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NGO Monitor continues to achieve a major 
impact, engaging and challenging the massively 
funded, international NGO networks 

NGO Monitor’s disclosure of 
Dutch governmental funding 
for Electronic Intifada led 
Dutch Foreign Minister Uri 
Rosenthal to say, “I will look 
into the matter personally. If it 
appears that the government 
subsidized NGO ICCO does 
fund [Electronic Intifada], it will 
have a serious problem with 
me.” 

The New Israel Fund (NIF) published new funding guidelines on its website. For the first time, 
the organization declared that groups that violated core principles “will no longer be eligible” 
for funding. These core principles closely track the language published by NGO Monitor in June, 
suggesting that NIF’s board establish clear and transparent “red lines.” Following further criticism, 
NIF also announced that it will not fund groups engaged in global BDS (boycotts, divestment, and 
sanctions) campaigns.  NGO Monitor will track the implementation of these guidelines.

Israel’s commission of inquiry (the Turkel 
Commission) into the Gaza Flotilla incident 
severely criticized the NGOs that blamed 
Israel for the “humanitarian crisis” in Gaza. 
NGO Monitor’s research and reports were 
central to this unprecedented rejection of 
these NGO statements and reports.

NGO Monitor research and 
publications on Human Rights 
Watch (HRW) continue to 
impact HRW’s reputation 
and credibility. NGO Monitor 
President Prof. Gerald 
Steinberg was interviewed on 
CNN International regarding 
HRW’s anti-Israel bias.   HRW’s 
founder, Robert Bernstein 
denounced the organization’s 
failure in a major speech at the 
University of Nebraska-Omaha 
in November.  Many of the 
details were based on NGO 
Monitor’s reports.

NGO Monitor published an 
expanded second edition of its 
“NGO ‘Lawfare’” monograph, 
a detailed analysis of the 
exploitation of European 
and American courts by 
human rights NGOs. Marking 
International Human Rights 
Day, NGO Monitor released 
the updated publication at a 
press conference at the Israeli 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
and distributed the text to 
diplomats, journalists, and 
law school faculty around the 
world.

NGO Monitor disclosed that the United 
Nations Human Rights Council’s (UNHRC) 
report on the  “Free Gaza Flotilla” is based on 
secret and unverifiable NGO allegations and 
reflects double standards.

NGO Monitor publicized the role of the 
U.S. government-sponsored USAID in 
funding an advertising campaign run by 
an NGO known as the Geneva Initiative. 
Soon after, the Geneva Initiative removed 
the announcement of USAID’s support 
from its website, and US officials distanced 
themselves from this activity.

NGO Monitor distributed a fact sheet to 
European Parliament (EP) members on the 
activities of Breaking the Silence, which had 
been selected by pro-Palestinian groups 
as a finalist for the EP’s Sakharov Prize for 
Freedom of Thought, awarded to human rights 
defenders. The award was subsequently given 
to a legitimate human rights defender in Cuba.
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Judge Abraham Sofaer and Col. Richard Kemp joined NGO Monitor’s International Advisory Board. 
Judge Sofaer served as legal adviser to the U.S. Department of State from 1985 to 1990 and has 
served as the George P. Shultz Distinguished Scholar and Senior Fellow at the Hoover Institution 
at Stanford University since 1994. Col. Kemp was Commander of British Forces in Afghanistan, an 
infantry battalion Commanding Officer, he worked for the Joint Intelligence Committee and COBR, 
completed 14 operational tours of duty around the globe, and visibly profiled perpetrators in 
Operation Cast Lead.

The Israeli media’s coverage of NGO Monitor 
reports increased significantly.  In response to 
NGO Monitor disclosure of B’Tselem’s acceptance 
of money from a pro-BDS group, Yisrael Hayom 
(the largest circulation Israeli daily) published 
a column, “B’Tselem: Where’s the morality?” 
declaring: “Organizations, such as B’Tselem, which 
hold Israel to exceptional moral standards, should 
themselves be held to the same standards, 
especially when it comes to Israel’s existence.”

NGO Monitor sent an open letter 
to Amnesty International’s new 
secretary general, Salil Shetty, 
noting the “major decline in 
[Amnesty’s] once prestigious 
moral reputation and influence,” 
and “strongly urg[ing] you to 
give priority to ending Amnesty’s 
systemic bias, lack of credibility, 
and violation of universal 
principles in many of its 
activities.” The letter was quoted 
in media reports.

