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A NotTe To OUR READERS

We recognize that we are releasing this report at a particularly challenging time,
and we have significant concerns that the important work that was entrusted to
us will be undermined.

We want to be clear. The adoption of the recommendations of this report,
born of the experiences of our Jewish and Israeli community, are of the utmost
importance to us. So is the way they are adopted.

'These significant reforms must be adopted through internal processes that
have widespread buy-in within the Harvard community. We are concerned
that external parties, even if well-intentioned, will seek to compel adoption of
some of our proposed reforms. If they do so, they will make it more difficult for

Harvard to fix itself.

'The experiences set out in this report and its recommendations come from
Harvard. So, too, must the resolutions and the reforms. Our Jewish and Israeli
community deserves nothing less.

— THE MEMBERS OF THE PRESIDENTIAL TASK FORCE ON
CoMBATING ANTISEMITISM AND ANTI-ISRAELI B14s
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Introduction

Each year, a program at Harvard University hosts a forum in which student fellowship recipients share their
stories in short speeches. In the 2023-24 academic year, one of these recipients, a Jewish Harvard student,
planned to describe how their experiences as a grandchild of Holocaust survivors inspired their career goals.
In prepared remarks shared with the forum’s student organizers, the student speaker described how their
grandfather survived the Holocaust by migrating to the then-British Mandate of Palestine, and ultimately
helped tens of thousands of others find refuge in territory that is now part of the modern State of Israel.
'The student recounted what happened next:

'The [student] directors of the conference pulled me aside and said that I cannot mention my
grandfather’s rescue missions in my speech, because his rescue missions involve Israel. Nowhere does
my speech mention the current war or Zionism. It is strictly about the Holocaust. [ The two student
organizers] told me that my family’s Holocaust narrative is not “tasteful”and ... I asked “what is

not tasteful?” [One of the students] laughed in my face and said, “oh my God.” This response was
incredibly hurtful and inappropriate. They told me that my family history is inherently one-sided
because it does not acknowledge the displacements of Palestinian populations, and I believe this
accusation is an antisemitic double standard.

According to the student speaker, while the forum organizers eventually allowed the speaker to mention
their grandfather’s rescue mission, they insisted that the speaker omit reference to the British Mandate of
Palestine as their grandfather’s destination.

In many ways, this story epitomizes what we heard about the experiences of numerous Jewish and Israeli
students at Harvard in the period after the October 7, 2023 attacks on Israel. Some Jewish students were
informed by peers, teaching fellows, and in some cases, faculty, that they were associated with something
offensive, and, in some cases, that their very presence was an offense. Perhaps the best way to describe

the existence of many Jewish and Israeli students at Harvard in the 2023-24 academic year is that their
presence had become triggering, or the subject of political controversy, and the students found themselves,
as with the student above, on the wrong side of a political binary that provided no room for the complexity
of history or current politics. Many Jewish Harvard affiliates were routinely asked to clarify that they were
“one of the good ones” by denouncing the State of Israel and renouncing any attachment to it.

'This is the Final Report of the Presidential Task Force on Combating Antisemitism and Anti-Israeli Bias.
When established in January of 2024,' then-Interim President Alan Garber charged the Task Force to:

Examine the recent history of antisemitism and its current manifestations on the Harvard campus. It
will identify causes of and contributing factors to anti-Jewish behaviors on campus; evaluate evidence
regarding the characteristics and frequency of these behaviors; and recommend approaches to combat
antisemitism and its impact on campus.

! "The Task Force first convened under the name “Presidential Task Force on Combating Antisemitism,” with “Anti-Isracli Bias” added
in June 2024 to better reflect the Task Force’s charge.
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Our work was preceded by a letter from 33 Harvard student groups that held Israel “entirely responsible”
for the October 7th Hamas attacks on Israel. The letter, which was made public as the Hamas invasion of
Israel was still underway, caught Harvard’s Jewish community in a moment of intense vulnerability and
grief and created a horrifying split screen, as community members juxtaposed horrific videos of violence
and assault on Israeli civilians, all while encountering media reports in which fellow Harvard community
members appeared to be blaming the victims, whose blood was not yet dry, for their own deaths.

