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Executive Summary  

 

 

Since October 7, 2023, the accusation that Israel is perpetrating genocide in Gaza has become 
one of the most prominent and fiercely contested claims surrounding the Israel-Hamas war. On 
U.S. campuses, the charge entered the academic sphere remarkably early. 

Between October 10 and October 24, 2023 -- before Israel began its major ground invasion of 
Gaza -- 14 academic units at 12 U.S. campuses sponsored events or issued statements accusing 
Israel of perpetrating, or preparing to perpetrate, genocide. Every one was led by a senior unit 
leader who had publicly supported an academic boycott of Israel before October 7. That pattern 
raised a broader question: Was the genocide accusation in academic programming associated 
with preexisting commitments to boycott or sanction Israel? 

The study analyzed 278 publicly available recordings of academic-unit-sponsored Israel-related 
events held during the 2024–2025 academic year at 51 U.S. campuses popular with Jewish 
students. Ninety-three events featured at least one speaker with documented pre-October 7 
support for boycotting or sanctioning Israel or for the Boycott, Divestment and Sanctions (BDS) 
movement; the remaining 185 featured no speakers identified as having supported BDS either 
before or after October 7. 

The findings were striking: 
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 Events featuring a pre-October 7 BDS-supporting speaker were roughly 40 times as 
likely to contain an accusation that Israel was perpetrating genocide. Eighty-five 
percent of the 93 BDS-speaker events contained the accusation, compared with just 2% 
of the 185 events with no identified BDS-supporting speakers. Among the 83 events 
containing the accusation, the median was seven references per event. 

 BDS-speaker events were nearly nine times as likely to be sponsored by an academic 
unit led by a pre-October 7 academic-boycott supporter. Fifty-six percent had at least 
one such sponsoring unit, compared with 6% of events with no identified BDS-
supporting speakers. 

 One-quarter of the events featuring BDS-supporting speakers were promoted by 
their sponsoring academic units with language accusing Israel of genocide. Of those 
events, 96% had at least one sponsoring academic unit led by a pre-October 7 academic-
boycott supporter, compared with 43% of those whose promotion did not include the 
genocide accusation. 

The last finding is especially significant because what a guest speaker says cannot automatically 
be attributed to a sponsoring academic unit. Language appearing in an event title, announcement, 
or other official promotional material, however, is part of how the academic unit itself presents 
the event to the university community. 

Taken together, the findings reveal a strong connection between the genocide accusation in 
academic programming and a preexisting political effort to boycott and isolate Israel. That 
relationship suggests the genocide accusation is functioning as a form of anti-normalization 
within the BDS movement. In academia, a core aim of the boycott campaign is to prevent the 
“normalization” of Israel -- ordinary academic engagement that activists view as legitimizing 
Israeli wrongdoing. Portraying Israel as genocidal makes such engagement appear morally 
unacceptable and helps justify boycott and exclusion. 

The findings also point to a larger institutional role. When academic units led by pre-October 7 
academic-boycott supporters sponsor BDS-speaker events -- especially when the units’ own 
promotional materials frame Israel as genocidal -- they carry political claims aligned with the 
BDS movement into academic programming and lend them institutional authority. 

The effects of the genocide accusation, amplified when it is presented under academic auspices, 
extends beyond the delegitimization of Israel to Jewish and pro-Israel students themselves. When 
Israel is presented as a genocidal state, those students can be stigmatized as defenders or 
supporters of an extraordinary moral crime, helping fuel exclusion, harassment, and hostility. 

The implications extend beyond campus. Because universities can lend political claims the 
authority of scholarship, the academic presentation of the genocide accusation may help amplify 
both the accusation and the antisemitic hostility it can fuel in the broader society. 

The report recommends content-neutral safeguards against academic politicization and 
independent mechanisms for enforcing them. State governments should condition relevant 
funding for public universities on meaningful safeguards and enforcement, while federal 
policymakers should consider comparable requirements. State legislatures should also consider 
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prohibiting public universities from implementing politically motivated academic boycotts 
through university authority and academic functions. 

What is ultimately at stake is whether universities will protect the integrity of their academic 
mission -- or allow the machinery of scholarship to be repurposed for political campaigns that 
distort knowledge, stigmatize students, and carry those consequences far beyond campus. 
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I. Introduction 
 

 
 
 
 
Since October 7, 2023, the accusation that Israel is perpetrating genocide in Gaza has become 
one of the most prominent and fiercely contested claims surrounding the Israel-Hamas war. It 
has been advanced by activists, scholars, international organizations, legal advocates, and 
political figures, while others have strongly disputed both its factual and legal basis. On U.S. 
campuses, the charge has become a recurring feature of protests, teach-ins, public statements, 
and academic programming. 

Its appearance in the university’s academic domain is particularly significant. When 
departments, centers, programs, and other academic units sponsor events or issue statements 
accusing Israel of genocide, the allegation enters campus discourse under the auspices of 
institutions whose primary functions are teaching and scholarship. Academic sponsorship does 
not necessarily signify endorsement of everything said at an event, but it gives speakers, 
subjects, and claims a university-sanctioned academic platform. 

