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The League for Human Rights is an agency of B’nai Brith  
Canada, dedicated to combating antisemitism and racism. The objectives  
of the League include advcating for human rights for all Canadians, builidng  
inter-community relations, and the elimination of racial discrimination and bigotry.  
The League accomplishes these goals through educational programs, community  
action and legal/legislative interventions. 
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INTRODUCTION

For the past twenty-nine years, the League for 
Human Rights of B’nai Brith Canada has been 
helping governments, law enforcement agencies 
and research institutes around the world to examine 
the issue of antisemitism in this country, as public 
opinion vacillates between prejudice and tolerance 
in the shifting sands of multicultural society.  In 
2010, 1,306 antisemitic incidents were reported 
to the League, representing a 3.3% increase over 
the 2009 data and indicating that there are specific 
fault lines in civic interaction when it comes to 
anti-Jewish prejudice in Canada.

While the League’s expertise is primarily in the 
area of antisemitism, its annual investigation takes 
it into the broader terrain of discrimination in 
Canada based on such grounds as religion, race, 
ethnicity, gender and sexual orientation. From this 
overall evaluation emerges patterns of prejudice 
in Canadian society from which we can identify 
overarching trends and ongoing challenges that 
impact many minority groups.  The imagery of the 
Jew as the canary in the coalmine comes to mind, 
since it is often antisemitism that is the bellwether for 
all forms of racial discrimination. We are left to sift 
through layers of bigotry to look for quintessentially 
Canadian solutions to antisemitism –  solutions that 
can be applied to all forms of racism.

While the metaphors and imagery used to 
propagate anti-Jewish hatred have changed little 
in recent years, the findings on antisemitism in 
Canada for the year 2010 confirm once again that 
this type of racism appears to be an increasing 
concern. Indeed, the steady march of this type 
of bigotry has been relentless in the past decade, 
with a more than fourfold increase in just the last 
ten years. 

The findings that emerge from an analysis of the 
2010 data suggest four main things:  i) that global 

influences have in many cases superseded purely 
Canadian triggers of antisemitism, ii) that the new 
technologies of today allow for the dissemination 
of age-old anti-Jewish messaging in ways that are 
more sophisticated and thus more insidious, iii) that 
there is an overwhelming tendency to minimize 
digital hate on the part of older Canadians, leading 
to a generation gap in how the reach and impact 
of the online world is viewed, and iv) that public 
perception has shifted in significant ways, leading 
to a desensitization to everyday expressions of 
antisemitism and, in response, increasing reticence 
by the Jewish community about reporting the 
incidents that target it.

GLOBAL INFLUENCES

A core observation that holds true for all forms 
of bigotry, but particularly for antisemitism, is 
that the Canadian scene cannot be viewed in 
isolation, and that the reverberations of hatred 
abroad are increasingly felt right here in Canada. 
So, for example, when a leading Greek priest, in 
an interview on the largest TV station in Greece, 
blames Jews for his country’s financial problems, 
one has to ask what influence this might have on 
members of the Greek Diaspora here in Canada, 
who might well respect a senior clergyman’s 
opinions. When a Chilean senator charges that 
prominent Jews, including the country’s interior 
minister, are agents of the Israeli government, a 
charge disseminated widely via the Internet, this 
message reaches a global audience.  This type of 
propaganda has the capacity to colour the opinions 
of a wide range of Canadians, not just compatriots 
of the propagandists.

Similarly, when a steady stream of extremist 
Islamist propaganda reaches these shores, calling 
for violence against Israel, its residents, and Jews 
abroad, this toxic call is heard in Canada too, and 
there are those who pay close attention. Even 
individuals who consider themselves ‘moderates’, 

A. OVERVIEW
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but nonetheless continuously delegitimize the 
existence of the Jewish State, demonize its Jewish 
inhabitants and deny Jews the same right to self 
determination in their own homeland as all other 
people enjoy (see Appendix II), propagate an 
overall negativity towards Jews that has gained 
traction in some quarters. 

Year after year, tensions abroad – but especially 
in the Israeli-Palestinian arena – often manifest 
themselves here in Canada, as seen in the spike 
in the numbers of incidents reported across the 
country in June 2010, when the “flotilla incident” 
was a high-profile media story. Strife overseas in any 
theatre of conflict, but particularly when the Jewish 
State is part of the equation, has traditionally been 
found to be a trigger for anti-Jewish propaganda 
and outbursts. However, more general stresses 
lead to the dissemination of antisemitic canards as 
well. For example, financial downturn and natural 
disasters were all blamed on Jews in recorded 
incidents in 2010.  Even the outbreak of the H1N1 
virus has been blamed on Jews, continuing a trend 
that reaches way back through the centuries to the 
dawn of antisemitism, when Jews were blamed 
for economic woes, disease, war and the entire 
range of ills that have affected this world since time 
immemorial.

NEW TECHNOLOGIES

An explosion in new technologies has made the 
delivery of such anti-Jewish propaganda even 
easier, giving hatemongers access at the touch 
of a button and at minimal cost to previously 
inconceivable mass audiences. These technologies 
have also become more sophisticated, allowing 
propagandists to produce superior-looking material 
that can give a website an air of authenticity that 
misleads and misinforms. Students of all ages also 
report feeling overwhelmed by the vast amount 
of information on the internet, making it difficult 
to determine whether a particular source is 
credible. In this way, the philosophies and myths 
underpinning hatred vie for equal ‘airtime’ with 

fact and reality, in a concerted attempt to capture 
hearts and minds that is gaining ground.

There has, in fact, been a sea change in the way 
propaganda is delivered that, in turn, has had a 
tremendous impact on the way people, especially 
younger people, now communicate with each 
other. The resulting proliferation in the perpetuation 
of hatred has received renewed impetus from 
the diversification of the options available to 
hatemongers. Hate monitored by the League in 
the past used to be expressed through such means 
as graffiti on community or public buildings, 
posters, leaflet campaigns, protest placards, public 
meetings, letters sent via Canada Post, phone 
calls and faxes. Now new technology offers many 
additional choices: websites, emails, text messages, 
Facebook, YouTube, Twitter, message boards and 
blogs, all of which have the potential to perpetuate 
stereotypes and disseminate hatred.  Death threat 
by Twitter is no longer just a theoretical option, as 
an incident reported to the League in early 2011 
illustrates.

There are other stratagems that can be used 
by those seeking to propagate lies and myths: 
spliced-together images that create inflammatory 
or misleading visuals, re-routing of URLs so that 
someone searching for legitimate sources of 
information will be re-directed to propaganda sites 
instead, or creating “flogs”, fake blogs that could 
act, in effect, as a front for purveyors of hatred, 
adding still further to the layers of anonymity that 
cloak them. 

THE GENERATIONAL DIVIDE

This re-tooling of the mechanics of bigotry has 
also had an impact on how incidents of hate are 
viewed by Canadians of different ages, since the 
very newest technologies are generally the domain 
of the younger demographic. A common reaction 
to online hate by older Canadians, therefore, is 
often a dismissive – “it’s only an email”, but today’s 
tech-savvy younger generation understands only 
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too well the power of harassment and bullying via 
the tools of technology that are ever-present in 
their lives, and can invade and violate even their 
most private space. The phenomenon of cyber-
bullying has fed off these new opportunities, and 
antisemitic bullying is no exception. 

It is not just as victims, however, that younger 
Canadians figure in the wider discussion of 
generational differences in the expression of 
prejudice and bigotry, but as offenders. Professor 
Barbara Perry, associate dean of social sciences 
at the University of Ontario Technical Institute in 
Oshawa (ON), notes that roughly six out of ten 
people charged with hate crimes are between 
the ages of 12 to 22. (“Are college towns havens 
for hate?”, Macleans, July 8, 2010). This is an 
interesting comment, given some of the data in a 
2010 study by the Association for Canadian Studies 
(ACS), entitled Measures and Measurements: The 
Ongoing Challenge of Assessing Antisemitism. 
While one might like to think younger Canadians 
would be free of the prejudice of their elders, the 
18-24 group of respondents polled was the age 
group that agreed most often with statements such 
as “Jews have too much power in Canada today”, 

“Jews always like to be at the head of things” and 
“Jews have a lot of irritating faults”. Since those 
prejudiced against Jews are likely to have other 
prejudices as well, whether or not they act out on 
them, one could argue in the words of a Jewish 
teacher who was targeted by her own students, 
that we are witnessing “the ripening intolerance of 
today’s youth”. 

SHIFTS IN PUBLIC PERCEPTION 

All in all, the Audit’s data on antisemitic incidents 
in 2010 gives us much more information than just 
the year-over-year increase, or even the increase 
in moving averages over the past years.  From 
the accumulated League data over close to three 
decades, we can glean information about the 
evolution of public perception in Canada, as seen 
in the shifting range of acceptance of current-day 

anti-Jewish activity. One can borrow from the 
Overton Window model to illustrate this point. 
This is a concept in political theory that describes, 
in the context of the range of all possible reactions 
to ideas in public discourse, a “window” that 
encompasses a much smaller spectrum of ideas 
that would be palatable to the public at any given 
time.

Borrowing from the Overton model, when 
one moves the taxonomy away from the label 
‘extremism’ towards the notion of radicalism and 
revisionism, and political correctness starts to 
come into play, provocative ideas – couched as 
the ‘new thinking’ – start to seem more palatable 
and begin to attract less protest or even comment. 
Indeed, some notions – such as Israel Apartheid 
Week (IAW), for example – might be co-opted 
by individuals or institutions simply due to the 
growing appeal of such ‘fashionable’ causes. In 
this paradigm, as populist ideas become more 
acceptable, the authorities are constrained from 
intervening, while those who dare to protest are 
lambasted as being reactionary and repressive. We 
see this in the reluctance of campus authorities to 
intervene to restrain inflammatory behaviour by 
certain anti-Israel student groups intent on upping 
the ante in ways that lead to anti-Jewish harassment. 
As Overton’s window of the politically possible 
shifts to encompass newer forms of antisemitism 
within the acceptable range of societal activity, a 
new norm is created and attitudes to actions once 
seen as unthinkable and beyond the pale, shift in 
such a way that they are in danger of being viewed 
with ambivalence and even apathy. 

