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(1) Your recommendations consider everything from education to local 
government. Why is a whole-of-government response necessary? 

The breadth of antisemitic incidents reported in the media and to the JBD paints a 
deeply concerning picture of the environment Jewish individuals are facing across 
multiple sectors.  

A whole-of-government response to antisemitism is essential because the problem 
spans far beyond any single portfolio. Antisemitic incidents have been documented in 
schools, universities, local councils, health services, workplaces, and cultural 
institutions.  

These incidents range from verbal abuse and physical threats to exclusion from 
programs and biased treatment. No single agency or department has the reach or tools 
to respond adequately on its own. 

Antisemitism is not just a concern for the Jewish community. It threatens broader social 
cohesion and undermines the values of a democratic, multicultural society. A unified 
response signals that government takes hate seriously in all its forms and will act to 
ensure the safety and dignity of every citizen, regardless of background. 

Coordinated efforts are already applied in addressing other complex issues like 
domestic violence or youth crime. A whole-of-government approach ensures 
accountability, aligns resources, and reflects the seriousness with which this issue 
should be addressed.  

(a) Could you explain what the IHRA working definition is, and what the importance 
of adopting it is across agencies? 

The IHRA Working Definition of Antisemitism a tool for analysing antisemitic discourse.  

As the IHRA Working Definition states: Antisemitism is a certain perception of Jews, 
which may be expressed as hatred toward Jews. Rhetorical and physical manifestations 
of antisemitism are directed toward Jewish or non-Jewish individuals and/or their 
property, toward Jewish community institutions and religious facilities. 



 
The IHRA Working Definition has been adopted by more than 30 nations including 
Australia, the United States, the United Kingdom and Canada.  

Additionally, the NSW Legislative Council voted to adopt the IHRA definition through a 
bipartisan motion in March 20221.  

A comprehensive and shared definition of antisemitism will give agencies across 
government clarity about whether individual incidents or discourse are antisemtic in 
order to better respond.   

 

(2) Some groups assert that pro-Palestinian rhetoric is always separate from 
antisemitism. How can that assertion be reconciled with examples of doxing, 
physical abuse, and hate speech targeting Jewish individuals? 

When Jewish individuals unaffiliated with the Israeli government including students, 
business owners, creatives or synagogue-goers are doxed, harassed, or threatened, the 
line has clearly been crossed from political protest into group-based hatred.  

Specific, real work incidents such as these have been clearly documented before the 
committee and in the media.  

Additionally, antisemitism is defined by its impact and intent, not just by disclaimers. 
Just because a speaker claims their intent is purely political, that does not negate the 
antisemitic effect when their rhetoric results in threats, violence, or abuse against 
Jewish people.  

Expressions of pro-Palestinian support that escalate into calls for violence (“Globalize 
the Intifada”) or genocidal slogans (“From the river to the sea”) carries an underlying 
message that goes beyond human rights and enters into eliminationist rhetoric.  
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