The genocide charge against Israel entered that domain remarkably early. An examination of 
AMCHA Initiative’s database1 identified numerous academic-unit-sponsored events and 
statements between October 10 and October 24, 2023 -- before Israel began its major ground 
invasion of Gaza -- in which Israel was accused of perpetrating, or preparing to perpetrate, 

 
1 https://amchainitiative.org/search-by-incident#incident/display-by-date/  

https://amchainitiative.org/search-by-incident#incident/display-by-date/
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genocide. These events and statements appeared at 12 campuses across the country and involved 
14 sponsoring or co-sponsoring academic units. Notably, every one of those units was led at the 
time by a chair, director, or other senior unit leader who, before October 7, had publicly endorsed 
an academic boycott of Israel – an effort to sever or prevent academic relationships, programs, 
collaborations, and other forms of engagement with Israeli institutions. See Appendix A for early 
examples of accusations of genocide leveled against Israel in statements authored and events 
sponsored by academic units on U.S. campuses.   

The consistent link between these early genocide accusations and academic-unit leaders who had 
previously supported an academic boycott of Israel suggested that the two might be meaningfully 
connected. Support for boycotting or sanctioning Israel goes beyond expressing a political view; 
it reflects a willingness to take action against Israel. Academic boycotts are one form of such 
action and part of the broader Boycott, Divestment and Sanctions (BDS) movement. A core aim 
of the academic-boycott campaign is to prevent the normalization of Israel in the academy.2 
Within that framework, delegitimizing and demonizing portrayals of Israel function as forms of 
anti-normalization by casting ordinary academic engagement with Israel as legitimizing or 
“whitewashing” serious wrongdoing. The apparent relationship between prior boycott 
commitments and the genocide charge warranted closer, systematic investigation. 

The present study builds on more than a decade of AMCHA Initiative research that has used 
public support for an academic boycott of Israel as an objective, measurable indicator of both 
faculty anti-Zionism and a willingness to translate anti-Zionist views into action within the 
academy.3 Across six previous studies, AMCHA has examined the relationship between 
academic-BDS-supporting faculty and campus antisemitism, departmentally sponsored 
programming, classroom content, departmental political statements, and organized post-October 
7 faculty activism. Particularly relevant to the current study, a 2017 analysis found that academic 
units with boycotting faculty were substantially more likely to sponsor events featuring BDS-
supporting speakers, and that in two of the three fields examined, units led by academic-BDS-
supporting chairs or directors were also significantly more likely to do so.4 

This study extends that earlier work in an important way. Rather than using the presence of a 
BDS-supporting speaker as an indicator that an event was likely to contain anti-Zionist content, 
as the 2017 study did, this study directly examines what speakers said. It focuses on one 
particularly consequential claim that became prominent after October 7: the accusation that Israel 
is perpetrating genocide. It asks whether the genocide accusation was disproportionately 
associated with speakers who had already supported boycotting or sanctioning Israel, or BDS 
more generally, before the war. It also examines whether events featuring such speakers were 
disproportionately sponsored by academic units led by pre-October 7 academic-boycott 
supporters, and whether such leadership was associated with the genocide accusation appearing 
in an event’s official promotion. 

 
2 https://usacbi.org/guidelines-for-applying-the-international-academic-boycott-of-israel/  
3 https://amchainitiative.org/reports  
4 https://amchainitiative.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/10/Faculty-Report.pdf  

https://usacbi.org/guidelines-for-applying-the-international-academic-boycott-of-israel/
https://amchainitiative.org/reports
https://amchainitiative.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/10/Faculty-Report.pdf
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II. Methodology 
 

 
 
 

Study Questions and Measures 

This study examined publicly available recordings of academic-unit-sponsored events relevant to 
Israel held during the 2024–2025 academic year, with the event as the unit of analysis. The study 
investigated three principal questions:  

1. Whether events featuring at least one speaker who had publicly supported boycotting or 
sanctioning Israel, or BDS more generally, before October 7, 2023, were more likely to 
accuse Israel of genocide than events featuring no speakers identified as supporting a 
boycott of Israel or BDS at any time.  

2. Whether events featuring such speakers were more likely to be sponsored by an academic 
unit led by a pre-October 7 academic-boycott supporter.  

3. Among events featuring pre-October 7 BDS-supporting speakers, whether events with 
genocide accusations in their official promotion were more likely than events without 
such accusations to have at least one sponsoring academic unit led by a pre-October 7 
academic-boycott supporter. 

Each event was coded for the BDS status of its speakers, the presence or absence of an 
accusation that Israel was perpetrating genocide, the number of genocide references, the presence 
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of genocide language in the event’s promotional materials, and the academic-BDS status of the 
leader of each sponsoring academic unit. 

Campus and Event Selection 

The study examined events held from July 1, 2024, through June 30, 2025, at 116 U.S. colleges 
and universities identified by Hillel International as being among the campuses most popular 
with Jewish students.5 To be included, an event had to be sponsored or co-sponsored by at least 
one academic unit -- including a department, center, program, institute, or school -- and have a 
publicly accessible video recording accompanied by an online transcript. 

A systematic search of university websites, video platforms, social media, and the internet, 
followed by application of the inclusion and exclusion criteria described below, yielded a final 
sample of 278 qualifying events at 51 campuses. Details of the search procedure, search terms, 
and treatment of multi-campus events are provided in Appendix B. 

Speaker and Event Classification; Genocide Coding 

Speakers were first classified according to their documented support for boycotting or 
sanctioning Israel or for BDS more generally. A speaker was classified as having pre-October 7 
BDS support when such support was documented before October 7, 2023. Evidence included 
signatures on public statements or petitions, published writings or remarks, social-media posts, 
and participation in boycott initiatives. Support for boycotts or sanctions limited to Israeli 
settlements was included. 