When public perception moves in this manner, 
we see parallel shifts in reactions and responses 
within the Jewish community itself. As just one 
example, during the course of 2010 it came to the 
attention of the League that there was a concerted 
effort by certain elements in the community, 
particularly in Quebec, to prevail upon institutions 
such as synagogues not to come forward to 
report their victimization, purportedly to prevent 
copy-cat attacks. Meanwhile, Jews subject to on-
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the-job harassment increasingly feel constrained 
from complaining due to fear that they will be 
dismissed, while those targeted by cyber-bullying 
feel they have nowhere to turn, since they fear 
no-one will take their experiences seriously. The 
idea that the Jewish community is, in effect, being 
intimidated into silence is a highly retrograde step 
that impedes efforts to collect comprehensive data, 
advise government and law enforcement of the 
true dimensions of the problem, and work together 
with all stakeholders to find workable solutions.

ACKNOWLEDGING HATE

This move towards ambivalence in reacting to 
antisemitism, as well as to many forms of racism, 
feeds off a reluctance to admit that there can 
indeed be problems in this country where, after 
all, rights and freedoms are sacrosanct. Such an 
acknowledgement would force us to face the fact 
that multiculturalism has not solved the problems 
society faces in terms of innate bigotries and 
prejudices. A 2008 Study on Attitudes towards 
Jews in Canada issued by the ACS noted that while 
one-fifth of respondents felt that antisemitism was 
on the rise in Canada and in their province, few 
agreed that antisemitism was a problem in their 
own neighbourhood. Human nature, being what 
it is, makes it easier to ascribe such biases to 
other people in other countries rather than facing 
realities in one’s own backyard.

Yet, many Canadians do recognize the presence of 
racism and prejudice. A January 21, 2011 survey 
issued by the Canadian Race Relations Foundation 
(CRRF) and the ACS indicates that many individuals 
acknowledge that racism is still a significant 
issue in this country. In fact, the study found that 
46% of Canadians think it is on the rise. Digging 
deeper into this study, we find that while 40% of 
respondents had witnessed a racist incident in the 
past year, it is the youngest Canadians who are 
more likely to say so, suggesting intolerance is 
something they become familiar with at a young 
age. This has significant implications given studies 
indicating that, while bullying is a major problem, 

it is rarely reported to either school administration 
or outside authorities. 

The League has noted this phenomenon of non-
reporting in cases of antisemitism as well, especially 
with visibly orthodox Jews who appear to take for 
granted that they will be targeted for harassment 
since they dress differently and therefore stand out. 
When Jewish children are harassed on public transit 
or in the school yard, most will not even tell their 
parents till long after the incident, when there is 
little hope of catching the perpetrators. Sometimes, 
children suffer such repeated harassment in silence, 
since they fear complaining will just bring reprisals 
in the form of worse abuse. Such antisemitic 
bullying is a key ingredient in many of the cases 
documented in this Audit under the classification 
of harassment, a category where the number of 
reported incidents increased in 2010. Conversely, 
the number of incidents classified as vandalism 
went down, and while this is due in part to better 
security at Jewish community organizations, aided 
by federal funding, there is also a perception that 
serves as a deterrent that there are more stringent 
consequences to vandalism than to harassment. 
The former might leave traces of evidence, but 
the latter virtually guarantees anonymity and thus 
impunity. 

Acknowledging prejudice unequivocally is clearly 
the first step to overcoming it. However, there is 
tendency to unintentionally marginalize the Jewish 
community when commenting on antisemitism, 
which has been noted even in the mainstream 
media. Recent press commentary on blog postings 
on the pro-sovereignty vigile.net site, operating 
out of Quebec, noted that these “were deemed 
anti-Semitic by the Jewish community”, as if this 
assessment were purely just a Jewish point of view. 
The comment suggests that society in general no 
longer acknowledges as antisemitic comments 
on the site such as Jews “control nearly all states 
through international banks” … “suck the lifeblood 
out of the countries in which they live” and … “it’s 
no surprise they were hated wherever they lived”. 
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Furthermore, since subliminal as well as explicit 
messaging can affect public perception, the 
suggestion, even unintentional, that such apparent 
ambivalence to antisemitism exists, in itself leads 
to a desensitization of society to the intrinsic 
malevolence in such age-old anti-Jewish canards. 
This concern is mirrored in a CRRF study by 
Frances Henry and Carol Tator entitled, Racist 
Discourse in Canada’s English Print Media, which 
finds that “media practitioners regularly socially 
reconstruct reality” and that ”[m]edia images and 
narratives carry powerful but coded meanings and 
messages.” Using this study as a yardstick, one 
can argue that the proviso “deemed anti-Semitic 
by the Jewish community” can have unintended 
meanings that, in effect, minimize the gravity of 
obviously antisemitic statements such as the ones 
quoted above from the vigile.net site.

However, as Appenix IV on page 29 of this study 
indicates, there are many private as well as public 
figures who are willing to stand up in the public 
arena to condemn antisemitism outright. 

Leading by example, the Canadian Government 
of the Right Honourable Stephen Harper has 
unequivocally condemned antisemitism, with 
the Prime Minister calling on Canadians to be 

“relentless” in opposing all manifestations, both 
old and new.  The Government was supportive 
of the enquiry into this phenomenon mounted by 

the Canadian Parliamentary Coalition to Combat 
Antisemitism (CPCCA), as well as the hosting of an 
international conference in November 2010 under 
the joint aegis of the Interparliamentary Coalition 
to Combat Antisemitism (ICCA), chaired by the 
Honourable Irwin Cotler MP, and Citizenship 
and Immigration Canada (CIC) under its Minister, 
the Honourable Jason Kenney. Respecting the 
importance of preserving the integrity of historical 
truth, CIC under Minister Kenney’s stewardship also 
awarded funding under its Community Historical 
Recognition Program to the League for Human 
Rights for the creation of a National Task Force on 
Holocaust Education, Remembrance and Research 
(NTF), as well as funding for several other MS St. 
Louis-era projects. In addition, the Government 
supported the participation of Canadian delegates 
in the International Holocaust Task Force (ITF), 
putting it in the forefront of a concerted effort to 
neutralize the relentless campaign of Holocaust 
deniers across the globe.

These actions speak even louder than words. While 
antisemitism continues to gain traction, even in 
the best society, only unequivocal opposition and 
tangible action will contribute towards quelling it. 
As urged recently by McGill University’s Professor 
Gil Troy: “Can we stop being so polite about anti-
Semitism?” The findings of the League’s 2010 Audit 
indicate that, indeed, the time for such politeness 
is long past. 
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1. THE OVERALL PICTURE

In 2010, the League for Human Rights documented 
1,306 antisemitic incidents across Canada, an 
increase of 3.3% over the 2009 finding of 1,264 
cases.  These findings indicate that antisemitic 
activity in this country is being sustained at an 
even more elevated level than in 2009 and 2008. 
From the perspective of the past ten years, there 
has been a more than fourfold increase in hate-
related incidents targeting the Jewish community.

The 2010 incidents were reported to the League 
for Human Rights in several ways: to its Anti-
Hate Hotline at 1-800 892 BNAI (2624), online to 
www.bnaibrith.ca, directly to B’nai Brith Canada’s 
national and regional offices, or to partners in 

community and law enforcement agencies working 
collaboratively with the League

At the outset, it should be noted that since law 
enforcement experts and researchers estimate 
only 10% of the victims of any kind of hate crime 
ever come forward to report their victimization, 
these reported numbers represent just the tip of 
the iceberg in terms of harassment and vandalism 
directed against the Jewish community. While 
outright violence is more likely to be reported 
and taken seriously, victims of harassment and 
vandalism often fear acts of reprisal, or are 
concerned that their experiences will be dismissed 
as minor inconveniences or, at times, just child’s 
play.

B. FINDINGS OF THE AUDIT

Graph: Antisemitism in Canada: A Ten Year Picture
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2. CLASSIFICATION BY TYPE 
OF INCIDENTS

The 1,306 incidents reported across Canada in 
2010 can be classified by category as follows:  
965 cases of harassment, 317 cases of vandalism 
and 24 cases of violence. The definitions of these 
categories (see Appendix I) have remained the 
same throughout the history of the League’s Audit, 
to ensure consistency and allow for accurate year-
by-year comparisons.

Graph: Antisemitic Incidents by Category

In 2010, harassment continued to be the highest 
category of activity, since it allows hatemongers 
to carry out their activities under the cover of 
anonymity. Harassment cases increased by 9.2% 
over 2009, while other categories decreased 
overall.  Despite attempts currently in vogue to 
dismiss harassment as mere harmless name-calling 
(the sticks and stones of the old adage), it should be 
noted that the language used in the cases classified 
as harassment in this Audit included 80 cases of 
explicit threats of violence, including threats of 
genocide or imminent harm.

In 2010, vandalism dropped by 8.9% overall (317 
cases vs. 348 in 2009), though certain regions 
showed significant increases in this category over 

the 2009 figures. For example, formerly tranquil 
neighbourhoods in a number of cities, including 
Burlington (ON), Guelph (ON), Halifax (NS), 
Winnipeg (MB), Victoria (BC) and Edmonton 
(AB), witnessed increased vandalism. In March 
2010, swastikas were spray painted across a 
Montreal residential area with a significant Jewish 
population.  In May 2010, vandals spray painted 
playground equipment with swastikas and “NO 
JEWS” in Victoria (BC).   In the same month, vandals 
defaced a children’s playground with antisemitic 
graffiti in Halifax (NS). In August 2010, swastikas 
defaced property in Saint John (NB). Also in August, 
antisemitic messaging was found in an Edmonton 

neighbourhood.  No perpetrators 
for these disturbing crimes have 
been identified to date.