'This event marked the beginning of what history may remember as the “American campus front” in
the hostilities between Israel and Hamas beginning in October 2023 and, as of the date of writing,
still ongoing. These hostilities have expanded to include conflicts in several neighboring countries
in the Middle East. As students on all sides of the issue have organized demonstrations and sought
support from outside groups, Harvard, like other elite universities, has faced a profound crisis.

Since Fall 2023, different factions at Harvard have fought to force various University leaders to make
statements, invest, divest, hire, fire, doxx, un-doxx, discipline students and undiscipline them. Without a
doubt, the 2023-24 academic year was one of the most challenging years in recent history in American higher
education. Campuses found themselves struggling to understand how to handle wide difterences of opinion
across and within educational communities. By January 2024, the situation at Harvard was particularly
difficult, as the institution contended with the sudden departure of its recently installed president and faced
legal challenges alleging systematic antisemitism and anti-Arab bias within the University.

'This current crisis would have been unimaginable just a few years ago. To illustrate the stark departure
from past practices, we heard from a firsthand observer that, as recently as 2017, a co-president of the
Harvard Undergraduate Palestine Solidarity Committee occasionally attended dinners at Harvard
Hillel. While disagreements undoubtedly arose, this student and their Zionist peers engaged with
each other as fellow members of a shared academic community — and as friends — recognizing the
value of dialogue and understanding across differences. This period reflects a different era in intergroup
relations at Harvard — one in which students appeared to take more seriously their good fortune in
being at Harvard and the opportunities this afforded them to bridge divides and engage constructively
with diverse viewpoints, even across well-known and deeply felt disagreements.

'This report summarizes the findings of the Task Force’s study of conditions at Harvard University. We
gathered oral and written documentation between March and September 2024, and we devoted the
rest of 2024 and beginning of 2025 to writing the report. Our work involved meeting with hundreds of
students, faculty, and staff in listening sessions for specific segments of the campus community as well
as private conversations with individuals. We also met with members of the wider Harvard community,
including alumni. In our outreach, we spoke with non-Jews, American Jews, and Jewish and Arab
citizens of the State of Israel within the Harvard community. Additionally, we reviewed a substantial
volume of materials provided by Harvard affiliates and received valuable feedback from members of
Jewish organizations both on campus and in the alumni community. The work of former President
Claudine Gay’s Antisemitism Advisory Group also proved beneficial.?

Our Task Force, comprised of faculty and students, views this report as a starting point rather than a
definitive conclusion, laying the groundwork for wide-ranging recommendations essential in our view
for the future of our campus community. We each come to this work with our own experiences here
at Harvard, and while those may inform our individual perspectives, our work over the past year relies

2 Harvard’s Antisemitism Advisory Group was formed in October 2023 by then-President Claudine Gay in response to rising
concerns about antisemitism on campus, particularly after the Hamas attack on Israel. Its stated purpose was to “work closely with [the
president], guided by [the provost] and with the help of the School deans, to develop a robust strategy for confronting antisemitism on
campus.” The group’s work concluded at the end of President Gay’s tenure. While the Task Force that produced this report benefited
from receiving the Advisory Group’ report, the two groups are otherwise unrelated. The Task Force is a separate entity, established by a
different president, with a distinct mandate and almost entirely different membership (only one member in common).
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principally on the experiences of others. We are not dispassionate in these efforts. We have found many

of the narratives we heard upsetting, at times deplorable, often heartbreaking, but we have sought in this
report to share what we were told generally without overlay or gloss, leaving to the readers of this report
their own conclusions about what has transpired over the past year at a university we cherish.