A speaker was classified as having no identified BDS support only after a documented search 
found no evidence of such support either before or after October 7, 2023. This classification did 
not imply that the speaker supported Israel or opposed BDS. Speakers who were highly critical 
of Israel -- including those who had characterized Israel as an apartheid or settler-colonial state -- 
were still classified as having no identified BDS support when no evidence of support for 
boycotting or sanctioning Israel was found. 

Events were then classified on the basis of their speakers. An event was classified as a BDS-
speaker event when at least one speaker had documented pre-October 7 BDS support. An event 
was classified as a non-BDS-speaker event only when no BDS support was identified for any 
speaker either before or after October 7. 

Because the study was designed to test whether preexisting boycott commitments were 
associated with later use of the genocide accusation, speakers whose support for boycott or BDS 
was documented only after October 7 could be classified neither as having a pre-October 7 
commitment nor as having no identified BDS support. Events featuring such speakers were 
therefore excluded from both comparison groups. 

 
5 https://www.hillel.org/top-60-jewish-colleges/  

https://www.hillel.org/top-60-jewish-colleges/
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An event was coded as containing a genocide accusation when a speaker or moderator used the 
words “genocide” or “genocidal” presumptively to characterize Israel’s conduct as genocide. 
Each qualifying reference was verified against the recording itself. Event promotion was coded 
separately and included the event title, announcement, description, academic-unit promotional 
materials, and the description accompanying the online video. Detailed coding rules are provided 
in Appendix B. 

Academic-Unit Leadership 

The chair, director, or equivalent leader of each sponsoring or co-sponsoring academic unit was 
identified at or close to the time of the event using archived academic-unit webpages. An 
academic unit was classified as having an academic-BDS-supporting leader when its chair, 
director, co-chair, or co-director had publicly endorsed, before October 7, 2023, a petition or 
statement calling for an academic boycott of Israel. An event was classified as having an 
academic-BDS-supporting leader when at least one sponsoring or co-sponsoring academic unit 
met this criterion. 

For readability, the Results section uses “academic-BDS-supporting chair” as shorthand for 
chairs, directors, and equivalent leaders included in this classification. 

Statistical Analysis 

Pearson chi-square tests of independence were used to evaluate three associations in 2 × 2 
contingency tables: speaker classification and the presence of a genocide accusation; speaker 
classification and sponsorship by an academic unit with an academic-BDS-supporting chair; and, 
among BDS-speaker events, genocide language in event promotion and sponsorship by an 
academic unit with an academic-BDS-supporting leader. All tests were two-sided, with statistical 
significance evaluated at (p<.05). Relative likelihoods were calculated by dividing the proportion 
of events with the outcome in one group by the corresponding proportion in the comparison 
group. 

Because the study examined publicly available recordings that could be located, the dataset 
represents the universe of identified recordings meeting the inclusion criteria, not every 
academic-unit-sponsored Israel-related event held at the selected campuses. Recording, 
preservation, transcription, and public availability may have differed across campuses and event 
types. 
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III. Results 
 

 
 
 

Event Sample 

The study included 278 publicly available recordings of academic-unit-sponsored events relevant 
to Israel held during the 2024–2025 academic year at 51 campuses popular with Jewish students. 
Of these, 93 events at 27 campuses were classified as BDS-speaker events, and 185 events at 43 
campuses were classified as non-BDS-speaker events.6 See Appendix C for a list of the 51 
schools in the study, the number of videotaped events in each category they hosted, and the 
number containing accusations of genocide. 

Accusations of Genocide 

The two groups differed sharply in their use of the genocide accusation. Seventy-nine of the 93 
BDS-speaker events (85%) included one or more statements accusing Israel of perpetrating 
genocide. By comparison, only four of the 185 non-BDS-speaker events (2%) included such an 
accusation. Thus, BDS-speaker events were approximately 40 times as likely as non-BDS-

 
6 The campus counts sum to more than 51 because some campuses hosted events in both categories. 
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speaker events to include an accusation of genocide. The difference between the two groups was 
statistically significant: 𝜒𝜒2 = 202.5, p < .001. See Figure 1. 

 

Figure 1 
Academic-Unit-Sponsored Events Accusing Israel of Genocide 

 

Where the accusation appeared, it was often repeated: across the 83 events accusing Israel of 
genocide, the number of references ranged from one to 53, with a median of seven per event. 
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Academic-BDS-Supporting Unit Chairs or Directors 

BDS-speaker events were also substantially more likely than non-BDS-speaker events to have 
been sponsored by at least one academic unit whose chair or director had publicly expressed 
support for an academic boycott of Israel before October 7, 2023. Fifty-two of the 93 BDS-
speaker events (56%) had one or more sponsoring units with an academic-BDS-supporting chair 
or director, compared with 12 of the 185 non-BDS-speaker events (6%). BDS-speaker events 
were therefore nearly nine times as likely to have a sponsoring academic unit led by an 
academic-BDS-supporting chair. This association was statistically significant, 𝜒𝜒2 = 85.3, p < 
.001. See Figure 2. 