Reported incidents of violence  
dropped significantly, with only 
Quebec showing an increase.  
Certainly, this was a welcome 
change from the 9.4% increase 
reported in 2009 (an all-time high 
of 32 cases). However, violence 
was recorded in Montreal, Quebec 
Region, British Columbia and the 
GTA.  An attack in Gatineau (QC) 
against two Carleton students by 
a group of other students bearing 
a machete highlighted that the 

potential for violence is ever-present, especially 
when emotions become inflamed as is the case 
during Israel Apartheid Week on university 
campuses, when there is a marked increase in 
anti-Jewish activity, spurred on by excesses in anti-
Zionist rhetoric.

i. Community and Private Property

There were 32 incidents targeting synagogues in 
2010, compared to 50 cases in both 2009 and 
2008.  This decrease is thought to be in large 
part due to improved security measures at many 
Jewish houses of worship, schools and community 
institutions, including improved alarm systems and 
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closed circuit monitors, better lighting, fencing, 
bollards and shatterproof glass. These security 
enhancements were made possible by matching 
grants under the Federal Government’s Security 
Infrastructure Program.

Although the number of cases has decreased, 
incidents were still serious. There were threats 
to synagogue staff or members in five cases of 
harassment.  In three cases, synagogue members 
were assaulted, with objects thrown at them while 
they were on their way home.  As well, synagogues 
were targeted right across the country, including 
Vancouver (BC), Edmonton (AB),  Ottawa (ON), 
Thornhill (ON), Vaughan (ON), Markham (ON), 
London (ON), Toronto (ON) and Montreal (QC).

Given the concern about terrorist entities 
targeting Jewish institutions, it is important that 
the community not  
let its guard down, 
and that government 
funding continues. 
As it is, synagogues 
large and small still 
have to bear the 
brunt of costs for security guards to cover the 
facilities when they are in use, be it for prayer 
services, weddings, children’s events or educational 
programming. 

Other figures highlight the need to continue to 
be vigilant. In 2010, 26 community centres were 
targeted with antisemitic graffiti (up from the 
24 in 2009 and 17 in 2008). As well, staff and 
visitors were subjected to acts of harassment.  The 
language was often vicious and threatening. Once 
again, the swastika and neo-Nazi symbolism were 
central themes employed by those carrying out 
these acts of vandalism against Jewish institutions.

In 2010, 139 private homes were targeted, up from 
the 111 homes in 2009, and 105 in 2008. These 
cases included harassment by phone, by internet 
and by mail, in addition to poison pen campaigns, 
as well as the desecration of mezuzahs and other 

Jewish symbols. Homes and cars parked outside 
Jewish homes were defaced with swastikas and 
other ugly messages of hatred. This increase in 
the targeting of Jews in their own homes gives rise 
to ongoing anxiety in the community, given the 
stalking implied in such incidents.

ii. Workplace

There were 29 cases directly related to the 
victim’s workplace, a decrease compared to 48 
cases in 2009.  These cases related to on-the-job  
harassment by colleagues and supervisors, including 
refusal to provide reasonable accommodation for 
days of religious observance. 

This apparent drop in cases gives us little reason 
to celebrate since anecdotal evidence from 
individuals calling the League Anti-Hate Hotline, 

but then not wishing 
to pursue the matter 
further, suggests an  
overarching reluctance 
to report workplace 
harassment due to  
concerns over job 

security.  In five cases, in fact, employees or 
independent contractors reported facing acts of 
reprisal for being whistle blowers.  

Sixteen of the 29 cases took place in government 
settings, up from the seven cases recorded in 2009 
and eight in 2008.  As just one example of this type 
of case, a landmark decision was released in 2010, 
awarding damages to a government employee 
who, it was found, had been subjected to ongoing, 
threatening, antisemitic harassment.  The employer 
was found to have failed in its duty to protect her 
from such conduct, and to create an employee-
friendly and safe working environment.

iii. Educational Settings

There were 84 incidents involving schools during 
2010, compared to 73 incidents (15%) in 2009 and 
a sharp increase from 57 (47%) in 2008.  Incidents 

“I felt sick to my stomach; I felt  violated.”  

A Jewish business owner whose store was defaced.
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included multiple cases of vandalism and graffiti  
directed at  school buildings and school buses, as 
well as numerous cases of harassment and taunting. 
In over a dozen cases, individual teachers and 
students were targeted with anti-Jewish slurs and 
there were several cases of objects being thrown 
at Jewish teachers and swastikas being drawn on 
their blackboards and desks.  

Objects were also thrown 
at Jewish students. In one 
case, an entire basketball 
team, representing a 
Jewish day school, was 
pelted during an away 
game. Jewish students 
were bullied over the 
internet through social media networks and by cell 
phone text messages in which the victims were 
effectively stalked. In one particularly unnerving 
incident in Brampton (ON) on Halloween, a 
student dressed up as an SS officer for a school 
dance. Rather than finding this costume choice 
problematic, the teachers at the school reportedly 
found it quite amusing. 

There were 86 reported cases of antisemitism 
on university campuses, down from the 137 
in 2009, but up from the 2008 figure of 75 
cases. A longer-term comparison notes just  
36 reported cases in 2006. The decrease in 
2010 can perhaps be explained by increased 
attention to security issues on campuses such as 
York University in Toronto, where a study on the 
dangers posed by open demonstrations of hate 
has led to some security improvements.  On the 
other hand, as IAW spreads to other campuses, so 
too have the hate-related incidents that often go in 
tandem with these events: reports from Laurentian 
University in Sudbury, for example, where IAW 
events was introduced just recently, indicate an 
increased level of tension and antisemitic activity. 
In a similar vein, many incidents of graffiti followed 
IAW events in March – such as reports of The 
machete attack on Carleton students also took 
place shortly after an IAW events on that campus.

Jewish students continue to report harassment on 
campus following anti-Israel events such as IAW 
in March 2010, including hate-related graffiti at 
York, Carleton and Laurentian University, and the 
swarming of two Carleton students by a group 
wielding a machete.  As well, there were concerns 
about approaches taken by individual professors 
that left Jewish students feeling intimidated.  On 

a day-to-day basis, 
many students continue 
to report hiding their 
Jewish identity and 
pass on participating in 
classroom discussions 
and larger events, in 
order to avoid negative 
interactions both in the  

classroom and elsewhere on campus. 
Overwhelmingly, they fear their academic standing 
will suffer if they openly indicate their support for 
the existence of the Jewish State.

A popular theme on campus, now being pursued 
in so-called academic theses, is the malevolent 
supposition that Jews, rather than being a 
historically victimized group, are instead the 
oppressors, who cannot even understand the 
concept of victimization, are steeped in “white 
privilege” and are implicated in “structural violence” 
against others. Hand-in-hand with this goes the 
ongoing diminishment of the issue of antisemitism 
to the extent that students are discouraged from 
considering anti-Jewish hatred as ‘real’ racism. 

iv. Web-Based Hate

The League received 564 reports of web-based 
hate activity with a Canadian connection, whether 
in terms of content, perpetrators and/or victims, up 
from the 435 reports in 2009 and the 405 received 
in 2008. The trend towards the use of a wide 
variety of today’s new media continued, including 
blogs, online videos and social networking 
sites. With pages on Facebook openly calling 
for violence against Jews, a Canadian-based 
website advocating genocide against “filthy Jewish 

“If someone […] does this, it shows 
they have disrespect and hatred in-
side.” 

A witness to the desecration of a synagogue in 
Quebec. 
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terrorists”, and a Montreal site repeating a range 
of age-old anti-Jewish canards, it is clear that the 
reach of cyberspace has become treacherous.

In the 2010 incidents in this category, Jews 
were blamed for a range of the world’s troubles, 
unpopular government policies, viruses and natural 
disasters.  As well, Jews were falsely implicated in 
the 9/11 attacks on the World Trade Center, and 
organ transplant trafficking schemes.

v. Holocaust Denial

There were 65 cases of Holocaust denial, up 
from the 51 cases in 2009 and the 42 reported 
in 2008. Holocaust denial material originating 
from the Middle East reached Canada’s borders, 
but was turned away 
by Canada Customs.  
Imagery borrowed from 
the Holocaust was used 
to attack politicians of 
various stripes, while 
in Victoria (BC), a 
playground was defaced 
with the slur “No Jews”, 
reminiscent of a shameful, long-past chapter in 
Jewish history and Canadian history when that 
sign was seen regularly at recreational sites and 
vacation resorts.

The purveyors of Holocaust denial attempt to 
present themselves as disinterested seekers of 
the truth through legitimate historical enquiry 
and review, but in fact—whether in direct attack 
or through subtle manipulation—the message is 
clear: Jews are liars who seek to profit from non-
Jewish guilt. By framing their Holocaust denial 
as merely the expression of an unorthodox point 
of view, their propaganda insinuates subtle, but 
hateful antisemitic allegations. 

vi. Neo-Nazi/White Supremacist Activity

In 2010, the League received 150 reports of activity 

by White Supremacist groups in Calgary (AB),  
Vancouver (BC) and Victoria (BC), including public 
marches featuring Heil Hitler salutes and the display  
of swastikas and other white supremacist symbols. 
With the apparent demise of the Aryan Guard 
following criminal charges against members 
of its leadership, there have been a number of 
individuals who have emerged to fill the vacuum 
in an attempt to set up similar groups in Canada. 
The resulting proliferation of White Supremacist 
groups is a trend seen in the United States as well, 
as reflected in the findings of the Southern Poverty 
Law Center.