In keeping with our charge, we did not conduct our work as if we were a court or a jury. While our
doors (and inboxes) were open to all, and we made extensive efforts to reach out and listen broadly, we
do not assert that we heard from every person or perspective at Harvard on these issues. We listened
carefully to the accounts and personal narratives shared with us and have presented them here as they
were conveyed, recognizing the possibility of selection bias, among other limitations, inherent in our
approach. While in some instances we received corroborating evidence for the narratives shared, we
did not require such evidence. We do not claim that these experiences expressed in these narratives
are universal or uniformly felt within the University. However, as detailed below, throughout countless
interactions with community members during the course of our work, we encountered certain themes
and patterns repeatedly. What we describe in this report reflects the experiences related to us by many
members of the Harvard community through listening sessions, discussions with student groups,
individual reports, and feedback from the open responses oftered through an online survey.

As the Task Force went about its work, it was aware of historic continuities between the current moment
and past crises that have affected the Jewish people. The lives of Jews in one part of the world have
always been liable to aftect Jews living elsewhere. When Jews at Harvard and elsewhere in 2023 placed
posters and held rallies to raise awareness of Israelis held hostage, they were following the same religious
and cultural prerogative to redeem hostages as the global Jewish community in the 17th century that
banded together to rescue refugees from Ukrainian pogroms who had been taken captive and put up for
sale in the slave markets of Istanbul.* Our Jewish community’s concern for Israel was a continuation of

a tradition of American Jewish philanthropic solidarity for persecuted Jews throughout the world and,

in the 20th century, for the establishment and nurturing of a Jewish state. In 2023, Hamas’ invasion

of Israel led to a moment of intense vulnerability for Jews in America, thousands of miles away. Many
Jews at Harvard felt this vulnerability with a particular intensity. Due to constant media coverage,
Harvard became a focal point among many college and university campuses in the greatest wave of
global antisemitism and anti-Jewish political mobilization since the 1930s. These challenges were deeply
traumatic for many Jews both on and off campus. The events and experiences of this period on campus
confounded the expectations of Harvard’s Jewish alumni community, which had assumed that the largely
robust and barrier-free Jewish life that they had known as students was a norm that would continue
indefinitely. Many Jewish and Israeli students (Jewish and non-Jewish Israelis alike) recounted a year in
which events in Israel and reactions to those events here constituted obstacles to their ability to engage
tully in academic and co-curricular life at Harvard.

We learned through our work that the crisis of 2023 did not arrive in a vacuum. At the turn of the
millennium, changes in American demographics and Harvard’s admissions policies meant that by
2023 the Jewish student community was much smaller than it had been in the early 2010s. The
discussion of Israel-Palestine on campus had also become much more extreme. In the 1980s and
1990s, pro-Israel organizers and pro-Palestinian organizers had disagreed strongly yet often worked
together to build bridges and to imagine jointly a better future for the region. Those efforts started to
fade in the 2000s amidst the Second Intifada and through the Israel-Hamas wars of the 2010s, and by
the time Hamas crashed through the Israeli border fence in 2023 the conditions at Harvard (as in the
Middle East itself) were very different.

3Teller, A., and Project Muse. Rescue the Surviving Souls: The Great Jewish Refugee Crisis of the Seventeenth Century. Princeton
University Press (2020).
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A new politics of some pro-Palestinian organizing appears to view bridge-building activities as a
form of betrayal, and a new generation of student activists seems to have begun to perceive Israel

as a symbol and vehicle of the evils of the United States and the rest of the Western world. As one
Harvard student wrote to their classmates shortly after October 7th in an email we reviewed, the
student could not reverse the partition of India that had traumatized their grandparents, but they
could organize other students to help free Palestine. A central feature of this politics is arguably the
notion that despite its military strength, Israel is nonetheless vulnerable and dependent, that it can
be affected by marches on American campuses and divestment and boycott campaigns in a way that
could not apply to, say, China, Russia, or America itself. It is precisely this sense of vulnerability that
many Israelis and American Jews at Harvard felt so intensely in the aftermath of the October 7th
attacks, and which often created a wide gap between how Jewish and Israeli students experienced
campus protests and what some of the protestors told us they thought they were protesting for.