Figure 2 
Events with an Academic-BDS-Supporting Unit Chair or Director 
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The relationship with academic-unit leadership was especially pronounced when the genocide 
accusation appeared in the event’s official title or announcement. Among the 93 BDS-speaker 
events, 23 included an accusation of genocide in the event title or promotional announcement. 
Twenty-two of those 23 events (96%) had at least one sponsoring unit with an academic-BDS-
supporting chair or director. In contrast, among the 70 BDS-speaker events whose titles and 
announcements did not include the genocide accusation, 30 (43%) had at least one sponsoring 
unit with an academic-BDS-supporting chair or director. The association was statistically 
significant, 𝜒𝜒2 = 19.6, 𝑝𝑝 < .001. See Figure 3. 

 

Figure 3 
Genocide Accusations in Event Promotion and Academic-BDS-Supporting 

Chairs/Directors 
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IV. Discussion 
 

 
 
 

BDS-Supporting Speakers and the Genocide Accusation 

The findings reveal an unusually strong relationship between prior support for boycotting or 
sanctioning Israel and the use of the genocide accusation in academic-unit-sponsored 
programming. Events featuring a pre-October 7 BDS-supporting speaker were roughly 40 times 
as likely to accuse Israel of genocide as events with no identified BDS-supporting speakers. The 
magnitude of this disparity suggests that the genocide accusation was not simply a broadly 
shared feature of academic discussion about Israel and Gaza during the 2024–2025 academic 
year. Rather, its use was overwhelmingly concentrated among speakers who entered the post-
October 7 period with a preexisting commitment to taking action against Israel through boycott 
or sanctions. 

Academic-Unit Leadership and Institutionalization 

The study also found that the academic-boycott commitments of academic-unit leaders were 
strongly associated with the kinds of events their units sponsored. Events featuring pre-October 7 
BDS-supporting speakers were nearly nine times as likely as events without identified BDS-
supporting speakers to be sponsored by at least one academic unit led by a faculty member who 
had previously endorsed an academic boycott of Israel. The relationship was even more 
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pronounced when the genocide accusation became part of the event’s official framing: among 
BDS-speaker events whose promotion accused Israel of genocide, 96% had at least one 
sponsoring academic unit led by a pre-October 7 academic-boycott supporter, compared with 
43% of those whose promotion did not contain the accusation. 

What a guest speaker says during an event cannot automatically be attributed to the sponsoring 
department, center, or program. An accusation appearing in an event title, official announcement, 
or other sponsoring-unit promotional material, however, occupies a different institutional 
position. It is part of the framework through which the academic unit itself presents the event to 
the university community. 

The study does not establish that a chair or director personally selected a particular speaker, 
wrote promotional language, or directed an event's content. Nevertheless, the close association 
between academic-boycott-supporting leadership and both BDS-speaker programming and 
genocide framing in promotional materials suggests that the political commitments present 
within academic-unit leadership are related to the kinds of speakers and claims that receive 
institutional academic platforms. The significance of the findings therefore extends beyond the 
political views of individual faculty members. They raise questions about the role academic units 
themselves can play in carrying political commitments into university programming and giving 
them institutional authority. 

The Genocide Accusation and the BDS Anti-Normalization Framework 

These preexisting boycott commitments are significant. Support for boycotting or sanctioning 
Israel represents more than a political judgment about Israel or its policies; it entails support for 
concrete action intended to isolate, exclude, or exert pressure on the country or institutions 
associated with it. Academic boycott campaigns carry that action directly into the university by 
seeking to curtail academic relationships, collaborations, programs, exchanges, and other forms 
of engagement with Israeli institutions. 

These boycott efforts are also situated within the BDS movement's broader commitment to 
opposing the normalization of Israel and Zionism. In the academic context, anti-normalization 
therefore operates on two related levels: by attempting to prevent or sever ordinary academic 
engagement with Israel, and by delegitimizing Israel in ways that make such engagement appear 
morally unacceptable in the first place. 

The genocide accusation is particularly powerful in this regard. To describe a state as committing 
genocide is not merely to criticize a government policy or even to accuse it of serious 
wrongdoing. It places that state in a category associated with the gravest form of collective 
criminality and casts continued engagement with it as potentially complicit in an extraordinary 
moral evil.7 In this sense, portraying Israel as genocidal can supply a powerful justification for 
precisely the boycotts, exclusions, and rejection of normal relations that BDS seeks to advance. 

 
7 For a historical analysis of genocide accusations against Israel and their relationship to delegitimization, see 
Norman J. W. Goda, “The Genocide Libel: How the World Has Charged Israel with Genocide,” Institute for the 
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The present findings are consistent with the possibility that the genocide charge is functioning in 
academic programming within this preexisting political framework. They do not establish that 
individual speakers adopted the accusation because of their support for BDS, nor do they 
establish that every speaker invoking genocide intended to advance an anti-normalization 
agenda. Speakers may sincerely believe that Israel's conduct constitutes genocide for reasons 
independent of their boycott commitments. But the extraordinary concentration of the charge 
among those who had already endorsed concrete action against Israel before the war makes the 
relationship difficult to dismiss as incidental. 

Implications on Campus and Beyond 

The consequences of giving BDS-aligned genocide framing an academic platform are not 
confined to how Israel is discussed. When academic programming repeatedly presents Israel as a 
genocidal state, the stigma can readily extend to people for whom Israel or Zionism is 
meaningful, as well as to those who simply reject the genocide accusation. The same BDS-
promoted anti-normalization logic that seeks to render Israel and Zionism beyond the bounds of 
legitimate engagement can, when given institutional academic standing, extend to Jewish and 
pro-Israel students themselves. They can then be treated not merely as participants in a political 
disagreement, but as defenders or supporters of an extraordinary moral crime, helping fuel 
exclusion, harassment, and hostility toward them. 