While some took comfort in the fact that few people 
were in attendance at the far-right’s counter-rallies 
on the International Day for the Elimination of 

Racial Discrimination in 
Calgary, Vancouver and 
Victoria, the League’s 
data suggests that this 
does not indicate any 
significant weakness in 
the far-right movement. 
Clearly, supporters of 
the various groups can 

be found in cities right across the country judging 
by postings on White Supremacist online social 
network forums. Online activity gives these groups 
the profile they seek.

The swastika has become increasingly popular as a 
symbol of hate, particularly, though not exclusively, 
against the Jewish community. In the 317 cases 
of vandalism reported, 185, or 58.3%, included 
swastika daubing on a variety of sites, including 
private residences and synagogues. This is an 
increase over 2009, where  50% of all vandalism 
contained this hate symbol.  While some seem 
content to dismiss the swastika as a minimal and 
general form of negative expression, the cases of 
vandalism documented in this Audit indicate that it 
continues to be a preferred symbol of hate in use 
by perpetrators seeking to intimidate the Jewish 
community.

“What was really hurting was that 
they put the Nazi sign. That just 
takes it over the top.” 

A person whose property was vandalised. 
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vii. Perpetrators

The ethnic origin of perpetrators is documented 
by the League only where relevant information 
is available. It is not undertaken on the basis of 
reports of the perceived ethnic appearance of 
the perpetrator, unless there is corroborating 
evidence to support such an assumption.  Most  
of the arrests involved youth of unknown 
backgrounds.  In one case an elderly man of 
German extraction was 
convicted of hate graffiti 
in the Guelph (ON)  
area.  

In 2010, the vast majority 
of cases were acts of 
anonymity so the origin 
of the perpetrators was 
impossible to identify, 
but there were 59 cases 
where perpetrators self-
identified as of Arab origin, down from the 97 
cases in 2009, but double the 2008 figure of 31 

cases. In addition there were eight cases where 
Muslim perpetrators were identified and  two 
cases involving an Aboriginal perpetrator. Other 
data indicated Black (4), Chinese (2), German (2), 
Hungarian (1) and Bangladeshi (1) perpetrators.
  

viii. Patterns of Occurrence

Of the 1,306 reported cases in 2010, 745 or 57% 
of the cases occurred 
in the first six months, a 
timeframe that included 
two particularly volatile 
months – March and  
June. In fact, the 163 
incidents in March and  
the 170 incidents in  
June, represent 333 or 
25% of the total number 
of cases during the 
year.  While there were 

regional variations to this pattern, the overall trend 
was too marked to be ignored.

“There are countless unreported 
incidents, because they are [con-
sidered] ‘minor’, but we should be 
aware that they exist.”

A mother commenting on an antisemitic incident at 
her son’s sports game. 

Graph: Antisemitic Incidents by Month
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As noted in the 2009 Audit, an increase in antisemitic 
incidents is often seen around the time of Israel 
Apartheid Week (IAW) in March, which has spawned 
events on campuses across Canada. The year 2010 
was no different. The inflammatory anti-Zionist  
rhetoric customarily used spilled over into anti-
Jewish expression of various kinds: intimidation, 
harassment, vandalism and even assault. 
The spike in June appears to have been spurred by 
a renewed focus on the Israel-Palestinian conflict, 
with the Gaza flotilla being a major media storyline. 
This increased attention focused public attention 
not just on events half way around the world, but 
on the Jewish community here in Canada.

The League has often noted that there is a clear 
link between strife in the Middle East arena  and 
incidents here in Canada, a finding echoed by 
the League’s partners in the field, such as the 
Anti-Defamation League (ADL) in the US, the 
Community Security Trust (CST) in the UK and 
the Conseil Représentatif des Institutions juives de 

France (CRIF). These community institutions saw 
decreases in the overall number of antisemitic 
incidents in 2010 compared with 2009, when 
events in Gaza spurred all-time highs in antisemitic 
outbursts, but no sustained decreases can be 
celebrated when comparing 2010 figures to 2008 
data in these countries. 

There are also similarities to the Canadian picture 
in terms of trigger events. In the UK, for example, 
almost the second highest total for the year (81) 
was recorded in June (the highest total being 82 in 
September). In June there was a spike in Canada as 
well, as noted above. 

Clearly, the general findings of the events that trigger 
antisemitism, as well as the various forms it takes, 
remain too similar in all these Jewish organizational 
studies from many different countries to be merely 
coincidental.

“I am dismayed and bewildered by their open 
display of antisemitism.  The internet and the 
social networks are helping to raise unadul-
terated hatemongers who feel entitled to ex-
press their ignorance.” 

A Canadian Facebook user on the way today’s youth abuse social 
media to express hate.  
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3. EXAMPLES OF INCIDENTS

JANUARY  

Markham, ON – A poem written by a student about  
never trusting Jews is circulated among the student 
body.  

Calgary, AB – City employees are found to be 
maintaining an antisemitic blog. 

Toronto, ON – A freelance reporter receives an 
email telling her to “stop working for the kikes” if 
she wants to be credible. 

Montreal, QC – Windows are smashed at a Jewish 
day school.

Oakville, ON – A hockey player calls an opposing 
team member “dumb f-king Jew”.

FEBRUARY

Toronto, ON – A patient posts antisemitic comments 
about his doctor on the internet. 

Moncton, NB – A Jewish elementary school student  
is harassed on his school bus. 

Toronto, ON – A call is made to a Jewish 
organization, telling Jewish “rats” to leave the 
country if they “can’t take the heat”.

London, ON – A threatening message is sent via 
Facebook to Jewish students at the University of 
Western Ontario during IAW.

Mississauga, ON – An antisemitic book is sent to 
a Jewish home.

MARCH

Toronto, ON – Objects are thrown from a passing 
vehicle at a religious family heading home on the 
Sabbath. 

Montreal, QC – A synagogue is desecrated, 
religious objects are ruined, and the bima (lectern) 
is defaced with a swastika. 

Toronto, ON – A mezuzah is ripped off of a home 
and left smashed on the ground.

Ottawa, ON – Ugly graffiti, reading, “Kill a Jew 
Slowly and painfully”, are found in a campus 
residence during IAW events. 

Mississauga, ON – A former York University student, 
who is being sought by police for his antisemitic 
website filthyjewishterrorist.com, blames his 
troubles with the law on “Jewish Kikes”. 

Kingston, ON – A car parked at a residential 
development next to the university campus is 
defaced with the slur “JEW”.

APRIL

Montreal, QC –  A visibly Jewish pregnant woman 
is mugged as she walks through a park. 

Toronto, ON – A Jewish community building 
receives a bomb threat.

Montreal, QC – Passers-by at a Holocaust 
commemoration event shout antisemitic slurs. 

Toronto, ON – A disparaging letter about a Jewish 
resident is circulated throughout a condominium. 

Gatineau, QC – Pro-Israel students are chased by 
a group of assailants shouting antisemitic slurs and 
wielding a machete.

MAY

Montreal, QC – A Jewish history teacher finds 
swastikas penned on her desk after a lesson about 
the Holocaust.

Winnipeg, MB – A website features a list of rabbis 
and other Jewish leaders, accusing them of being 
child molesters. 
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Montreal, QC – A Montrealer posts antisemitic 
videos to the internet on an ongoing basis. 

Victoria, BC – Antisemitic graffiti is found in a 
children’s playground, reading “No Jews” and 

“Warsaw ghetto” and featuring a swastika. 

Winnipeg, MB – Swastikas and other graffiti 
deface an area with a high concentration of Jewish 
residents.

JUNE

Montreal, QC – Antisemitic graffiti in a heavily 
Jewish neighborhood leaves the community fearful.

Thornhill, ON – An elementary school student is 
bullied and taunted with antisemitic comments.

Montreal, QC – A rock is thrown through a 
synagogue window.

Toronto, ON – An apartment building that is home 
to many Jewish senior citizens has its stairwell 
defaced with a Swastika and “Die Jews”.

JULY

Keswick, ON – a Jewish summer camp’s fence is 
defaced with graffiti declaring “Heil Hitler” 

Richmond, BC – Swastikas, along with anti-Jewish 
and anti-Chinese slurs are painted on the parking 
garage of a mall. 

Toronto, ON – A Jewish residence’s mailbox is 
defaced with swastikas and illustrations of pigs. 
The family’s car is later vandalized. 

AUGUST

Toronto, ON – Vandals deface the garage door of a  
Jewish home with a swastika and the word “Golda”. 

St. Agathe, QC – A group of boys target a Jewish 
home for a home invasion. They later shoot BB guns  
at Jewish residents of the town on a public street. 

Blue Mountain, ON – A Jewish builder engaged in 
a battle over the town’s zoning by-laws finds his 
property defaced with swastikas. 

Markham, ON – Graffiti reading “no one like Jews” 
is spraypainted onto a residence.

SEPTEMBER

Ottawa, ON – A Carleton university student’s 
mezuzah is ripped down and left on the floor, 

Markham, ON – A synagogue’s property is defaced.
 
Halifax, NS – A rash of racist graffiti appears across 
the city, including antisemitic slurs in a playground. 

Kingston, ON – A grade six public school student 
professes to be a Nazi and harasses other boys. 

OCTOBER

Toronto, ON – A York University professor accuses 
the Jewish student group Hillel of being an agent 
of a foreign government. 

Thornhill, ON – A poison pen letter “to revenge 
the Zionist entity” is mailed to synagogues and 
Jewish organizations.

Toronto, ON- Antisemitic remarks are made by 
students at a Catholic high school. 

NOVEMBER

Winnipeg, MB – A junior high school student is 
harassed by another student, who says he wishes 
that the student’s family had died in the Nazi 
concentration camps. 
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Toronto, ON – Graffiti is found in a subway station 
that reads “Say no to Jewish Control,” with a 
swastika carved beside it.

Ottawa, ON – Antisemitic comments regarding 
a Jewish conspiracy are circulated about an 
international conference hosted by the Canadian 
government to combat antisemitism.