NGO Monitor continued to 
enjoy an increasingly visible 
presence in the media. Our 
research was frequently 
cited online and in print, 
our staff was interviewed on 
international television and 
radio networks such as BBC 
and CNN, and our op-eds 
were published in leading 
newspapers such as the Wall 
Street Journal, New York Post, 
and Haaretz.

NGO Monitor’s report on BADIL’s antisemitic 
cartoon triggered press coverage and a 
parliamentary debate in Denmark over 
governmental funding of anti-Israel NGOs. 
MP Soren Espersen challenged Foreign 
Minister Lene Espersen, asking: “How are 
such activities and rhetoric [by NGOs such as 
BADIL] compatible with the Minister’s remark 
[that NGOs funded via the NDC must support 
non-violence and not engage in inflammatory 
rhetoric]?”

To counter intense NGO lobbying urging legal proceedings be opened against Israel in the 
International Criminal Court (ICC), NGO Monitor filed a submission with the Court. The brief 
provided important legal arguments, corrected questionable claims made by Goldstone and anti-
Israel NGOs, and provided detailed information on NGO “lawfare.” NGO Monitor’s submission is 
posted on the ICC website.

NGO Monitor published 
the eighth volume of 
its monograph series, 
“Statements to European 
Parliament and Irish 
Parliament,” documenting 
Prof. Steinberg’s address to 
the European Parliament and 
Anne Herzberg’s address to 
the Irish Parliament.
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The BDS campaign has emerged as a preferred tactic by opponents of Israel in their 
increasingly intensified assault on Israel’s legitimacy  Much of this campaign is 
supported by private foundations and European government-funded political NGOs 

The campaign is the outgrowth of the NGO Forum at the 2001 UN World Conference 
Against Racism (Durban), which adopted “a policy of complete and total isolation 

1. COMBATING BDS (Boycotts, Divestment, and 

Sanctions) and De-legitimization

BADIL

BADIL is a major Palestinian NGO, which received $100,000 from the Danish-sponsored NGO 
Development Center (NDC) in 2008-09. BADIL promotes a Palestinian “right of return,” opposes a 
two-state solution, accuses Israel of “genocide” and “systematic ethnic cleansing,” submits written 
and oral statements in condemnation of Israel to the UN Human Rights Council, and advocates for 
anti-Israel BDS campaigns.

In October NGO Monitor contacted DanChurchAid, a partner of BADIL, regarding BADIL’s awarding 
of a prize to the creator of a blatantly antisemitic cartoon. The cartoon, which appeared on BADIL’s 
website, featured a grotesque caricature of a Jewish man dressed in Chassidic garb standing over 
a dead Arab child and holding a pitchfork dripping with blood.

As a result of NGO Monitor’s actions, the cartoon was removed from the website and replaced 
with a disclaimer: “This cartoon does not meet BADIL standards, and measures have been taken in 
order to ensure that future winning entries to the Awda-Award will comply with these standards.” 

BADIL also added a new policy to the contest’s “General Rules and Regulations”: “All participants 
whose submission discriminates on the basis of race, gender, color or any other basis will be 
excluded.”

NGO Monitor’s report on BADIL’s antisemitic cartoon led to a November 23 parliamentary debate 
in Denmark over continued governmental funding of anti-Israel NGOs. MP Soren Espersen 
challenged Foreign Minister Lene Espersen, asking: “How are such activities and rhetoric [by 
NGOs such as BADIL] compatible with the Minister’s remark [that NGOs funded via the NDC must 
support non-violence and not engage in inflammatory rhetoric]?”
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of Israel as an apartheid state,” and called for “the imposition of mandatory and 
comprehensive sanctions and embargoes, the full cessation of all links (diplomatic, 
economic, social, aid, military cooperation, and training) between all states and 
Israel ”

NGO Monitor has played a leading role in combating BDS and de-legitimization by 
disclosing in detail the NGOs and the funding sources behind this movement  NGO 
Monitor’s well-sourced reports and fact sheets on BDS have been distributed to 
decision-makers, governmental officials and media members 

Electronic Intifada and BADIL are two examples of NGO Monitor’s successful strategy 
of “naming and shaming” groups that lead these campaigns 

REMOVED BY NGO MONITOR
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Electronic Intifada – Dutch government funding

As reported in the Jerusalem Post, NGO Monitor revealed indirect Dutch government funding for 
the organization named Electronic Intifada (EI).  EI frequently compares Israeli policies with Nazi 
Germany and considers pro-peace Palestinians “collaborators.”  The funding is channeled via the 
Interchurch Organization for Development Cooperation (ICCO), a Dutch government-subsidized 
aid organization.