The implications extend beyond campus as well. Taken together, the study’s findings about 
speakers and academic-unit leadership illuminate a larger question raised at the beginning of this 
report: how an accusation that was highly contested nevertheless became so pervasive in public 
discourse after October 7. 

Universities occupy a distinctive position in the production of social authority. Claims advanced 
by political activists are generally understood as advocacy. The same claims can acquire a 
different status when advanced by professors, presented at university-sponsored events, 
incorporated into academic programming, and circulated under the names of departments, 
centers, and institutes. Academic sponsorship does not prove the truth of a claim, nor does it 
necessarily indicate institutional endorsement. But it can give the claim the appearance of having 
passed through institutions devoted to scholarship, evidence, and expertise. 

The events documented in Appendix A illustrate how rapidly this process can occur. Within the 
first weeks after October 7, the genocide accusation was appearing not merely at demonstrations 
but in department-authored statements, university-sponsored teach-ins, academic resource pages, 
and even programming expressly designed to help instructors bring the framing into their 
classrooms. By the following academic year, the accusation had become a recurring feature of 
BDS-speaker events and was often repeated within them: across the 83 events containing the 
accusation, the median was seven genocide references per event, with some containing as many 
as 53. 

 
Study of Contemporary Antisemitism Research Paper 2025-3 (February 2025): https://isca.indiana.edu/publication-
research/research-paper-series/norman-jw-goda-research-paper.html. 

https://isca.indiana.edu/publication-research/research-paper-series/norman-jw-goda-research-paper.html
https://isca.indiana.edu/publication-research/research-paper-series/norman-jw-goda-research-paper.html
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This suggests a plausible pathway by which movement-aligned political claims can acquire 
wider legitimacy and reach. A claim rooted in political advocacy enters academic spaces through 
scholars and academic units already sympathetic to the underlying political movement and its 
activist campaigns; repeated presentation under academic auspices gives that claim an additional 
layer of scholarly and institutional authority; and that authority, in turn, makes the claim more 
readily accepted and reproduced by actors outside the university. 

The study cannot establish that academic programming caused the genocide accusation to spread 
more widely. But the findings identify a mechanism that may help explain how an intensely 
political claim can move from activist discourse toward the status of an apparently authoritative 
description of reality and, from there, into broader public discourse. Universities need not 
originate a political claim to play an important role in legitimizing and amplifying it. 

Nor need the consequences of the genocide claim stop with those directly affected on campus. If 
academic authority helps the genocide accusation travel beyond the university, the stigma and 
hostility it can generate are also likely to accompany it. 

What begins as a political campaign to demonize and isolate Israel can thus become something 
much larger: an academic framework that legitimizes hostility toward Jewish and pro-Israel 
students on campus and helps carry both the “genocide” accusation and the antisemitic hostility 
it can fuel far beyond the university. 
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V. Recommendations 
 

 
 
 

The findings point to a governance problem broader than any one political controversy. 
Addressing it requires action from both universities and the public authorities that fund and 
oversee them. The issue is not the examination or expression of contested political claims, but 
the use of institutional authority, resources, or academic functions by universities and their 
academic units to advance political campaigns or take institutional political positions. 

A. University Responsibilities 

Establish Safeguards Against Academic Politicization 

Universities should prohibit departments, centers, programs, institutes, and other academic units 
from using their institutional authority or resources -- including official statements, websites, 
mailing lists, event sponsorship, university funds, and curricular authority -- to advance political 
campaigns or take institutional political positions unrelated to their academic mission. 

Academic-unit-sponsored programming should serve a genuine scholarly or educational purpose 
rather than function primarily as a vehicle for political advocacy or mobilization. Safeguards 
should also extend to instruction, ensuring that university-conferred teaching authority is not 
used to recruit students into political causes, compel political participation, penalize students for 
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their beliefs or associations, or substitute political advocacy for legitimate course content and 
scholarly inquiry. 

Create Independent Enforcement Mechanisms 

Policies are meaningful only if they are enforced. Universities should establish clear procedures 
for reporting and reviewing alleged misuse of academic authority and resources for political 
purposes. Review should be independent of the academic unit involved and include conflict-of-
interest protections, transparent standards, meaningful corrective measures, and avenues for 
appeal. Universities should also consider patterns of conduct rather than treating repeated 
instances of politicization as unrelated events. 

B. Government and Public Accountability 

Condition Public Funding on Meaningful Safeguards and Enforcement 

State governments should condition relevant funding for public universities on maintaining and 
enforcing adequate, content-neutral safeguards against academic politicization. Federal 
policymakers should consider comparable requirements for institutions receiving federal higher-
education funding. 

Such requirements should focus on whether universities have clear standards, independent 
enforcement mechanisms, and meaningful corrective procedures, not on the political viewpoint 
involved. Institutions should be required to demonstrate actual compliance and enforcement, not 
simply the existence of policies on paper. 

Consider Legislation Prohibiting the Implementation of Academic Boycotts 

State legislatures, particularly with respect to public universities, should consider legislation 
prohibiting the implementation of politically motivated academic boycotts. Such legislation 
should prevent universities and their academic units from using teaching, research, 
collaborations, exchanges, study-abroad programs, institutional partnerships, or other academic 
functions to isolate a country or its academic institutions for political purposes. 