'The protests of academic year 2023-24 appeared to have had diverse motives. For many students,
including Jewish ones, sympathy with the Palestinians was a natural response to Israel’s massive
military response to the October 7th attacks and a rapidly mounting toll of death and destruction.
This sympathy did not mean that each and every participating student was calling for Israel’s violent
downfall or hatred of Jews worldwide. Yet for some protestors, at times the anti-Zionism enunciated
in the student protests crossed a line from a call for freedom and security for Palestinians and Jews
alike to a stereotyped notion: that Israel is not a state, but rather a “settler colony” of white Europeans
who have no real connection with the land they had stolen, that epitomized aggression, and was bereft
of virtues. This view had support among segments of Harvard’s faculty, staff, and students, including

a small but vocal segment of Jewish students. It can also be found in some Harvard curricula and
study abroad programs.* As we describe in greater detail in Chapter 4, some curricula, study abroad
programs, and parts of degree programs have offered a disturbingly one-sided education on Israel-
Palestine.” However, these programs are not the only places where problems have emerged. They may
have received the bulk of the attention during the 2023-24 academic year, but at the end of the day
they provide a window into a set of wider problems at the University and in academia writ large.

As we document concretely throughout this report, many Jewish students, staff, and faculty, as well as
non-Jewish Israelis, often find this intensely politicized environment difficult to navigate. Many non-
Israeli Jews told us they just prefer to avoid the topic of Israel, which is generally not a choice that
Israeli students can make. A Harvard faculty member who works closely with students reported to us
that some Jewish students choose to hide their identities on campus, which was something the faculty
member could not have imagined would ever be the case at Harvard. Many of the most engaged Jews

* While this may seem surprising to the reader — it was to us before we began this work — the organizers of the programs

that we discuss at greater length in Chapter 4 have published articles explaining their views and pedagogical goals, see e.g.: 1.
“Touring Absences, Erasures, and Futures in the Unholy Land: A Religiously Literate Diasporic Reading of Palestine/Israel,”
Palestine/Israel Rev. Oct. 1,2024; 1 (2): 313-342, https://scholarlypublishingcollective.org/psup/pir/article/1/2/313/390095/
Touring-Absences-Erasures-and-Futures-in-the (an article from organizers of an Israel/Palestine-focused program at the
Harvard Divinity School explaining their goal of training pro-Palestine activists); 2. “Social medicine education towards
structural transformation in Palestine,” Soc. Sci. & Med. vol. 361, 2024, https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/
S027795362400786X/pdfft?md5=6c1eb9Ib462216d207ced14742d8862{c&pid=1-s2.0-S027795362400786 X-main.pdf (an article
from organizers of programming at the FXB Center and the Harvard T.H. Chan School of Public Health); 3. https://link.
springer.com/article/10.1186/513031-024-00634-0 (an article from organizers of the FXB Center Palestine Program in Health
and Human Rights (with co-authors) dismissing calls for “political neutrality” for humanitarian health centers at universities

as “curtailing thought” in light of “genocide, colonialism and imperialism” and urging “unwavering demands for justice and
disruptive action.”); 4. https://pme.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/articles/PMC9790940/pdf/hhr-24-02-229.pdf. (an editorial from
organizers of the FXB Center Palestine Program in Health and Human Rights).

> We wish to acknowledge that both Harvard Divinity School and Harvard TH. Chan School of Public Health had decanal transitions
during the 2023-24 academic year. The incoming deans inherited many of the challenges outlined in this report. Notably, at HDS, the
program we consider most problematic, has since undergone a leadership change, suggesting a potential for considerable improvement.
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on campus, who often have deep knowledge of the history of the region and, in many cases, a heartfelt
commitment to Palestinian rights, also told us that they found dialogue on campus to be exhausting
because their own histories and narratives were dismissed as either offensive or false.

Returning to the opening story about the student at the Harvard forum, the student organizers

who reportedly refused to allow the sharing of a peer’s family story allegedly did so in the name of
inclusivity. In telling their fellow student that their family history was unspeakable at Harvard in
2023, these students were expressing an inability to deal with historical complexities, precisely the
opposite of what a Harvard education should make possible. The message in our view seemed to be
that the student’s story of their family finding refuge in what is now the modern State of Israel cannot
be spoken because to consider Jews as victims of persecution and to bring attention to the fact that the
ancestors of many Israelis arrived as refugees would be to justify oppression. And, as such, a student’s
true story about their ancestor’s heroic rescue of thousands of people becomes at best unspeakable,

at worst a lie, and in either case the attempt to portray Jews and Israelis as anything other than
malefactors is somehow a threat to others.