NGO Monitor’s disclosure of these details prompted Dutch Foreign Minister Uri Rosenthal to say, 
“I will look into the matter personally. If it appears that the government-subsidized NGO 
ICCO does fund [Electronic Intifada], it will have a serious problem with me.”

NGO Monitor research on ICCO has also uncovered significant conflicts of interest concerning EI: 
ICCO Middle East program officer, Mieke Zagt, who is responsible for evaluating the funding, has 
published articles on EI’s website and is a vocal proponent of BDS. Additionally, EI contributor Adri 
Nieuwhof worked at ICCO as an interim manager in the 
Middle East department and as a consultant on other 
issues.  EI co-founder Arjan El Fassed has previously been 
an ICCO staff member.

Dutch print media covered this story widely, and a 
popular Dutch television news program interviewed 
NGO Monitor Managing Editor Naftali Balanson.

On its website and in Al Jazeera, Electronic Intifada 
lashed out at NGO Monitor as part of an 
urgent fundraising campaign in 
anticipation of cancelled funding 
from the Dutch government 
and widespread criticism of its 
hateful rhetoric.

 COMBATING BDS (Boycotts, Divestment, and 

Sanctions) AND DE-LEGITIMIZATION
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2. TURNING UP THE HEAT ON  

HUMAN RIGHTS WATCH

NGO Monitor research and publications on Human Rights 
Watch (HRW) continue to impact this NGO superpower’s 
reputation and credibility, whose annual budget in 2010 
was $44 million. 

At the end of 2009, NGO Monitor helped publicize the Nazi 
memorabilia fetish and lack of professional expertise of 
HRW “senior military analyst” Marc Garlasco. HRW pledged 
an investigation and on March 5 told the Jerusalem Post 
that Garlasco had resigned following his suspension. The 
Post quoted Prof. Steinberg as urging HRW to launch “an 
independent and systematic investigation, particularly 
of its Middle East and North Africa division.” Our March 
report, “Unanswered Questions: Garlasco and HRW’s 
Israel Campaigns,” demonstrated how Garlasco’s biases 
undermined the integrity of HRW’s publications accusing 
Israel of  “war crimes” and “human rights violations.” 

Our analysis of HRW’s bias was furthered by two additional 
HRW publications on Israel. In April, HRW published its sixth 
report on the Gaza conflict, “Turning a Blind Eye: Impunity 
for Laws-of-War Violations during the Gaza War.” This 62-
page publication references unverifiable allegations from 
B’Tselem, the Palestinian Center for Human Rights (PCHR), 
Al-Mezan, BtS, and PCATI. Prof. Steinberg stated that the 
report “further highlights the need for … a new direction 
within the organization.”

On May 13, HRW released another report, “‘I Lost Everything,’” 
focusing on alleged IDF destruction of civilian property in Gaza. As NGO Monitor pointed out in an 
analysis of this report, it served as a platform for promoting the Goldstone Report and renewing 
boycott calls against Israel. While some major media outlets and news services ignored the report, 
reflecting HRW’s serious loss of credibility, others repeated the allegations without independent 
verification.

HRW has been, by 
far, the biggest 
supporter of the UN 
Council, urging them 
to bring war crimes 
allegations against 
Israel 

HRW Founder 
Robert Bernstein 
November 2010
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 TURNING UP THE HEAT ON  
HUMAN RIGHTS WATCH

HRW’s December report on Palestinians in the West Bank,  “Separate and Unequal,” also adopted 
the language and tactics of the BDS movement, masking them under the façade of human rights 
and international law. Thus, HRW continues its role in the global campaign to demonize and 
delegitimize Israel. 

NGO Monitor’s critique of “Separate and Unequal” was cited in the Washington Post, JTA, and 
Jerusalem Post, and CNN International interviewed Prof. Steinberg about HRW’s anti-Israel 
bias. Once again, major news organizations largely ignored HRW’s report, another sign of the 
organization’s deteriorating credibility and impact.

HRW’s September report, “Looser Rein, Uncertain Gain” also was reviewed by NGO Monitor. The 
HRW report assesses the Saudi King’s human rights reforms. NGO Monitor noted the many double-
standards and shortcomings in its Saudi report (52 pages, meant to encompass five years of research), 
including the difference in length compared to HRW’s seven lengthy publications (totaling 351 
pages) on the three-week 2009 Gaza War.  This disparity exemplifies the disproportionate agenda 
and allocation of resources in HRW’s Middle East division.  It also calls attention to HRW’s May 

2009 fundraising trip to Saudi Arabia, 
which focused on the NGO’s role as 
a challenger to “pro-Israel pressure 
groups.”