The focus should be on the implementation of political boycotts through university authority and 
academic functions, rather than on the mere expression of political views. Academic institutions 
exist to facilitate the production and exchange of knowledge; they should not be converted into 
instruments for politically motivated exclusion. 

 

When academic units become instruments of political campaigns, they compromise the integrity 
of scholarship, harm students caught in the resulting politicization, and erode public trust in 
higher education. Universities must restore and enforce the boundary between academic inquiry 
and political activism -- and governments that fund them should require nothing less. 
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Appendix A: Early Accusations of Genocide Post-10/7 
 

Examples of accusations of genocide in academic-unit authored statements 
and sponsored events on U.S. campuses October 10 to October 24, 2023 

 
 October 10, 2023 - The Critical Race and Ethnic Studies Department at University of 

California Santa Cruz posted to their website a Call for a Global General Strike, which stated 
in part, “As a department, we are observing the Palestinian-led Global General Strike and 
will not conduct university business as usual on 10/20/23. We are in full support of the strike 
to stand against Israel’s genocidal attack on Gaza, itself an extension of the ongoing Nakba 
Palestinians have experienced for over 75 years. As educators, following our colleagues at 
Birzeit University, we call upon our academic communities to “fulfill their intellectual and 
academic duty of seeking truth, maintaining a critical distance from state-sponsored 
propaganda, and to hold the perpetrators of genocide and those complicit with them 
accountable.”8 

 October 16, 2023 - The Center for the Study of Muslim and Arab Worlds at California State 
University San Bernardino released a statement reading in part: “We at the Center for the 
Study of Muslim and Arab Worlds (CSMAW) are writing to you with broken hearts over the 
horrific state of violence in Gaza and the reprehensible and grossly unjust continued 
genocide of Palestinian people by the state of Israel."9 

 October 18, 2023 – The Department of Women’s and Gender Studies at Syracuse University 
released a statement reading in part: “We are in solidarity with the Palestinian people in their 
struggle against Israeli settler colonialism and occupation and support Palestinians in Gaza... 
We oppose the active genocide of a dispossessed people and population who are trapped in 
what the UN, Israeli, and international human rights organizations have long called an open-
air prison.”10 

 October 20, 2023 –The Ethnic Studies Department at University of California San Diego 
released a statement reading in part: “We call for an immediate end to the war crimes and 
genocide taking place against the Palestinian people... we join together with you in our 
collective grief and in our support for an end to the genocide in Gaza.”11 

 October 20, 2023 – The Women’s Studies Department at University of North Carolina 
Chapel Hill issued a statement reading in part: “Our position reflects our long-standing 
feminist commitments to anti-racist education, emancipatory politics, and decolonial praxis. 
We oppose the active genocide of a dispossessed people and population who are trapped in 

 
8 https://amchainitiative.org/search-by-incident#incident/display-by-date/details/65380f8069ffd7002788f93d/  
9 https://amchainitiative.org/search-by-incident#incident/display-by-date/details/65c400d4cfd0c700280c8f6b/  
10 https://amchainitiative.org/search-by-incident#incident/display-by-date/details/65b054fd6c3afe0029656f65/  
11 https://amchainitiative.org/search-by-incident#incident/display-by-date/details/6580dca43dd189002a36fb04/  

https://amchainitiative.org/search-by-incident#incident/display-by-date/details/65380f8069ffd7002788f93d/
https://amchainitiative.org/search-by-incident#incident/display-by-date/details/65c400d4cfd0c700280c8f6b/
https://amchainitiative.org/search-by-incident#incident/display-by-date/details/65b054fd6c3afe0029656f65/
https://amchainitiative.org/search-by-incident#incident/display-by-date/details/6580dca43dd189002a36fb04/
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what the UN, Israeli, and international human rights organizations have long called an open-
air prison.”12 

 October 20, 2023 – Middle East studies programs at six U.S. universities (Georgetown, 
George Mason, Rutgers, Harvard, Brown, and University of Chicago) co-organized “Gaza in 
Context: A Collaborative Teach in Series” with Jadaliyya. During the first event in the series, 
multiple speakers accused Israel of genocide: “At the moment there is genocidal 
warfare…zealously supported by European and Western capitals”; “There is clearly a 
genocidal war”; “I will use this moment to read from a statement put out by my union at 
Birzeit University Union of Professors and Employees in Occupied Palestine dated October 
11th, in the hopes that it can make where I speak from and what we are trying to do every day 
here through this hysterical genocide”; “Regardless of Hamas, there’s going to be, there has 
been, genocide”; “I’m saying this in the face of crimes against humanity and genocidal 
intent…and all sorts of other horrors that the Israeli government is perpetrating on the 
Palestinian people in Gaza and elsewhere”; “We could go back to the drawing board and 
think about whether we want to build a movement that is capable of stopping a war machine 
in a moment like this – a genocidal intent, a genocidal machine in a moment like this”; “As 
we witness the annihilation in that part of Palestine we now call the Gaza Strip, as we face 
the realities of genocide in real time, we…are summoned into multiple necropolitical 
traps”.13 