'The hostility about which we heard has had significant consequences that are degrading to the
University. Some Jewish students told us they turned down offers of admission at Harvard Schools.
Some Jewish students completing PhDs said they decided to leave for private industry because of the
perception and experience of academia being unfriendly to Jews. Some non-Jewish faculty told us
that Jewish candidates turned down post-doctoral fellowships at Harvard. We also heard from Jewish
medical school students that they shied away from residencies at Harvard’s hospitals because of the
deep politicization of the climate. We have heard from many dozens of non-Jewish students, faculty,
and staff who were profoundly troubled at what they described as an intolerance that has crept into
higher education and that is also on display at Harvard.

We heard a common question from a wide range of interlocutors: If Harvard cannot preserve a welcoming,
luralistic community of excellence for teaching and research, then who can? And what does the current

p )

state of higher education, particularly in the wake of the 2023-24 academic year, say about its future?

A question we have often been asked to consider is whether anti-Zionism is a form of antisemitism.
Anti-Zionist students vow that they oppose Israel, not Jews. Zionist students usually grant that certain
criticisms of Israel are not antisemitic but claim that opposing Israel as a Jewish state is antisemitic. Both
statements require clarification.

Harvard students, like everyone in this country, have rights to freedom of conscience. Those rights
include a right to think critically of Israel and to express that criticism, even in ways that people who
identify as Israeli or Zionist may find discomfiting. The State of Israel, like other nations, engages in
behaviors that members of our community may find objectionable, even deplorable, and students and
others have the right to say as much, subject to the University’s policies and rules. However, “criticism”
does not justify intimidation, exclusion, bullying, or harassment of members of our community, nor
does it justify disruption of the University’s functioning. It is disingenuous to use a mild word like
“criticism” to describe raucous, aggressive, and inflammatory protest activity on our campus. Nor is it
mere “criticism” when Harvard faculty take Jewish students on study abroad trips to bear witness to
alleged crimes the students are told they share in; as the organizers of a study abroad program oftered
at one School described it:

[ Jewish American students on the trip] became overwhelmed with their sorrow at how the Jewish
tradition has become indistinct from a settler colonial nation-state project. They aspire to extricate
themselves from such a conflation, which implicates them in atrocities.®

¢ See https://scholarlypublishingcollective.org/psup/pir/article/1/2/313/390095/ Touring-Absences- Erasures-and- Futures-in-the
(describing a Harvard study abroad sponsored by the Religion and Public Life program at the Divinity School).

Page 9 of 311



Harvard University * Final Report of the Presidential Task Force on Combating Antisemitism and Anti-Israeli Bias

'This is describing a form of hereditary and collective guilt, where American Jews are guilty of alleged
crimes committed in some cases generations ago by other people. In this formulation, American Jews are
guilty of “atrocities” unless they distance themselves from the State of Israel. This is not simply “criticism of
Israel” — except insomuch as “Israel” is the ancient sobriquet of the Jewish people.

Moreover, even if hostility towards Israel is not necessarily antisemitic, it is unacceptable when its
expression violates our community’s fundamental values. The exclusion of Israeli or Zionist students from
social spaces and extracurricular activities; the posting of threatening messages regarding Israel on social
media; the attempts to persuade Jewish students not to enroll or to continue their education at Harvard,
and the failure of some of our instructors to teach about Israel/Palestine with academic breadth and rigor
are shameful acts. The fact that their ostensible target is Israel and not Jews as a collective is irrelevant.
Last but certainly not least, the slippage between “Israel” and “Jews” is widespread, as demonstrated by the
increase since October 2023 in classic antisemitic beliefs among the American public and attacks against
Jewish individuals and institutions throughout the world.

'The ease with which “anti-Zionism” slips into what is effectively antisemitism can be illustrated by two
events on Harvard’s campus.