NGO Monitor’s systematic research 
on HRW’s disproportionate resources 
devoted to the Arab-Israeli conflict 
was reinforced by outside analyses, 
including Jonathan Foreman “Nazi 
Scandal engulfs Human Rights Watch” 
in the Sunday Times [UK] (March 28) 
and an (April 27) exposé in The New 
Republic by Benjamin Birnbaum that 
focused on HRW’s deeply rooted anti-

Israel bias.
 
Crucially, HRW founder Robert Bernstein in November delivered a lecture at the University of 
Nebraska-Omaha, later published in the Jerusalem Post, in which he stated, “HRW has been, by far, 
the biggest supporter of the UN Human Rights Council, urging them to bring war crimes allegations 
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Human Rights Watch, an anti-Israel group 
masquerading as one devoted to human rights, joins 
the other enemies of the Jewish state: “In another 
indication of the organization’s biases and lack of moral 
compass, Human Rights Watch (HRW) today released a 
report that promotes boycott, divestment, and sanctions 
(BDS) against Israel and strips away the context of Arab 
terror in which Israel operates, notes NGO Monitor, a 
Jerusalem-based think tank that tracks NGOs in the 
region. In particular, NGO Monitor condemns the report - 
titled Separate and Unequal - for its historical inferences 
and misleading and false allegations.” At least we know, 
once again, where HRW stands.

Washington Post
December 21, 2010
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against Israel – based on this [the Goldstone] report … I don’t believe HRW has responded to many 
responsible analyses challenging the war crimes accusations made by Goldstone ... A military 
expert working for HRW who seemed to wish to contest these reports was dismissed and I believe 
is under a gag order. This is antithetical to the transparency that HRW asks of others.”  Bernstein 
added that he believed that the NGO had abandoned its “original mission to pry open closed 
societies [and] advocate basic freedoms and support dissenters.”

In a November 25 op-ed in the Jerusalem Post, Prof. Gerald Steinberg wrote: “The blow that led a 
reluctant Bernstein to break publicly with his organization was HRW’s central role in promoting 
Richard Goldstone – one of executive director Kenneth Roth’s closest allies and an HRW board 
member – to lead the UN’s assault following the Gaza war.”

HRW’s diminished reputation has led to a decline in financial support. In response to this downturn, 
controversial billionaire George Soros pledged $100 million to the NGO in September. In an op-ed 
published in the New York Post, Prof. Gerald Steinberg wrote that the gift “should offset nicely the 
income lost from core donors who’ve walked away in the wake of a host of scandals.” 

NGO Monitor noted that Soros’ “challenge grant” would not contribute to universal human rights 
but would instead allow expansion of the biases and ideologies that have severely damaged the 
organization’s reputation: “HRW claims to be ‘even-handed’ and to publish ‘credible reports,’ but 
its highly biased activities in the Middle East throw those claims into serious doubt.  Time and 
again HRW reports on Israel are based on false or unverifiable claims. Their analysis strips away 
the context of the conflict and denies Israelis the right to self-defense. George Soros supports 
this travesty.”  The Jerusalem Post cited Prof. Steinberg’s critiques of HRW in its coverage of the 
contentious NGO.

In October, HRW named James Hoge as its new chairman of the board. NGO Monitor called on 
the new chairman “to move forward in restoring ‘HRW’s moral influence.’” According to NGO 
Monitor, “Hoge must take decisive action regarding biased staff members who exploit human 
rights rhetoric.”  The Jewish Chronicle (London) quoted Prof. Steinberg: “We fully expect Mr. Hoge 
to initiate a credible and independent examination of the organisation’s past reports on Israel and 
issue retractions where warranted. If Mr. Hoge is going to have a serious impact as head of HRW’s 
board, he will need to repair its moral reputation.”

NGO Monitor also wrote Hoge an open letter, noting the blatant ideological bias of HRW’s Middle 
East staff and asking him to restore the moral leadership of the organization.

