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OBERLIN COLLEGE RABBI DOWNPLAYS  
IMPACT OF DIVESTMENT RESOLUTION 

Ed Wittenberg 
Cleveland Jewish News,  May 7, 2013 

 

The Oberlin College Student Senate has endorsed a resolution that calls for the College to divest from six 
companies that allegedly profit from the Israeli occupation of Palestinian territories. Oberlin College 
Students for a Free Palestine, an anti-Israel student group, presented the resolution to the Student Senate, 
which voted by majority to support it May 5. 
 

But Rabbi Shimon Brand, Jewish chaplain at the College, said the resolution is not a cause for great 
concern. “It’s a sad thing, but not a significant thing,” said Brand, director of Hillel at Oberlin College. 
“The Oberlin College Student Senate is not a representative of the student body. It’s a minor organization 
on campus. The Student Senate does not have a clue about Israel; they know nothing about it. “This also 
has no reflection on Oberlin College’s investment policies. The (College’s) investment committee will not 
pay attention to it. It won’t affect the administration on its investments.” 
 

The resolution calls for the College’s divestment from Caterpillar, Hewlett-Packard, Group 4 Securicor, 
SodaStream, Elbit Systems and Veolia. It indicates these companies do business in the West Bank, eastern 

http://www.clevelandjewishnews.com/news/local/article_5e71bbc0-b777-11e2-b41b-0019bb2963f4.html
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Jerusalem and Gaza. “These six companies represent a wide range of injustices perpetrated on the 
Palestinian people by Israel,” a May 6 press release from Students for a Free Palestine said. “By endorsing 
the resolution, Oberlin College will join a growing global movement for justice in Israel/Palestine.” The 
press release also calls the resolution’s endorsement “a major milestone in SFP’s Oberlin Divest campaign, 
which follows the principles of the 2005 Palestinian Call for Boycott, Divestment and Sanctions.” 
 

“We are thrilled that this resolution has passed,” Lucia Kalinosky, an Oberlin senior and Students for a 
Free Palestine member, said in the release. “We’re proud that our senate has decided to stand on the side of 
justice.” But even though the Students for a Free Palestine views the action as a victory for its divestment 
campaign, Brand does not see it that way. “(The Student Senate) said they want to make it very clear they 
are not advocating for any divestment from Israel itself,” he said. 
 

“Jewish students on Senate worked very hard to get the Senate to change the proposal, so the Student 
Senate removed anything that would allow this to be associated with the general divestment campaign.” 
Nina Sundell, regional director of the Anti-Defamation League, said the resolution is non-binding, so the 
College’s administration is not obligated to make a financial decision based on the Student Senate’s 
endorsement of the resolution. 
 

“The ADL has spoken out against BDS campaigns on a national level, and we would say the same thing in 
this case,” said Sundell, whose office is based in Cleveland. “These campaigns are orchestrated by 
individuals who seek to deepen the division between Israelis and Palestinians. They are problematic 
because it places the entire onus on Israel and the Israelis. It doesn’t give a clear understanding of the 
conflict on both sides.” 
 

Similar resolutions have been passed this school year at the University of California campuses in Irvine, 
Berkeley and San Diego. “We have been seeing a lot of these types of resolutions, and several BDS 
campaigns, popping up on campuses this year and in recent years,” Sundell said. “These campaigns and 
resolutions can negatively impact the university by creating environments that are less inclusive, less 
unified and more hostile.” Sundell said while the resolution “definitely does concern us,” the ADL does 
not plan to take any action at this time because it is non-binding and the College has no financial 
obligation as a result of it. 
 

In the press release, Students for a Free Palestine indicated it plans to take the resolution next semester to 
the College’s investment committee, which will determine if Oberlin adopts the financial policies outlined 
in the resolution. Scott Wargo, the College’s director of media relations, said the resolution will be 
presented to the investment committee, and “it will be given all due consideration.” 
 

“Students have a number of different ideas regarding the endowment of the College and how they would 
like to see the College manage the endowment,” Wargo said. “In this case, the Student Senate, through its 
support of the resolution, has concerns about the College’s endowment and investments.” 
 

