


Reply to Amina Abdel-Khaliq, Jan 2023


Dear Amina – 
Thanks again for the letter you sent in December, in relation to our cancellation of the booking by the Scottish Palestine Solidarity Campaign. I’ve now consulted within Quakers as promised.
The whole question has been a difficult one for us, and we still are not fully in agreement on it. In itself, this is not a problem for Quakers, since it is in the nature of our approach to recognise, and indeed value, a variety of views.
However, it is clear that we accept the thrust of your message to us: that the conflict in Palestine is not an equal one; that Zionism is separate from Judaism; and that Zionists can seek to conflate anti-Zionism and anti-Semitism in order to shut down debate. Above all, we recognise the history you describe of exile and the denial of the right to return that the Palestine people have experienced.
At the same time, we are working to become an explicitly anti-racist church, and we recognise anti-Semitism as a form of racism. So when we were faced with an accusation of anti-Semitism on the part of a speaker at an event in our premises, we had to take it seriously. We, the small group who had to make the decision, had at that point no knowledge of David Miller and his work; and we had little time in which to make the decision. 
His Twitter feed, it must be said, did not fill us with confidence that he would not stray from his resolute anti-Zionist stance, with which we have no problem, into anti-Semitism. Indeed, in his answer to one of the questions at the meeting which did eventually take place, he specifically denied that anti-Semitism has existed in the UK since the 1950s. I consider that to be a denial of the facts of life in 21st century Britain. 
Quakers pay particular attention to language. The basis for our worship is silence, and we recognise that words are a very inadequate tool with which to address the unknowable. While our sympathies lie with the cause of a just peace in Palestine, we are unable to go along with the sometimes intemperate language of those who are seeking it.
We have had some helpful discussions with Eurig Scandrett and Ian MacDonald of SPSC which have given us the opportunity to address some of these issues. We hope that this will lead to rebuilding relationships with an organisation we have every reason to respect and to continue to co-operate with.
I hope this response is helpful to you and those who signed the letter. I don’t see this as the end of a process, and we are open to further dialogue. We hope this might lead to a greater understanding of the issues on the part of Quakers.