 October 22, 2023 – The Ethnic Studies Department at the University of Colorado Boulder 
released a statement reading in part: “[S]tarting October 7, 2023… we witness another 
unprecedented genocidal attack on the Palestinian people… We also stand in solidarity and 
amplify the voices of student leaders on campus who are demanding the University of 
Colorado Boulder to take a stand with Palestinians and not be complicit in their genocide. 
Further, we demand that the university must ensure the safety of anti-genocide student and 
community activists on campus. In this time of heightened violence, we must protect those 
who are fighting against genocide, apartheid, and occupation.14  

 October 23, 2023 – The Critical Race and Ethnic Studies Department at University of 
California Santa Cruz posted a page to its departmental website under the banner “Calls for 
Academic Institutions to End Genocide Against Palestinians” that linked to three documents 
accusing Israel of genocide:15 1) A 10/17/23 Open Letter from the Institute for the Critical 
Study of Zionism’s Research Community that began, “We call on everyone – including 
scholars, researchers, organizers, and administrators worldwide – to act now to end Israel’s 
genocidal attack on Gaza”;16 2) A 10/15/23 Open Letter from Birzeit University in Palestine 

 
12 https://amchainitiative.org/search-by-incident#incident/display-by-date/details/65cd67e69c21a70027872d49/  
13 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=aAKWgcpeYNo  
14 https://amchainitiative.org/search-by-incident#incident/display-by-date/details/653ada4f92bbe50029d90673/  
15 https://cres.ucsc.edu/statements/2023/10/calls-for-academic-institutions-to-end-genocide-against-palestinians/  
16 https://www.amchainitiative.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/10/UCSC-CRES-Promoted-ICSZ-Open-Letter-on-
Gaza-10.17.23.pdf   

https://amchainitiative.org/search-by-incident#incident/display-by-date/details/65cd67e69c21a70027872d49/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=aAKWgcpeYNo
https://amchainitiative.org/search-by-incident#incident/display-by-date/details/653ada4f92bbe50029d90673/
https://cres.ucsc.edu/statements/2023/10/calls-for-academic-institutions-to-end-genocide-against-palestinians/
https://www.amchainitiative.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/10/UCSC-CRES-Promoted-ICSZ-Open-Letter-on-Gaza-10.17.23.pdf
https://www.amchainitiative.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/10/UCSC-CRES-Promoted-ICSZ-Open-Letter-on-Gaza-10.17.23.pdf
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to International Academic Institutions,17 which read in part, “We at Birzeit University call 
upon international academic institutions to take concrete action to stop the genocidal war on 
the Palestinian people and to end Israeli settler colonialism”; and 3) A 10/16/23 letter from 
the UC Ethnic Studies Faculty Council to the University of California Board of Regents, 
President and Chancellors, which began, “In the strongest possible terms, the UC Ethnic 
Studies Faculty Council…rejects recent UC administrative communications that distort and 
misrepresent the unfolding genocide of Palestinians in Gaza and thereby contribute to the 
racist and dehumanizing erasure of Palestinian daily reality.”18 

 October 24, 2023 – The Critical Race and Ethnic Studies Department at University of 
California Santa Cruz presented "The Genocide in Gaza in Our Classrooms: A Teaching 
Palestine Workshop," whose advertisement stated, “This teach-in is open to all, but will be 
geared toward those teaching and TA’ing this quarter. We will contextualize the unfolding 
genocide on Gaza and offer resources for facilitating these discussions in your 
classrooms.”19 

 
 

 
  

 
17 https://www.birzeit.edu/sites/default/files/upload/open_letter_from_birzeit_university_-final.pdf  
18https://drive.google.com/file/d/1053yck657ENep688zvPTs6njfAGWBvE6/view?fbclid=IwAR3EM1FfITDVP282
PWWbSj7uy0wRcl7tgebULUR4-d36kt3v1Yq0T8Ob24c&pli=1  
19 https://amchainitiative.org/search-by-incident#incident/display-by-date/details/65d63454dea47e0028109cd0/  

https://www.birzeit.edu/sites/default/files/upload/open_letter_from_birzeit_university_-final.pdf
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1053yck657ENep688zvPTs6njfAGWBvE6/view?fbclid=IwAR3EM1FfITDVP282PWWbSj7uy0wRcl7tgebULUR4-d36kt3v1Yq0T8Ob24c&pli=1
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1053yck657ENep688zvPTs6njfAGWBvE6/view?fbclid=IwAR3EM1FfITDVP282PWWbSj7uy0wRcl7tgebULUR4-d36kt3v1Yq0T8Ob24c&pli=1
https://amchainitiative.org/search-by-incident#incident/display-by-date/details/65d63454dea47e0028109cd0/
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Appendix B: Search and Coding Protocol 
 
Event Identification 

College and university websites, YouTube, Vimeo, social-media platforms, and the internet more 
generally were searched for publicly accessible recordings of Israel-related academic-unit-
sponsored events held during the 2024–2025 academic year. 

Initial searches used terms including “Israel/Israeli,” “Palestine/Palestinian,” “Gaza,” and 
“Zionism/Zionist.” Of the 278 events ultimately included in the study, 240 were identified 
through searches in which the online descriptions or promotional materials contained at least one 
of those terms. An additional 38 events were identified whose promotional materials instead 
contained other potentially relevant terms—including “antisemitism,” “Jew/Jewish,” “October 
7,” “campus protests,” “state violence,” and “settler colonialism”—and whose transcripts, upon 
examination, contained at least one of the original search terms. 