Toronto, ON – A personality on the pilot episode of 
the reality TV show “Lakeshore” makes antisemitic 
remarks. 

DECEMBER

Victoria, BC – A protest outside Chapters bookstore 
features a sign reading “Jews Out”.

Toronto, ON – A new conspiracy theory is 
circulated, blaming Jews for the Wikileak scandal.

Montreal, QC – A website financed in part by 
politicians includes virulently antisemitic material.

Mississauga, ON – A resident gives advice on an 
antisemitic website on how to identify a Jew by 
name in a Nazi-like roundup.

“I’d like [the offender] to go away with a sincere understanding 
of the serious crime he committed and the hurt he inflicted.,”

Member of a Jewish community where sites were defaced. 
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C. REGIONAL REPORTS
Table: Antisemitic Incidents by Region and Type

i. Ontario

The majority of incidents across Canada occurred 
in Ontario, as has typically been the case in past 
Audits.  In 2010, 735 of the country-wide total of 
1306 incidents occurred in Ontario, comprising 
56.3% of the total.   This represents an increase 
for the province of 9.4%, over the 672 incidents 
reported in 2009. 

The number of cases of harassment increased by 
22.7% (540 cases in 2010, up from 440 in 2009).  
The concern regarding the increase in incidents of 
harassment is highlighted by the fact that the 2009 
figures for this category represented a decrease of 
10.2% from the 2008 Audit (440 cases in 2009, 
down from 490 in 2008).

Vandalism decreased by 12.6% from 214 cases 
in 2009 to 187 in 2010, returning it to the level 
recorded in 2008 of 184 incidents.  According 
to the Federal Government, such decreases 
can be attributed to the success of the Security 
Infrastructure Program, which gives matching 

grants for security enhancements to the institutions 
of at-risk communities.

Another welcome change was the drop in cases 
of violence from the high of 18 in 2009 to eight 
in 2010, with cases in this category only being 
reported in the Greater Toronto Area (GTA).   These 
eight cases represent a return to the level recorded 
in 2008.   

Incidents in Ontario are broken down further into 
cases occurring in a) the Greater Toronto Area 
(GTA), which includes the City of Toronto and its 
immediate environs, b) Ottawa and c) Regional 
Ontario, which encompasses areas outside the 
GTA and Ottawa. 

a) Greater Toronto Area (GTA):

The GTA remained the highest reporting area, as 
has been the case in previous Audits, reflecting 
the fact that the area has by far the highest Jewish 
population concentration in the country.
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Of the incidents reported Canada-wide, 502 
incidents took place in the GTA alone, representing 
39.7% of the total incidents in the country. Incidents 
in the GTA increased by 4.8% compared to the 
2009 figure of 479.

The 502 cases in the GTA broke down as follows: 
399 cases of harassment (up 11.8% over the 357 
cases in 2009), 95 vandalism (down 10.4% from 
106 in 2009) and 8 cases of violence (down 50% 
from 16 in 2009).

Incidents included threats to rabbis and community 
members, bomb threats, vandalism of vehicles 
parked outside synagogues, assaults on campuses, 
swastikas spray painted on kosher businesses, and 
defacement on campuses of books depicting the 
history of the Jews.

Police services for the region indicate that Jews 
remain amongst the most targeted groups.  York 
Regional Police, in their 2010 report, indicate 
that while crime was down overall, hate crimes 
soared, with Jews being the most frequently 
targeted group amongst all religions.  As a point of 
comparison, the Muslim community was the target 
of three criminal acts, up marginally from two in 
2009. On the other hand, 41 criminal acts against 
the Jewish community were recorded by police in 
York Region, compared to 19 in 2009.

b) Ottawa:

Incidents in Ottawa increased by 25.4% to 89 in 
2010, up from 71 in 2009.  This follows on the 
14.5% increase recorded in the 2009 Audit from 
the 62 cases recorded in 2008. 

Cases involving harassment increased by 35.9%  
to 53 in 2010 compared to 39 in 2009, in keeping 
with the national and provincial trend.

Vandalism also rose, up by 16.1 % (36 in 2010, up 
from 31 in 2009).  

While there were no cases of violence or assault 
compared to the one recorded in 2009, two 
students from Ottawa were chased by across 
the bridge over the Ottawa River by a mob 
and threatened with a machete in the adjacent 
community of Gatineau (QC).

Incidents included ugly graffiti, acts of intimidation 
in the work place, and death threats on campus.

c) Regional Ontario:

Incidents in Regional Ontario  (those parts of the 
province that do not include the GTA and Ottawa) 
increased by 18% to 144 in 2010 compared to 122 
in 2009. This figure is also substantially up over the 
82 cases reported in 2008, indicating a trend that 
needs to be watched. The hate-related incidents 
were spread across the province in both urban and 
rural settings.

Cases of harassment doubled from 44 in 2009 
to 88 in 2010.  Incidents of vandalism dropped 
by 27.3% (56 cases in 2010, down from 77 in 
2009), but ugly graffiti disturbed residential 
neighborhoods in urban areas, including Guelph 
and Burlington,  and threatening antisemitic graffiti 
was found on campuses such as Carleton, Western 
and Laurentian; thus, there is little to celebrate.  

No cases of violence were reported in 2010 in 
this region, whereas there was one such case in 
2009.  There was, however, threatening messaging 
and graffiti with the death threat “Kill the Jew” and 
other ugly slurs. 

ii. Quebec 

There were 305 cases reported across the 
province of Quebec in 2010, representing an
18.2% decrease from the 373 cases reported in 
2009.  However, it is to be noted that this is up from  
the 245 incidents reported in Quebec in 2008. A 
five-year view shows that incidents rose by 34% 
(from 228 in 2006 to 305 in 2010).  
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The 305 cases represented 23.4% of the total 
incidents recorded for the country in 2010.  

While harassment and bandalism were down 
(17.4% and 32.5% respectively), the category of 
violence showed a significant upswing from the 
eight recorded incidents in 2009 and five in 2008 
to 15 cases in 2010 (a 87.5% increase from 2009).

Quebec incidents are broken down between 
Montreal and Regional Quebec (areas in the 
province that are outside of Montreal).   

a) Montreal:

In Montreal, there were a total 277 cases, 
representing a 13.2% decrease from the all-
time high of 319 cases in 2009, but a substantial 
increase from the 201 cases in 2008. Taking a 
five-year view, incidents rose by 28% (from 217 in 
2006 to 277 in 2010). 

Harassment cases in Montreal numbered 219 in 
2010, representing a decrease of 10.6% from the 
245 cases recorded in 2009.

Vandalism dropped from 67 cases in 2009 to 51 
such cases in 2010.  Yet, a concentration of graffiti 
incidents in areas of the city with large populations 
of visible Jews, as well as a series of attacks against 
synagogues, stirred great concern and community 
trepidation.

The category of violence remained unchanged at 
seven incidents in 2010, including physical attacks 
on a pregnant woman and a young boy.

b)  Regional Quebec:

There were a total of 28 cases in this region, down 
from the 54 recorded in 2009, a 48.1% drop.  

There were 19 cases of harassment, a decrease of 
55.8% from the 2009 findings.  These incidents 
included the circulation of antisemitic conspiracy 
theories including epithets of Jewish domination 

and wealth, as well as online hate in connection 
with which two individuals residing in the region 
were charged.

Incidents of vandalism dropped from ten in 2009 
to one in 2010, returning the region to its 2008 
level.  

Cases of violence in Regional Quebec increased 
from one in 2009 to eight in 2010.  This is also a 
substantial increase from the three cases reported 
in 2008.  Incidents in this category included the 
egregious behaviour by a group of teens who 
invaded a Jewish home and then continued on to 
shot a BB gun at visibly Jewish passerbys in the St. 
Agathe area, a location that saw several incidents 
in 2009.

iii. Manitoba

There were 60 reported cases in 2010, compared 
to 37 in 2009 and 34 in 2008.  The 2010 figure 
represents a significant increase of 62.2% over the 
2009 findings.  The Manitoba incidents represent 
4.7% of the country’s total cases, compared to just 
2.9% in 2009.  
The majority of incidents took place in the capital 
city of Winnipeg, where the vast majority of the 
province’s Jewish population resides.  

Harassment increased by 14.8%, matching the 
national trend.  However, vandalism rose by 
262.5%, bucking the national trend in a significant 
way.  Private residences and public property were 
targeted by repeated incidents of ugly graffiti, 
including slurs and symbols of hate against the 
Jewish community.
Violence dropped from 2 incidents in 2009 to no 
such cases in 2010.

iv. Saskatchewan

There were a total of 19 cases in the province, 
representing a 58.3% increase over the 12 cases 
in 2009.   These incidents represented 1.5% of the 
country’s total cases.  There were 25 cases in 2008 
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and 16 in 2007 by way of comparison, indicating 
that the province is experiencing a sustained level 
of hate activity even though the Jewish community 
continues to decline in the province.

The 19 cases broke down into 17 cases of 
harassment (more than doubling the 8 cases in 
2009) and two cases of vandalism (compared to 
the four cases in 2009).   There were no cases of 
violence. The incidents took place in Regina (11) 
and Saskatoon (7). 

The incidents of harassment included online hate 
and face-to-face confrontations.  The ongoing case 
of former university instructor Terry Tremaine, and 
attempts to reinstate discredited aboriginal leader 
David Ahenakew before his death in March 2010 
gave the opportunity to many to express their 
hatred against individual Jews and organizations 
representing the Jewish community.  No synagogue 
reported acts of vandalism, whereas two such 
institutions were the subjects of hate in 2009.

v. Alberta

There were 66 cases reported across the province 
of Alberta, representing 5.2% of the total incidents 
recorded across Canada.  Little change was noted 
from the previous year when 67 cases were 
reported, but the 2010 data does represent a 34% 
increase over the 50 cases reported in 2008. 

