How to Fight
Antisemitism,” a leading example within the growing subgenre of non-fiction books that,
amid rising far-right antisemitism, use the new antisemitism framework to portray the fight

against antisemitism as needing to be predominantly focused on the left.

e 2019: Israel’s Ministry of Strategic Affairs issued its “Terrorists in Suits” and “Behind the
Mask” reports, both of which assess the BDS movement as inherently antisemitic and linked
to terrorist groups, as part of a broad push to make it susceptible to being challenged
— above all legally — under the IHRA definition.?

e 2019: Donald Trump issued an executive order directing federal agencies to refer to the
IHRA definition when addressing antisemitism complaints made under the Civil Rights Act.
The order targeted college campuses, often home to pro-Palestine groups, and effectively
placed students, faculty, and even administrators under threat of civil rights charges over

criticism of Israel. Kenneth Stern, the lead drafter of the original version of the definition,

2 Yousef Munayyer, “Closing Spaces Beyond Borders: Israel’s Transnational Network of Repression,” in Zaha Hassan
and H.A. Hellyer, eds., Suppressing Dissent: Shrinking Civic Space, Transnational Repression and Palestine-Israel,
(2024), 201-203.

3 Munayyer, “Closing Spaces,” 201-203.
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warned that the definition was “never intended to be a campus hate-speech code” and that

Trump’s EO was an “attack on academic freedom and free speech.”
e 2020: A group of over 200 scholars, many of them Jewish, signed the “Jerusalem

Declaration on Antisemitism” (JDA), offering an alternative to the IHRA definition that

explicitly distinguished between antisemitism and political criticism of Israel. Another

alternative definition, the Nexus Document, was published the following year; like the JDA,

it also sought to disentangle the conflation between antisemitism and criticism of Israel.

e 2023: The Biden administration published its National Strategy to Counter Antisemitism,

which largely sidestepped the new antisemitism framework by refraining from endorsing
the IHRA definition.

e 2024: The Heritage Foundation, a U.S. conservative think tank, published “Project Esther,”
intended as a blueprint for the second Trump administration to counter antisemitism by
attacking universities and higher education, defunding left and civil society groups, and
deporting Palestine activists, which it alleges are part of global terrorist network (“Hamas
Support Network”). Project Esther, which relies on the IHRA framework, emphasizes
“delegitimization of Israel” as a central form of antisemitism.

e 2025: Trump began his second term as president by expanding his 2019 directive on
antisemitism, issuing a new executive order that also invoked the IHRA definition and, as an
accompanying White House “fact sheet” made clear, was intended to be used as a weapon

against the left. This was followed by high-profile arrests and attempted deportations of

students protesting the genocide in Gaza, as well as by new immigration policies that seek

to bar those who have been critical of Israel or supportive of the Palestinian cause on social
media, or who have attended such protests, from applying for permanent residence in the

U.S. — framing such speech and action as potentially “antisemitic conduct or ideology.”
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