Gary Coleman, executive director of the Cleveland Hillel Foundation, said he had been in contact with 
Brand about the situation. “I have full confidence in the work Shimon does at Hillel at Oberlin,” he said. 
“He is involved with the students and the decision-making, and we are very supportive of all of his work.” 
A member of the Oberlin Student Senate who was contacted by email seeking comment did not reply. 
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NO FREE SPEECH FOR EXPOSERS OF CAMPUS ANTI-SEMITISM 
Richard Cravatts 

Front Page Magazine, June 6, 2013 
 

In her controversial book, From Time Immemorial, which examined the false narrative concerning the 
Israeli/Palestinian conflict, Joan Peters referred to something she identified as “turnspeak,” “twisted 
rhetoric artfully aimed at the hearts and minds of the West, originated by the Arabs, and rivaling the 

http://frontpagemag.com/2013/richard-cravatts/no-free-speech-for-exposers-of-campus-anti-semitism/?utm_source=feedburner&utm_medium=feed&utm_campaign=Feed%3A+FrontpageMag+%28FrontPage+Magazine+%C2%BB+FrontPage%29&utm_content=Google+Reader
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Soviets, who are veterans of ‘semantic infiltration’ and the word war. Just as, in their lexicon, 
totalitarianism translates into ‘democracy,’ and degradation becomes ‘freedom,’ so has the flawed but 
democratic Israel been branded ‘Zionist imperialist’ and ‘racist.’” First used in 1939 to describe German 
propaganda after its invasion of Czechoslovakia, “turnspeak” in that instance was used to invert truth, 
enabling Germany to blame the Czechs for the aggression and belligerency they themselves were 
perpetrating. 
 

On campuses today, turnspeak is still alive and well, the latest instance of its use being the case of Tammi 
Rossman-Benjamin, a lecturer at UC Santa Cruz and co-founder of the AMCHA Initiative, an organization 
that investigates, documents, educates about, and combats anti-Semitism at institutions of higher education 
in the U.S. Rossman-Benjamin has been tirelessly campaigning for years against what she describes as “an 
advanced anti- Israel and pro-Palestinian discourse [that] has really dominated the campus square for over 
a decade, negatively affecting perceptions of literally hundreds of thousands of California university 
students,” and, more specific to this discussion, creating a hostile environment on California campuses for 
Jewish students and others who support Israel, or are assumed to, based on their Jewishness. 
 
And those same activist student groups who have been spreading virulent anti-Israelism, often morphing 
into anti-Semitism, throughout the California public university system – and who have done so obsessively 
and without sanction – are now exhibiting turnspeak of their own by accusing Rossman-Benjamin of being 
a racist, not for attacking their beliefs or pro-Palestinian cause, but for her efforts to reveal the presence of 
anti-Semitism at her own university and elsewhere. She is now being branded a purveyor of hate speech 
and Islamophobia because she revealed the corrosive speech and behavior of pro-Palestinian campus 
activists. 
 

Critics specifically pointed to a June 2012 speech which Rossman-Benjamin delivered at the Ahavath 
Torah Congregation in Stoughton, Massachusetts, during which she described anti-Semitic incidents at the 
University of California, and attributed some responsibility for contemporary campus anti-Semitism to two 
organizations, Students for Justice in Palestine (SJP) and the Muslim Students Association (MSA). 
Rossman-Benjamin also conveyed widely-published reports indicating ties between the MSA and terrorist 
organizations. 
 

In response, in April the student senate at UC Berkeley passed a resolution condemning Rossman-
Benjamin’s “Islamophobic hate speech” by claiming that she “has been responsible for inciting racist and 
Islamophobic rhetoric,” that her comments and views are “hateful and inflammatory,” and that University 
of California President Mark Yudof should be called upon  “to condemn these inflammatory, hateful, and 
racist assumptions by  . . . Rossman-Benjamin against Middle Eastern, Muslim, and South Asian students, 
and Palestinian rights activists.”… 
 

The moral uprightness that anti-Israel activists feel in denouncing what they perceive to be Israel’s racist, 
apartheid character, combined with its role as the illegal occupier of stolen Muslim land, has manifested 
itself in paroxysms of ideological assaults against Zionism, Israel, and, by extension, Jews in general. A 
central part of that cognitive war against Israel and Jews involves the speech and behavior that Rossman-
Benjamin sought to address, namely, the demonization and venomous intellectual attacks on the character, 
moral standing, legality, and social and military behavior of Israel, and its perceived role as colonial 
occupier, and racist and apartheid state. Where that anti-Israel speech and behavior has seemingly crossed 
the line of civil discourse, and why Rossman-Benjamin initiated her own campaign in the first place, is in 
those frequently, and ever increasing, instances when what is described by activists as merely “criticism of 
Israel” has devolved into speech, representations, and tropes that can be considered raw anti-Semitism, not 
the political discourse or academic inquiry it is said to be by those who perpetrate it. 
 

