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Executive Summary  
 

1. Purpose 
  
1.1. The report before Council sets out a motion received from Councillor 

Lee Cowen and seconded by Councillor Ann Bridges. 
 

1.2. Council is asked to deal with the motion under provisions set out in 
paragraph 14 of the Council Procedure Rules (under part 4 of the 
Council Constitution - Rules of Procedure). 

 
 

2. Recommendations 
 
2.1. That Council determine the motion as set out in annex A to this 

report. 
 

 
 

3. Context 
 

3.1. A motion on notice has been received from Councillor Lee Cowen and 
seconded by Councillor Ann Bridges (attached as Annex A). 
 

3.2. The content of the motion is relevant to a matter in relation to which the 
Council has powers or duties and which affects the District. 
 



3.3. There is nothing substantive within the motion that would cause its           
rejection under the terms of the Constitution. 
 

3.4. The motion before Council is declaratory in nature, as defined in para            
14.4.4 of the Council’s Procedure Rules. Therefore, it may be          
considered and debated by the Full Council without being automatically          
referred to a future meeting of Full Council, as defined in para 14.4.5 of              
the Council’s Procedure Rules, or, being referred to the Executive or           
Committee without debate, as defined in paragraphs 14.4.1, 14.4.2 and          
14.4.3 of the Council’s Procedure Rules.  

 
4. Issues for consideration 

 
4.1. Motions considered by Full Council are done so under part 14 of the 

Council’s Procedure Rules and are debated under rules set out under 
part 16 of the Council procedure rules and the Council is asked to 
debate the motion under these rules accordingly. 

 
5. Financial Implications 

 
5.1. The motion is declaratory in nature and therefore there are no direct 

financial implications.  
 

6. Legal Implications 
 
6.1. As the motion is declaratory in nature, there are no direct legal 

implications arising from it.  
 
 
Background Papers 
None. 
 
 
 
 
Officer Contact Details:-  
Chris Cadman-Dando 
Democratic Services Office 
01903 221364 
chris.cadman-dando@adur-worthing.gov.uk 
  



Annex A 
 
 
Notice of Motion: Adoption of the International Holocaust Remembrance 
Alliance definition of Antisemitism 
 
This Council abhors racism in all forms and is particularly concerned at the rise in 
profile and frequency of antisemitism nationally. 
 
Adur District Council wishes to join with the Government and other local authorities 
across the UK in signing up to the internationally recognised International Holocaust 
Remembrance Alliance guidelines on antisemitism which define antisemitism thus: 
“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, towards Jewish 
Community institutions and religious facilities.” 
 
Manifestations might include the targeting of the state of Israel, conceived as a 
Jewish collectivity. However, criticism of Israel similar to that leveled against any 
other country cannot  be regarded as anti-Semitic. Anti-Semitism frequently charges 
Jews with conspiring to harm humanity, and it is often used to blame Jews for “why 
things go wrong.” It is expressed in speech, writing, visual forms and action, and 
employs sinister stereotypes and negative character traits. 
 
The guidelines highlight manifestations of antisemitism as including: 
 
● ‘calling for, aiding, or justifying the killing or harming of Jews in the name of a 
radical ideology or an extremist view of religion 
 
● making mendacious, dehumanizing, demonizing, or stereotypical allegations about 
Jews as such or the power of Jews as collective — such as, especially but not 
exclusively, the myth about a world Jewish conspiracy or of Jews controlling the 
media, economy, government or other societal institutions 
 
● accusing Jews as a people of being responsible for real or imagined wrongdoing 
committed by a single Jewish person or group, or even for acts committed by 
non-Jews. 
 
● denying the fact, scope, mechanisms (e.g. gas chambers) or intentionality of the 
genocide of the Jewish people at the hands of National Socialist Germany and its 
supporters and accomplices during World War II (the Holocaust) 
 
● accusing the Jews as a people, or Israel as a state, of inventing or exaggerating 
the Holocaust 
 
● accusing Jewish citizens of being more loyal to Israel, or to the alleged priorities of 
Jews worldwide, than to the interests of their own nations. 



● denying the Jewish people their right to self-determination, e.g., by claiming that 
the existence of a State of Israel is a racist endeavour 
 
● applying double standards by requiring of it behaviour not expected or demanded 
of any other democratic nation 
 
● using the symbols and images associated with classic antisemitism (e.g., claims of 
Jews killing Jesus or blood libel) to characterize Israel or Israelis 
 
● drawing comparisons of contemporary Israeli policy to that of the Nazis 
 
● holding Jews collectively responsible for actions of the state of Israel’ 
 
 
Seconded by Councillor Ann Bridges 
 
 
 
 