The incidents occurred in Calgary (38) and 
Edmonton (27), as well as in other parts of the 
province (1).

Harassment cases jumped from 38 in 2009 to 
50 in 2010, representing a 31.6% increase, well 
above the country’s average amount of incidents 
for this category.  There were no cases of violence 
compared to one in 2009.

Documented cases of vandalism dropped 42.9% 
from 28 in 2009 to 16 in 2010.  It is to be noted 
that many incidents last year were related to on 
overnight crime spree where ugly graffiti marred 

numerous sites in Calgary neighbourhoods.  One 
young man has been held responsible for those 
acts and is now awaiting sentencing in 2011.  

There was a steady stream of online harassment 
reported to the League.  In particular, the online 
blog of a city employee in Calgary was found to 
contain extensive hate-related material directed 
against the Jewish community.

vi. British Columbia

There were 75 cases reported across the province, 
representing 5.9% of the total incidents recorded 
across Canada.  This represents a small decrease 
of 6.3% from the 80 cases in 2009. A five-year 
view shows a sustained and growing presence of 
antisemitism in the province, where the 75 cases 
in 2010 represent an increase of 88% from the 40 
cases in 2006.

Incidents of harassment decreased by 13.2%, but 
still brought the figures back to the 2008 level 
of 60. These incidents included antisemitc slurs 
including blood libels alleging Jewish involvement 
in kidnapping and organ trafficking that had 
previously appeared in an Islamic community 
paper circulated in the province, as well as 
communications describing the Holocaust as  the 

“HOLOHAUX”.

Vandalism cases increased by 66.7%. Only British 
Columbia, Manitoba and Atlantic Region recorded 
an increase in this category.  Antisemitic graffiti 
including ugly slurs appeared in a playground 
announcing “no Jews” and “Warsaw Ghetto” 
and, in another incident, alleging that “Jews  killed 
during the Stalin era” . 

Cases of violence dropped from three cases in 
2009 to one reported case of assault in 2010  in 
the Vancouver area.  There were no such cases in 
previous years.

Most incidents took place in Vancouver (49) and 
Victoria (17), and the remainder took place in the 
interior of the region (9).
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Cases included ongoing Jewish conspiracy 
allegations, as well as blood libels that 
perpetuated a story alleging Jewish involvement 
in kidnapping and organ transplant trafficking 
that had previously appeared in an Islamic 
community paper that was circulated in the 
province.  Threats were uttered and there was 
vandalism of private homes and Jewish schools.

vii. Atlantic Region

There were 46 cases in the Atlantic region, 
representing 3.6% of the total incidents reported 
across Canada. In 2009, incidents in this region 
comprised only 1.8% of the country’s total cases.
The region recorded a doubling of cases in both 
harassment (30 in 2010 compared to 15 in 2009) 
and vandalism (16 in 2010 compared to 8 in 2009) 
categories.  Once again, there were no cases of 
violence reported. 

Incidents took place in all the provinces of the 
region: New Brunswick (13), Newfoundland (1), 
Nova Scotia (31) and Prince Edward Island (1).

Harassment incidents included antisemitic remarks, 
statements of Holocaust denial and the circulation 
of blood libels.  Vandalism incidents included 
graffiti, such as swastikas, and racial slurs in public 
and private locations.

viii. Northern Region

This region is made up of the Northwest Territories, 
Yukon and Nunavut. There were no specific 
cases reported in this region, although calls were 
received concerning online hate sites that residents 
viewed.

“We hope and pray that we won’t have to use [our new 
security cameras, monitors and better lighting] and this 
[security equipment] on its own is sending a strong 
message to all those humans who act inhuman to think 
twice before they do anything,”

A victim of antisemitism in Alberta
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Of the 1,306 antisemitic cases documented by the 
League in 2010, 335 incidents (less than a quarter 
of the total) were also reported to police. In 2009, 
413 of the 1,264 incidents, or close to one-third 
of the total cases, had been reported to the law 
enforcement authorities.  

This drop in cases reported to police reflects two 
things: first, although there has been an increase in 
the number of incidents of harassment documented 
in this year’s Audit, the majority of such cases 
involved instances of bullying, whether face-
to-face or over the Internet. Despite the distress 
they cause, these do not amount to criminal acts 
warranting action by police. Secondly, despite 
good working relationships between police and 
community liaison groups, such as the League, 
and concerted campaigns to try to increase 
awareness of hate-crime reporting mechanisms 
and supports available, individuals reporting to the 
League continue to express a hesitation to contact 
the police directly.  Victims express fear that their  
claims will not be taken seriously by police, explaining  
in part why sociologists and police estimate that 
only 10% of victims of hate crimes ever report their  
experience.  As noted in “Police-Reported Hate 
Crimes”, a 2010 study by Statistics Canada based 
on 2008 figures gathered by police:

“The number of hate crimes presented 
in this release likely undercounts the 
true extent of hate crime in Canada, 
as not all crimes are reported to 
police. Other research has shown that 
a victim’s decision to report a hate-
motivated crime to police may be 
influenced by various factors. These 
include: … fear of retaliation and 
feelings of humiliation; [and] language 
or cultural barriers…”

That study parallels the findings of the Audit, 
namely, that members of the Jewish community 

continue to be a prime target of hate, and yet this 
activity is chronically under-reported.  According 
to the Statistics Canada study, two-thirds of 
religiously motivated hate crimes were committed 
against Jews. Furthermore, hate crimes based on 
religion increased by 53% over the previous year, 
with hate crimes against Jews rising by 42%. 

The 2010 hate crime reports by local police forces 
confirm the persistence of hate crimes targeting the 
Jewish community. For example, the police of York 
Region, an area just north of the city of Toronto 
(ON) with a strong Jewish community, reported 
that while hate crime rates dropped overall, they 
soared in 2010, with 41 hate crimes targeting the 
Jewish community, up from just 19 the year before.  
In Montreal, 19 of the 64 hate crimes recorded by 
police targeted the Jewish community (just under 
a third of the total hate crimes).

Across the country, there were 43 charges laid 
by various police forces for hate-related activity 
in 2010, significantly up from the 17 charges laid 
in 2009.  It is understandable that such charges 
represent a small percentage of the total number 
of incidents, since hate crimes are generally 
carefully executed by perpetrators as anonymous 
acts in order to make detection difficult.  Alleged 
perpetrators have been charged in cases involving 
graffiti as well as harassment both on the Internet 
and in face-to-face confrontations.

While many cases have gone unsolved, a number 
of arrests in high profile cases do give some 
reassurance to the public that police continue 
to take hate-related investigations seriously.  In 
Calgary, an investigation by police into a 2009 
crime spree, involving antisemitic graffiti left on 
numerous sites, led to the arrest and conviction 
of a young man, who, at the time of publication of 
this Audit, is still awaiting final sentencing.  

D. LAW ENFORCEMENT 
AND  JUDICIAL INTERVENTIONS
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York Regional Police continue to investigate a 
crime spree from back in 2004, which involved 
antisemitic graffiti in a heavily Jewish residential 
area, and have even re-issued a reward for 
information.  Unfortunately, statements such as by 
police in Edmonton (AB) in 2010 concerning hate-
related activity that the vandalism there “may be 
semitic but they are not sure yet if it is antisemitic” 
gave rise to confusion, which, in turn, undoubtedly 
impacted victims’ willingness to report their 
experiences to police.

After delays in proceedings, in July 2010, the 
Ontario Provincial Police (OPP) finally laid charges 
of three counts of willfully promoting hatred 
under section 319, and two counts of advocating 
genocide under section 318 of the Criminal Code 
of Canada against Bangladeshi-Canadian Salman 
Hossain, a suspended York University student. The 
charges were in connection with an antisemitic 
website attributed to him where calls for terrorist 
attacks could be found.  

The advocating genocide counts actually represent 
a first in Ontario. According to Professor Bruce 
Ryder of York University’s Osgoode Hall Law 
School, the prosecution will be novel in that 

“most Canadian government activity in the area 
has focused on seeking deportation, not criminal 
prosecution. Hossain is accused of home-grown 
incitement to genocide,” (National Post, July 9, 
2010).  Although the OPP promised to pursue the 
charges, Hossain had already fled the country, and, 
in December 2010, the website was actually re-
launched after being shut down earlier in the year.  
Meanwhile, in the same month, an Interpol arrest 
warrant for Hossain was posted.

A 2010 Canada-wide arrest warrant is also 
outstanding for Craig Cobb, who is accused of 
operating a white supremacist video-sharing 
website called Podblanc. Cobb was actually 
arrested by police at the Vancouver Public Library 
in June 2010, but was released on his promise 
to appear in court at a later date. The provincial 

Attorney General only approved hate crime 
charges in December of 2010, by which time 
police believe Cobb was already in hiding in the 
United States.

Despite the uncertainty remaining regarding 
hate crime legislation following the acquittal of 
Aboriginal leader David Ahenakew at a second 
trial in 2009, there were a few cases of successful 
prosecutions for hate crimes. These cases brought 
some reassurance to the legal and broader 
community that the Criminal Code is still a tool 
available to combat hate crimes.

An ugly cross-burning incident in New Brunswick 
in February 2010, which was directed at an 
interracial couple, left Canadians dismayed across 
the country at this overt act of racism. As Carol 
Aylward of Dalhousie Law School said, “The cross 
burning is just an open sign of what is under the 
surface” (Globe and Mail, February 24, 2010).  
Thus, the conviction of one of the perpetrators, a 
21-year-old man, in November 2010 on inciting 
hate and criminal harassment charges was 
greeted with some relief.  In early 2011, he was 
sentenced to a total of six months of imprisonment 
plus one month probation, including 50 hours of 
community service. His 20-year-old brother was 
also convicted and sentenced in 2011 to two 
months of imprisonment, along with the same 
terms of probation.  Crown Counsel noted that 
while the sentence could have been longer, it did, 
in his view, set a precedent to deter other similar 
acts (Toronto Star, January 10, 2011).  