In her assessment of the presence of anti-Semitism on campuses, Rossman-Benjamin relied on “working 
definitions” of anti-Semitism used by, among others, the U.S. Department of State, Britain’s All-Party 
Parliamentary Group Against Antisemitism, and the European Union Agency for Fundamental Rights, 
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which observe “that in context certain language or behavior demonizes and delegitimizes Israel or attacks 
Israel with classic anti-Semitic stereotypes, such as denying the Jewish people their right to self-
determination, applying double standards by requiring of Israel a behavior not expected or demanded of 
any other democratic nation, drawing comparisons of contemporary Israeli police to that of the Nazis, and 
accusing the Jewish people, or Israel, of inventing or exaggerating the Holocaust”—exactly the type of 
expressed attitudes and accusations regularly seen in the events, speech, and publications of Muslim 
student groups and other pro-Palestinian activists, prevalent in such events as “Holocaust in the Holy 
Land,” “Israel: The Fourth Reich,” “Israel: The Politics of Genocide,” not to mention the yearly Israel 
Apartheid Weeks that have sprouted up on campuses world-wide. 
 

The Berkeley resolution against Rossman-Benjamin also asserted that her “attempts to mischaracterize and 
chill Palestinian activism. . . on Berkeley’s own campus, with a lawsuit [she] filed [contained] extremely 
Islamophobic and anti-Arab rhetoric referring to Students for Justice in Palestine and the Muslims Students 
Association as ‘anti-Semitic’ and ‘pro-terrorist.’” But this view of the darker side of pro-Palestinian 
activism, channelled through Muslim Student Associations, is not merely conjecture on Rossman-
Benjamin’s part; in fact, there is considerable evidence that there was, and remains, a sinister and 
dangerous side to anti-Israel activism on College campuses…. 
 

The core issue at hand is not that Rossman-Benjamin, or anyone else for that matter, wishes to stifle or, as 
it is normally described by the supposed victims of such efforts, “chill” the speech of pro-Palestinian 
activists, or anyone else on campus, for that matter. The issue is that just as the activists have the right 
under the umbrella of academic free speech to express their views—no matter how factually inaccurate, 
vitriolic, or repellent they may be—those on campus with opposing views also have the right under the 
same precepts of free expression to question the activists’ views, and to call them anti-Semitic, or racist, or 
genocidal, or merely historically inaccurate or incorrect if, in fact, that is the case. 
 

The pro-Palestinian activists who are currently vilifying Rossman-Benjamin may, of course, believe that 
they are entitled to express themselves and to have their point of view accepted without reservation 
because they are morally committed to it and feel that there is a special righteousness to their cause. But 
every proponent of every cause feels the same way and should not presume that they can reasonably be 
inoculated from critique of their ideas merely because they feel that their ideas are morally and 
ideologically superior to all others. 
 

The concept of academic free speech, and the reason that the university is supposed to be a place where 
unfettered speech and a free exchange of ideas can take place, is based on the notion that vigorous debate 
will result in strong ideas emerging from weaker ones. The fact that pro-Palestinian activists do not like 
someone critiquing their tactics or their ideology is beside the point. And it is naïve of them to think that 
they can enjoy the protection of academic free speech themselves and not have others enjoy the same 
freedom, as well, to critique and evaluate what they do and say, that it would ever be reasonable or 
equitable that one group could claim “free speech for me, but not for thee.” 
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OPEN LETTER TO THE UC REGENTS 
David Horowitz and Jeffrey Wienir 

Front Page Magazine, June 19, 2013 
 

Sadia Saifuddin, a UC Berkeley senior and a member of the MSA and Students for Justice in Palestine, 
Muslim Brotherhood front groups that regularly sponsor “Israel Apartheid Weeks,” was recently 
nominated to become the University of California student regent for the 2014-15 academic year.  In 
addition to sponsoring anti-Israel resolutions on campus including one calling for divestment from 
companies that do business with Israel, she is behind the vicious attack on Tammi Rossman-Benjamin, a 
lecturer at UC Santa Cruz and one of the lone defenders of Israel amongst faculty within the University of 

http://frontpagemag.com/2013/david-horowitz-and-jeffrey-wienir/open-letter-to-the-uc-regents/?utm_source=FrontPage+Magazine&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=eb7abd99cc-Mailchimp_FrontPageMag&utm_term=0_57e32c1dad-eb7abd99cc-156514218
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California system.  The following is an open letter to the Regents of the University of California, urging 
them not to confirm Saifuddin when they convene next month. 
 