'The first was an antisemitic cartoon circulated in February 2024 by groups of pro-Palestinian Harvard
students, staff, and faculty on social media. The cartoon, depicting a white hand with a Jewish star holding
a noose around the heads of a Black man (Muhammad Ali) and an Arab man (Gamal Abdel Nasser),
came from 1960s Black student activism, and it was widely condemned as antisemitic by Black leaders at
that time. In a joint statement in 1967, prominent civil rights activists Whitney M. Young Jr., A. Philip
Randolph, and Bayard Rustin condemned the image as “filled with antisemitic venom.”

AFRICAN PEOPLE HAVE A ]
PROFOUND UNDERSTANDING OF
APARTHEID AND OCCUPATION.

The historical roots of solidarity between
Black liberation movements and Palestinian liberation
began in the late 1960s’. This period was marked by
a heightened awareness among Black organizations in

the United States.

The

likened Zionism to an imperial
project...

...while the

aligned itself with the Palestinian

resistance, framing both struggles

as a unified front against racism,
Zionism, and imperialism.

So why would antisemitic content from the 1960s re-appear on the social media feed of Harvard
students and faculty in 2024? One answer may be that many campus activists do not know much about
antisemitism, which makes it harder for them to “walk the line” between antisemitism and anti-Zionism.
Another answer may be that antisemitism is still present and has in recent years continued to be used as

7“SNCC Attack Draws Attacks: Group Repeats Attack on Jews.” New York Amsterdam News, August 19, 1967.
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a political organizing tool in societies as different as the United Kingdom and Pakistan, and the parties
involved are engaged in an ideological project to re-inject antisemitism into American politics in the hopes
that doing so will weaken American support for Israel. We are not in a position to know which of these
two causal forces or other factors is at work. Either way the consequences are unacceptable.

A second example came at Harvard’s 2024 Commencement. The University invited a prominent
humanitarian, Maria Ressa, to be the keynote speaker. After her invitation was announced, she was
attacked on social media by a group of right-wing commentators, including some who were Jewish. We
understand why she viewed the attacks as unfair. And we know she was aware of giving her speech on

a campus that was, at the time of Commencement, in turmoil, as some pro-Palestinian protestors had
been subjected to discipline that kept them from graduating with their class. Large numbers of students
and faculty objected to those disciplinary measures. At Commencement, many graduates wore visible
symbols of their pro-Palestinian politics. (Jeannie Suk Gersen, the John H. Watson, Jr. Professor of
Law at Harvard Law School, memorably described the experience of Harvard’s graduation this past
year as being like looking at “representatives of rival armies,” clad in stoles and other clothing signaling
identity and tribal affiliation.)® As we explain in greater detail in Chapter 2, Ressa chose not to deliver
prepared remarks that were meant to urge pro-Israel and pro-Palestine students to reconcile. Instead,
she substituted new remarks praising the student protestors and delivered oft-the-cuff comments that
appeared to echo traditional conspiracy theories about Jews, money, and power. Why did a renowned
humanitarian ad-lib seemingly antisemitic remarks against her Jewish critics at a highly scripted Harvard
graduation ceremony? We do not know. To speculate, one answer may be that standing astride visible
political opposition to Israelis may make it easier for a speaker to slip into political opposition to Jews
and say hostile things about the Jewish people who had attacked her. In the Harvard audience she
addressed, it may have seemed there was no cost to offending Jews. Elsewhere on Harvard’s campus that
week, a different graduation speaker claimed that Israel was committing genocide against people in the
Democratic Republic of the Congo, underscoring the concerning climate surrounding discussions of
Israel and Jewish identity at Harvard.