In May 2010, the bizarre case of Max Mahr, an 
83-year-old Canadian of German origin who 
resided in Guelph (ON) came to a close.  Following 
his plea of guilty, he was convicted of wilfully 
promoting hatred in relation to antisemitic graffiti 
he drew in various public locations during the 
previous year.  He was sentenced to six months in 
jail, 40 hours community service and two years of 
probation   
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Also to be noted was the case of a Woodstock 
(ON) man, who pled guilty to numerous charges 
in relation to spray-painted swastikas found on 
the Cenotaph hours prior to Remembrance Day 
ceremonies.  Sentencing is expected in 2011. 

Two cases of note continued to proceed through 
the courts during 2010 without resolution.  In 2010, 
Brad Love – who had been originally convicted 
of circulating hateful messages against Jews and 
others back in 2003 – was back in court on a third 
breach of probation charge.  In December 2010, 
he launched a constitutional challenge, arguing 
that the probation order was overly broad and 
contravened his rights under the Charter of Rights 
and Freedoms.
 
In December 2010, a Federal Court Judge 
reluctantly acquitted Saskatchewan-based Terry 
Tremaine, who stood accused of contempt of court.  
In 2007, Tremaine had been found in breach of 
section 13 of the Canadian Human Rights Act for 
posting hate online.  The Canadian Human Rights 
Commission filed that decision with the Federal 
Court, alleging Tremaine had breached it by 
ongoing postings. However, it was found that the 
Commission had failed to follow all the required 
steps, including notifying him of the filing, thereby 
leading to his acquittal.

Use of section 13 of the Canadian Human Rights 
Act to fight online hate remains in limbo, as the 
debate over free speech and the limits of section 

13 of the legislation and its provincial counterparts 
continued, without any clear resolution, 
throughout 2010.  As reported in the 2009 Audit, 
the Canadian Human Rights Tribunal had found 
that section 13 was unconstitutional and refused 
to impose a penalty in Warman v. Lemire.  The 
Canadian Human Rights Commission appealed, 
and the matter focusing on the constitutionality of 
the provision remains before the Federal Court of 
Canada. 

Other complaints based on allegations of 
discrimination under Section 13 of the Act remain 
suspended pending that decision, including the 
case brought by the League regarding the website 
Radical Press.  However, early in 2011, the Supreme 
Court of Canada did rule that a man behind anti-
gay leaflets could challenge the constitutionality of 
Saskatchewan’s Human Rights Act. 

The Alberta case of Stephen Boissoin, who in 2007 
wrote a letter to the editor about homosexuality, 
remains unresolved. It had been alleged that 
his letter had led to an attack on a gay teen.  A 
finding that he had breached the Alberta Human 
Rights, Citizenship, and Multiculturalism Act was 
successfully overturned on appeal on finding, in 
part, that the Commission had stepped into the 
realm of criminal law.  In 2010, the complainant 
brought a further appeal, arguing that the court 
wrongly narrowed the intent of hate speech laws 
in the province.
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Bearing the data and analysis contained in this 
Audit in mind, we note that the Ottawa Protocol 
of the 2010 conference of the Inter-parliamentary 
Coalition for Combating Antisemitism, has made 
it very clear that the resolve of all sectors of society 
is required to combat anti-Jewish hatred both at 
home and abroad. 

Too many times have we heard individuals 
dismiss the various acts of hatred documented in 
the League’s Audit as insignificant acts by purely 
marginal elements of society. In fact, the reality 
is very different, as the victims can well attest. 
Society cannot be excused from its responsibility 
to counter the continued existence of racism and 
discrimination in our society. 

As noted in the Ottawa Protocol (see Appendix III 
for the full text):

“We renew our call for national 
governments, parliaments, international 
institutions, political and civic 
leaders, NGOs, and civil society to 
affirm democratic and human values, 
build societies based on respect 
and citizenship and combat any 
manifestations of antisemitism and all 
forms of discrimination.”

The League suggests the following specific 
recommendations, which flow directly from the 
2010 Canadian data on antisemitism, as well as 
the recommendations of the Ottawa Protocol:

1. Every sector of the community needs to 
maintain a zero tolerance to hate, from 
educators at elementary and high schools, 
and campus administrators, to human right 
commissions, police and government. Public 
education is key to the success of such an 
approach.

2. Resources must be earmarked for training for 
both front-line officers and Crowns, in order 
to ensure focused intelligence gathering and 
investigative expertise. 

3. A strong partnership between trained officers 
in dedicated hate crime units and community-
based organizations representing the victims, 
continues to be a vital element in the fight 
against hate-related activity in Canada. 

4. Legislative reforms must be examined to 
ensure Canada’s international commitments 
are met.

5. There should be support for legislation that has 
been proposed to ensure that organizations 
spreading hate will be deterred by having to 
pay the cost of the damage they cause.

6. Once again, the League recommends that the 
element of hate should be added as appropriate 
to all relevant crimes, so that hate motivation 
can be recognized and investigated from the 
outset, and not left only to the sentencing stage.  

7. Educational facilities should be recognized as 
protected facilities under hate crime provisions.

8. The League renews its call for Holocaust denial 
to be recognized as an act of hate.

There are many common underpinnings to the 
philosophies and manifestations of hatred against 
a range of identifiable groups. Similarly, a common 
thread runs through the various elements of the 
solutions that can be applied.  The League works 
with many different minority communities in 
this country that face the challenges of prejudice 
and bigotry. It renews its call to all Canadians to 
join in the struggle to counter the expressions of 
hatred that still mar the human rights landscape of 
Canada today.

E. CONCLUSION AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS

“Better if a sign went up reading: Racist Graffiti Happened Here.”

A Queen’s University student after antisemitic graffiti was removed from the campus. 
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APPENDIX I
Definitions of Antisemitic Incidents Used by the League for Human Rights

Harassment

Harassment refers to verbal or written actions that do not include the use of physical 
force against a person or property. It includes, but is not limited to:

• verbal slurs, statements of hate or bias, or harassment
• stereotyping of Jews, such as the airing on radio talk shows of comments 

on “Jewish characteristics”
• systemic discrimination in the workplace, schools or campuses
• hate propaganda and hate mail via the internet, telephone, or printed 

material
• verbal threats of violence, where application of force does not appear 

imminent, or no weapon or bomb is involved

Vandalism 

Vandalism refers to physical damage to property. It includes, but is not limited to:

• posting of graffiti, swastikas and similar racist emblems and slogans, at 
times accompanied by other criminal acts including thefts and break-ins

• damage to religious objects such as mezuzahs on the door posts of private 
homes, hospitals and other facilities

• desecration of cemeteries and synagogues
• fire bombing, arson

Violence

Violence refers to physical use of force against a person or group of persons. It includes, 
but is not limited to:

• bodily assault
• assault with a weapon or accompanied by threat of imminent use of a 

weapon
• threats of violence directed against a particular person or group where 

there is reasonable cause ot believe that bodily harm is imminent

Incidents that involve or reflect an increasing worldwide trend toward virulent anti-Israel 
rhetoric have been included only if there is a clear anti-Jewish component. 
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APPENDIX II
Working Definition of Antisemitism according to the European Monitoring Centre 
on Racism and Xenophobia (EUMC)

The purpose of this document is to provide a practical guide for identifying incidents, collecting data, and support-
ing the implementation of legislation dealing with antisemitism.

Working definition: “Antisemitism is a certain perception of Jews, which may be expressed as hatred toward Jews. 
Rhetorical and physical manifestations of antisemtism are directed toward Jewish or non-Jewish individuals and/or 
their property, toward Jewish community institutions and religious facilities.” 

In addition, such manifestations could also target the state of Israel, conceived as a Jewish collectivity. Antisemitism 
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.

Contemporary examples of antisemitism in public life, the media, schools, the workplace, and in the religious 
sphere could, taking into account the overall context, include, but are not limited to: 

• 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 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 committedby 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. 

Examples of the ways in which antisemitism manifests itself with regard to the state of Israel taking into account the 
overall context could include: 

• Denying the Jewish people their right to self-determination, e.g., by claiming that the existence of a 
State of Israel is a racist endeavor. 

• Applying double standards by requiring of it a behavior 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 and Israelis. 

• Drawing comparisons of contemporary Israeli policy to that of the Nazis. 
• Holding Jews collectively responsible for actions of the state of Israel. 

However, criticism of Israel similar to that leveled against any other country cannot be regarded as antisemitic. 

Antisemitic acts are criminal when they are so defined by law (for example, denial of the Holocaust or distribution 
of antisemitic materials in some countries). 
Criminal acts are antisemitic when the targets of attacks, whether they are people or property—such as buildings, 
schools, places of worship and cemeteries—are selected because they are, or are perceived to be, Jewish or linked 
to Jews.
Antisemitic discrimination is the denial to Jews of opportunities or services available to others and is illegal in many 
characters. 
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APPENDIX III
Ottawa Protocol on Combating Antisemitism

We, Representatives of our respective Parliaments from across the world, convening in Ottawa for the second Con-
ference and Summit of the Inter-parliamentary Coalition for Combating Antisemitism, note and reaffirm the London 
Declaration on Combating Antisemitism as a template document for the fight against antisemitism.

We are concerned that, since the London Conference in February 2009, there continues to be a dramatic increase 
in recorded antisemitic hate crimes and attacks targeting Jewish persons and property, and Jewish religious, educa-
tional and communal institutions.

We remain alarmed by ongoing state-sanctioned genocidal antisemitism and related extremist ideologies. If anti-
semitism is the most enduring of hatreds, and genocide is the most horrific of crimes, then the convergence of the 
genocidal intent embodied in antisemitic ideology is the most toxic of combinations. 