Eleven included events were organized by Jadaliyya, posted on its website, and co-sponsored by 
academic units at more than one university. Each event was counted only once, while all 
academic-unit co-sponsors identified in the accompanying event description were included in the 
academic-unit leadership coding. 

Identification of BDS-Supporting Speakers 

Evidence that a speaker had supported boycotting or sanctioning Israel or BDS included 
signatures on public statements or petitions, published writings or remarks, social-media posts, 
and participation in boycott initiatives. Support for boycotts or sanctions limited to Israeli 
settlements was included. 

A speaker was classified as having no identified BDS support only after a documented search 
found no evidence of such support. This classification did not imply that the speaker supported 
Israel or opposed BDS. Speakers who were highly critical of Israel -- including those who had 
characterized Israel as an apartheid or settler-colonial state -- were still classified as having no 
identified BDS support when no evidence of support for boycotting or sanctioning Israel was 
found. 

A speaker was classified as having pre-October 7 BDS support only when such support was 
documented before October 7, 2023. Events featuring one or more speakers whose boycott or 
BDS support was documented only after October 7, 2023 were excluded from the study rather 
than assigned to either comparison group. 

Coding Genocide Accusations 

An event was coded as containing an accusation of genocide only when a speaker or moderator 
presumptively characterized Israel’s conduct as “genocide” or “genocidal.” 
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The following were not counted: 

• questions about whether Israel’s conduct might constitute genocide; 
• references to another individual or organization’s genocide accusation that the speaker 

did not adopt; 
• statements disputing or rejecting the genocide charge; 
• general legal or historical discussions of genocide; 
• references to genocides unrelated to Israel; or 
• comments or questions from audience members that included accusations of genocide. 

Coding was conducted using the full online transcripts accompanying YouTube or Vimeo 
recordings. Every apparent genocide reference was checked against the recording to verify its 
wording and context. Each discrete spoken use of “genocide” or “genocidal” that qualified as an 
accusation against Israel counted as one reference. 

Coding Event Promotion 

Event promotion included the event title, official announcement, event description, promotional 
materials issued by a sponsoring academic unit, and the description accompanying the event’s 
YouTube or Vimeo recording. 

An event was coded as containing a genocide accusation in its promotion only when the 
promotional materials themselves accused Israel of genocide. This variable was analyzed only 
among the 93 BDS-speaker events. 

Coding Academic-Unit Leadership 

The chair, director, or equivalent leader of each sponsoring or co-sponsoring academic unit was 
identified at or close to the time of the event using archived webpages available through the 
Internet Archive’s Wayback Machine. Interim, acting, co-chairs and co-directors were included. 

An academic unit was classified as having an academic-BDS-supporting leader if its chair, 
director, co-chair, or co-director had publicly endorsed a petition or statement calling for an 
academic boycott of Israel before October 7, 2023. General criticism of Israel or support for 
BDS that did not include an academic boycott was insufficient for this classification. An event 
was classified as having an academic-BDS-supporting leader when at least one sponsoring or co-
sponsoring academic unit met this criterion. 
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Appendix C: Schools with Videotaped Israel-Related Events 
 

School 
 BDS-Speaker 
Events 

BDS-speaker 
Events + 
Genocide 

Non-BDS 
Speaker Events 

Non-BDS 
Speaker Events 
+ Genocide 

American University 3 2 9 0 

Arizona State University 0 0 6 0 

Boston College 0 0 1 0 

Boston University 4 4 5 1 

Brandeis University 1 0 4 0 

Brown University 12 12 5 0 

Columbia/Barnard 2 1 6 0 

Cornell University 1 0 0 0 

CUNY Hunter College 0 0 1 0 

CUNY Queens College 0 0 1 0 

Dartmouth College 0 0 4 0 

Emory University 0 0 2 0 

Fordham University 0 0 2 0 

George Washington University 5 5 3 0 

Georgetown University 14 14 14 1 

Harvard University 13 10 9 0 

Hofstra University 3 3 0 0 

Indiana University Bloomington 0 0 14 0 

Johns Hopkins University 2 1 3 0 

Michigan State University 1 1 1 0 

New York University 3 3 0 0 

Northeastern University 0 0 1 0 

Northwestern University 0 0 6 0 

Ohio State University 1 1 1 0 

Pennsylvania State University  0 0 1 0 

Princeton University 1 1 0 0 

Stanford University 2 2 11 0 

SUNY Binghamton 1 1 1 1 

SUNY Stony Brook 0 0 1 0 

Towson University 1 1 0 0 

Tufts University 1 1 0 0 

UC Berkeley  7 5 11 0 

UCLA 5 3 14 0 

UC Santa Barbara 1 1 0 0 

University of Chicago 2 1 4 0 
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University of Colorado Boulder 0 0 1 0 

University of Connecticut 0 0 1 0 

University of Denver 0 0 5 0 

University of Maryland 0 0 7 0 

UMASS Amherst 3 3 0 0 

University of Miami 0 0 1 0 

University of Michigan 0 0 3 0 

University of Minnesota Twin Cities 0 0 2 0 

University of Pennsylvania 0 0 5 0 

University of Pittsburgh 0 0 1 0 

University of Southern California 0 0 3 0 

University of Texas Austin 1 1 4 0 

University of Washington 0 0 1 0 

University of Wisconsin, Madison 2 1 2 1 

Washington University St. Louis 1 1 2 0 

Yale University 0 0 6 0 

         

TOTALS 93 79 185 4 
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