Sign This Letter and Send the UC Regents a Message: 
 

June 17, 2013 
 

The Regents of the University of California 
1111 Franklin St., 12th Floor 
Oakland, CA 94607 
 

Dear Regent: 
 

We are concerned by your nomination of Sadia Saifuddin, a leading figure in two organizations that 
conduct an annual hate campaign against the state of Israel and Jewish students on UC campuses to be a 
University of California student regent for 2014-15.  Appointing Sadia Saifuddin to the Board of Regents 
would be an offense to the “Principles of Community” for UC Berkeley which are supposed to be core 
values in the UC system, and which calls on UC students to “ respect the differences as well as the 
commonalities that bring us together and call for civility and respect in our personal interactions.” How is 
it respectful for the organizations that Sadia Saifuddin represents to sponsor “Israeli Apartheid Weeks” 
which support terrorist organizations like Hamas and call for the destruction of the Jewish state? 
 

Sadia Saifuddin has been an active participant in the Boycott, Divestment, and Sanctions movement which 
eminent academics like Larry Summers and Alan Dershowitz of Harvard have described as “anti-Semitic” 
and which call for the destruction of the Jewish state. Two student senators at UC Berkeley who voted 
against the divestment resolution that Sadia Saifuddin and her organizations support reported that they had 
received death threats. 
 

Sadia Saifuddin is a leader of the Muslim Students Association and Students for Justice in Palestine who 
have featured speakers that promote hate against Jews at multiple campuses in the UC system. Amir Abdel 
Malik-Ali, a leading figure in these organizations who has spoken at UCLA, UC Irvine and other UC 
campuses under the auspices of the MSA and SJP openly supports the terrorist organization Hamas, calls 
for a war against America and describes Jews “the new Nazis.”  And Malik-Ali is not alone. 
 

Recently, Saifuddin has been behind the vicious attacks on Tammi Rossman-Benjamin, a lecturer at UC 
Santa Cruz who is also a co-founder of the AMCHA Initiative, a grass-roots advocacy coalition dedicated 
to protecting Jewish students from anti-Semitism on UC campuses. 
 

The anti-Jewish activities of Sadia Saifuddin’s organizations are well documented. Here are links to two 
current lawsuits about them: 
 

http://www.investigativeproject.org/3100/lawsuit-details-depth-of-berkeley-jewish-student 
 

http://zoa.org/2004/10/101869-jewish-students-at-uc-irvine-harassed-intimidated-zoa-reports-in-
complaint-to-u-s-civil-rights-office/ 
 

The nomination of Sadia Saifuddin as the student regent is inappropriate, and if she were confirmed, it 
would set a dangerous precedent to encourage escalated anti-Semitism on campus, which is already a big 
problem in the UC system.  I urge you to reconsider Saifuddin’s nomination and not to confirm her as a 
Regent next month. 
 

Sincerely, 
David Horowitz, Founder and CEO, The David Horowitz Freedom Center 
Jeffrey Wienir, Campus Director, David Horowitz Freedom Center 
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A pattern of harassment and physical assaults by members of two Muslim student groups at the University of California, 
Berkeley crosses the line from allowing free speech into creating a hostile campus environment, an attorney representing two 
students argued in court papers filed this week. 
 

Jewish Students at UC-Irvine Harassed & Intimidated, ZOA Reports in Complaint to U.S. Civil Rights Office: Morton 
A. Klein: Zionist Organization of America, October 15, 2004—Jewish students at the University of California at Irvine are 
being subjected to harassment, intimidation and discrimination, according to an official complaint sent by the Zionist 
Organization of America (ZOA)’s Center for Law and Justice to the U.S. Department of Education’s Office for Civil Rights. 
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