We are appalled by the resurgence of the classic anti-Jewish libels, including: 
• The Blood Libel (that Jews use the blood of children for ritual sacrifice)
• The Jews as “Poisoners of the Wells” - responsible for all evils in the world
• The myth of the “new Protocols of the Elders of Zion” - the tsarist forgery that proclaimed an international Jewish con-

spiracy bent on world domination - and accuses the Jews of   controlling government, the economy, media and public 
institutions. 

• The double entendre of denying the Holocaust - accusing the Jews of fabricating the Holocaust as a hoax - and the nazi-
fication of the Jew and the Jewish people. 

We are alarmed by the explosion of antisemitism and hate on the Internet, a medium crucial for the promotion and 
protection of freedom of expression, freedom of information, and the participation of civil society.

We are concerned over the failure of most OSCE participating states to fully implement provisions of the 2004 
Berlin Declaration, including the commitment to:

“Collect and maintain reliable information and statistics about antisemitic crimes, and other hate crimes, commit-
ted within their territory, report such information periodically to the OSCE Office for Democratic Institutions and 
Human Rights (ODIHR), and make this information available to the public.”

We are concerned by the reported incidents of antisemitism on campuses, such as acts of violence, verbal abuse, 
rank intolerance, and assaults on those committed to free inquiry, while undermining fundamental academic val-
ues.

We renew our call for national Governments, Parliaments, international institutions, political and civic leaders, 
NGOs, and civil society to affirm democratic and human values, build societies based on respect and citizenship 
and combat any manifestations of antisemitism and all forms of discrimination.

We reaffirm the EUMC - now Fundamental Rights Agency (FRA) - working definition of antisemitism, which sets 
forth that:

“Contemporary examples of antisemitism in public life, the media, schools, the workplace, and in the religious 
sphere could, taking into account the overall context, include, but are not limited to:

• Calling for, aiding, or justifying the killing or harming of Jews in the name of 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.



28   |   2010 Audit of Antisemitc Incidents

Examples of the ways in which antisemitism manifests itself with regard to the State of Israel taking into account 
the overall context could include:

• 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.

However, criticism of Israel similar to that levelled against any other country cannot be regarded as antisemitic.

Let it be clear: Criticism of Israel is not antisemitic, and saying so is wrong. But singling Israel out for selective con-
demnation and opprobrium - let alone denying its right to exist or seeking its destruction - is discriminatory and 
hateful, and not saying so is dishonest. 

Members of Parliament meeting in Ottawa commit to:

Calling on our Governments to uphold international commitments on combating antisemitism —such as the OSCE 
Berlin Principles—and to engage with the United Nations for that purpose. In the words of former U.N. Secretary-
General Kofi Annan, “It is [...] rightly said that the United Nations emerged from the ashes of the Holocaust. And 
a Human Rights agenda that fails to address antisemitism denies its own history”; 

Calling on Parliaments and Governments to adopt the EUMC Working Definition of Antisemitism and anchor its 
enforcement in existing law; 

Encouraging countries throughout the world to establish mechanisms for reporting and monitoring on domestic 
and international antisemitism, along the lines of the “Combating Antisemitism Act of 2010” recently introduced 
in the United States Congress; 

Encouraging the leaders of all religious faiths - represented also at this Conference - to use all means possible to 
combat antisemitism and all forms of hatred and discrimination; 

Calling on the Parliamentary Forum of the Community of Democracies to make the combating of hatred and anti-
semitism a priority in their work; 

Calling on Governments and Parliamentarians to reaffirm and implement the Genocide Convention, recognising 
that where there is incitement to genocide, State parties have an obligation to act; 

Working with universities to encourage them to combat antisemitism with the same seriousness with which they 
confront other forms of hate.  Specifically, universities should be invited to define antisemitism clearly, provide 
specific examples, and enforce conduct codes firmly, while ensuring compliance with freedom of speech and the 
principle of academic freedom.  Universities should use the EUMC Working Definition of Antisemitism as a ba-
sis for education, training and orientation. Indeed, there should be zero tolerance for discrimination of any kind 
against anyone in the university community on the basis of race, gender, religion, ethnic origin, sexual orientation 
or political position; 

We encourage the European Union to promote civic education and open society in its European Neighbourhood 
Policy (ENP) and to link funding to democratic development and respect for Human Rights in ENP partner coun-
tries; 

Establishing an International Task Force of Internet specialists comprised of parliamentarians and experts to create 
common indicators to identify and monitor antisemitism and other manifestations of hate online and to develop 
policy recommendations for Governments and international frameworks to address these problems; 

Building on the African representation at this Conference, to develop increased working relationships with parlia-
mentarians in Africa for the combating of racism and antisemitism; 

We urge the incoming OSCE Chair, Lithuania, to make implementation of these commitments a priority during 
2011 and call for the reappointment of the Special Representatives to assist in this work.
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APPENDIX IV
Canadian Responses to Antisemtism

The following responses indicate that many public figures unequivocally condemn  
antisemitism in Canada.

“The scrawling of racial slurs […] is a hateful and hurtful act of vandalism, and cannot be tolerated. Such 
a cowardly act of intimidation has absolutely no place in Canada.” 
The Honourable Vic Toews, Minister of Public Safety, MP, Provencher, reacting to antisemitic graffiti in 
Richmond, BC, July 31, 2010.

“We believe there is no room on the Ryerson campus for anti-Semitism or indeed any form of racism or 
discrimination. We have a responsibility to ensure that our campus is a welcoming, safe and inclusive 
space for all to learn, teach and work. “

Dr. Sheldon Levy, President, Ryerson University, November 24, 2010

“Those who seek to disrupt the multicultural nature of our society through bigotry and intolerance must 
be denounced.” 
Alice Wong, MP, Richmond, Parliamentary Secretary for Multiculturalism, in response to antisemitic graffiti 
in Richmond, BC, July 31, 2010.  

“Religious books were thrown on the ground and swastikas painted on the walls. I am disgusted by this act 
of vandalism. Anyone who values our rights and freedoms should condemn such an act of antisemitism”.
Thomas Mulcair, MP, Outremont, Deputy Leader of the NDP, March 23, 2010

“History teaches us that anti-Semitism is a tenacious and particularly dangerous form of hatred.  And 
recent events are demonstrating that this hatred is now in resurgence throughout the world […] As the 
spectre of anti-Semitism spreads, our responsibility becomes increasingly clear.  […] We have a solemn 
duty to defend the vulnerable, to challenge the aggressor, to protect and promote human rights, human 
dignity, at home and abroad.”    
Rt. Hon. Stephen Harper, Prime Minister of Canada, MP, Calgary West, November 8, 2010

“I think we can all agree that if somebody spray-paints something hateful on a synagogue,  that is well 
into the field of what a hate crime is.”
Hon. Andrew Swan, MLA, Minto, Minister of Justice and Attorney General, Province of Manitoba, February 
8, 2010 

“What’s troubling here are instances where third parties, mostly those that are self-proclaimed anarchists, 
have engaged in efforts to promote anti-Jewish sentiment behind a veil of legitimate criticism of Israel.”
Mike Burns, Superintendent, Criminal Investigations, Halifax Regional Police, February 8, 2010
 
“On behalf of the Liberal Party I would like to encourage all Canadians to reject all forms of antisemitism, 
racism and intolerance, both within Canada and around the world.”                                                            
Joyce Murray, MP, Vancouver Quadra, March 4, 2010
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“We conclude that it is the Jewish community itself that is best qualified to determine what does and 
does not constitute antisemitism. Broadly, it is our view that any remark, insult or act, the purpose 
or effect of which is to violate a Jewish person’s dignity or create an intimidating, hostile, degrading, 
humiliating or offensive environment for him is antisemitic.
Father John E. Walsh, St. John Brébeuf Parish of Montréal, November 24, 2010

“The attack on two [Jewish] Carleton University students last Saturday in Gatineau, Quebec, with its 
troubling overtones of antisemitism, should serve as a reminder that we must remain ever vigilant against 
all forms of hatred, prejudice and intolerance. No free and open society can sit by when differences of 
opinion, beliefs or values become a trigger for violence and hope to remain free and open for long.”
Justin Trudeau, MP, Papineau, April 8, 2010 

“Israeli Apartheid Week is a divisive and inaccurate campaign that promotes intolerance and antisemitism 
on our university campuses by marginalizing Jewish students, staff, visitors and supporters of Israel.”
Heather Stefanson, MLA, Tuxedo, April 15, 2010

“The promotion of mutual respect and understanding through inter-cultural and inter-religious dialogue 
are two important aspects of living in a multicultural society like Canada. In particular, combating 
antisemitism and racism is a concern.”
Alice Wong, MP, Richmond, June 28, 2010

“…the McGuinty government denounces all acts of antisemitism, which we believe are a particularly vile 
and pernicious form of discrimination, and we will continue our work to protect the human rights of our 
Jewish community and of all Ontarians.”
Hon. Eric Hoskins, MPP, St. Paul’s, December 7, 2010 

“[Antisemitism is] a pernicious evil that must be exposed, confronted and repudiated whenever and 
wherever it appears; an evil so profound that it is ultimately a threat to us all.”
Hon. Jason Kenney, Minister of Citizenship, Immigration and Multiculturalism, MP, Calgary Southeast, 
February 8, 2010

“We join with one another to celebrate freedom, to embrace diversity, and condemn all types of 
discrimination and hatred, including antisemitism. “
Cam Broten, MLA, Saskatoon Massey Place, December 2, 2010

“We also believe that we must continue the fight against antisemitism and all other forms of hate speech 
and discrimination. “
Michel Guimond, MP Montmorency-Charlevoix-Haute-Côte-Nord, October 22, 2010

“Anti-Semitism cannot be tolerated, especially under the cloak of freedom of speech.
Hon. Joseph Volpe, MP, Eglinton—Lawrence, November 23, 2010
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