'The more time we spent on this problem, the more we learned about how demonization of Israel has
impacted a much wider swath of campus life than we would have imagined. Friend groups broke down

in the wake of October 7th as students traded recriminations or, in some cases, just stopped speaking to
one another on the assumption that they did not agree on important things. The bullying and attempts

to intimidate Jewish students were in some places successful. We were informed that a Jewish student
took a leave of absence after the chants from the protests shattered their sense of safety, and others with

a wide range of opinions on Israel reported they largely withdrew from campus life. We met an Israeli
graduate student who related being the subject of relentless bullying by pro-Palestinian activists who knew
nothing of the student or their past or politics but were pressuring their friends to stop talking to this
student. To our understanding, the activists did not have any kind of political conversation with the Israeli
student that might have occasioned this shunning; they simply saw an Israeli as an enemy and treated this
tellow student accordingly. One of the Israeli student’s non-Jewish friends also told us of being personally
impacted by the relentless harassment of the Israeli student, as the bullies proclaimed that they would

not be friends with any student who was friends with a Zionist. As a result of this ordeal, both the Israeli
student and the non-Jewish friend, who had no connection to or knowledge of Middle Eastern politics,
said they struggled to participate in many aspects of their Harvard degree program.

In another revealing account, we were told that a few years ago — long before October 7th — an Israeli
student in a Harvard degree program had been paired for group work with another student. The other
student informed the faculty member that they had pro-Palestinian politics that required them to avoid
normal relations, such as collaborating on a school group project, with an Israeli. This student asked the

8 https://www.newyorker.com/news/daily-comment/speech-under-the-shadow-of-punishment.
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faculty member for a new partner, noting that they had no objection to the Israeli student’s personality and
no critique of their academic work but that as a matter of political principle they would not work with the
Israeli. The instructor granted the request.

'This course had nothing to do with the Middle East. The instructor, we were told, decided to grant the request
for a different work-partner because in their view a student who supported the cause of an oppressed group
should not be forced to work with a student identified as a member of an “oppressor group.” We believe that
this example illustrates a yawning gap between the University’s goal of an inclusive, pluralistic, and interactive
community of learning and academic excellence and how it is being interpreted on the ground.

While Harvard publicly champions inclusion and pluralism, these values are not consistently upheld by all of
Harvard’s teachers, and, consequently, are not consistently encouraged among Harvard’s students. This lack of
common values is challenging for the University, which, as an entity committed to free inquiry, is not designed
for policing and disciplining its employees or its students. Discriminatory incidents like these are hard to
monitor, as the students who are victims of discrimination often prefer to avoid any kind of administrative
process that they may fear is designed to protect the instructor, not the complainant.

For the record, we are not claiming here that Harvard’s processes are unfair; however, they are often seen as
obscure and very slow, and we understand why students say they sometimes are afraid, in seeking enforcement
of policies and discipline, of what seems like a huge distraction that may be unlikely to yield a good result.

One faculty member expressed concern to the Task Force that:

'The general shift of power from regular faculty and to para-academic administrators has played an
outsized role in the politicization and radicalization of academia and its intellectual and reputational
decline. In the case at hand, it is hard to believe that years of one-sided programming by such appointees
has not played a role in “hatred of the Jewish state” [becoming] the default position across campus.

While this perspective reflects the view of one faculty member, the Task Force acknowledges the potential
influence of such a power shift on campus climate. In this regard, we heard from students expressing
concerns about prejudiced behavior among some teaching fellows and junior personnel. Additionally, the
Task Force has received reports alleging that some senior faculty members espouse anti-Israeli biases and
express suspicion toward the Jewish community, suggesting their potential influence in shaping campus
climate should not be disregarded.

In this report, we will outline severe problems that will be hard to solve. We provide a detailed description
of the history of Jews at Harvard that may help illuminate some of the features that make this new era,
which started in the 2010s, a break from the past. We depict the profound difficulties that many Jewish

students report having encountered since October 2023.

We do not want to overstate the challenges, as Harvard also has much to be proud of and has a thriving, albeit
diminished and stressed, Jewish community. But it is also clear that significant trends within the University
seem at odds with the University’s stated values (which were summarized in 2018 by the Presidential Task
Force on Inclusion and Belonging), where pluralistic excellence is at the heart of what Harvard aims for:

Harvard University aspires to provide education and scholarship of the highest quality — to advance
the frontiers of knowledge; to equip students, staff, and faculty and academic personnel for fulfilling
experiences of life, work, and inclusive leadership in a complex world; and to provide all members of
our diverse community with opportunities for growth.

The 2018