 TURNING UP THE HEAT ON  
HUMAN RIGHTS WATCH
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3. IMPACT ON INTERNATIONAL 

ORGANIZATIONS

European Parliament

The European Parliament (EP) presents the Sakharov Prize for 
Freedom of Thought annually to a defender of human rights 
and other freedoms. This year, the three finalists included two 
legitimate human rights champions (one from Cuba, the other 
from Ethiopia) and one politicized Israeli NGO, Breaking the Silence 
(BtS). NGO Monitor sent a fact sheet on BtS, as well as a letter from Prof. 
Steinberg to EP members criticizing BtS, in which he wrote that if the 
organization won the prize, Israelis would interpret that as “a continuation 
of the European exploitation of human rights principles in order to advance 
one-sided, anti-Israeli policies.” Haaretz reported on NGO Monitor’s role. 

The European Jewish News and the Jerusalem Post (whose article was on USA Today‘s website) quoted 
NGO Monitor’s condemnation of the BtS nomination: “This blatantly political act debases the 
memory of Nobel Laureate Andre Sakharov, a courageous and unfaltering human rights defender. 
BtS is a fringe Israeli political group funded by European governments, and this nomination is 
immoral and a gross abuse of the principles of human rights and freedom of expression.”

The Wall Street Journal published an editorial criticizing the EP for its nomination of BtS: “Europe’s 
law makers have again discredited themselves while trying to delegitimize Israel.” 

One of Italy’s leading dailies Il Foglio also came out against nominating BtS: “This year the prestigious 
recognition financed by the Europarliament might go to Breaking the Silence, the contentious 
Israeli NGO that conducts a reckless battle of delegitimization against the security policies of the 
Jewish state. The Sakharov Prize bears the name of a great Russian physicist who was confined 
in Gorky for 20 years, while the Israeli pacifists risk at the most coming late to their Tel Aviv cafe.” 

On October 21, the EP awarded the prize to political dissident Guillermo Farinas, who has conducted 
23 hunger strikes over the years to protest various elements of the Cuban regime, and who has 
stated his willingness to die in the struggle against censorship in that country.
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 IMPACT ON INTERNATIONAL 
ORGANIZATIONS

International Criminal Court (ICC)

On October 19 and 20, the International Criminal Court (ICC) Office of the Prosecutor hosted a 
meeting of NGO representatives from around the world.  NGO Monitor Legal Advisor Anne 
Herzberg was one of a small group allowed to attend the event and prepared a submission that was 
filed with the Court. The submission highlighted the role of the Durban strategy in international 
institutions and in particular focused on the claims of Palestinian NGOs Al Haq and Palestinian 
Center for Human Rights and international NGOs Human Rights Watch, Amnesty International, 
and FIDH.  These NGOs have been lobbying heavily in favor of the Palestinian position and have 
submitted statements to the ICC.

NGO Monitor’s submission was posted on the ICC website and is among the top ten downloads 
in international criminal law on the Social Science Research Network website.  In November, Anne 
Herzberg authored an op-ed for Jewish Ideas Daily on this issue.

United Nations Human Rights Council (UNHRC)

NGO Monitor disclosed that the United Nations Human Rights Council’s (UNHRC) report on the 
May 31, 2010 flotilla violence was based on secret and unverifiable allegations and was highly 
biased. “The UN is required to adhere to the highest standards of transparency, particularly when 
it relates to an inquiry such as this,” said Anne Herzberg. “Instead, by not releasing the names of 
NGOs, all individuals involved, or their allegations, the UN and the NGO community are again 
violating basic requirements of due process and good government. This is but another example 
of the bias that plagues the Human Rights Council and highlights the moral failings of those 
organizations that collaborate with it.”

The Jerusalem Post quoted Prof. Steinberg as saying that the “latest ‘report’ indicting Israel has no 
legitimacy if the sources of the allegations and narrative are hidden.”

In October, as the HRC began its own review process, NGO Monitor called on NGOs and the UN to 
focus on real human rights issues.  Prof. Steinberg’s analysis was included in the Jerusalem Post’s 
editorial, “Israel again is held to a double standard by both the Council and the NGOs that lead 
delegitimization campaigns against Israel. This obsession continues to distract from real human 
rights abuses throughout the world and is indicative of larger problems with NGOs and their 
activities.”  
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By not releasing the names of NGOs, all individuals 
involved, or their allegations, the UN and the NGO 
community are again violating basic requirements of due 
process and good government. This is but another example 
of the bias that plagues the Human Rights Council and 
highlights the moral failings of those organizations that 
collaborate with it. Anne Herzberg

Legal Advisor, NGO Monitor
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4. FREE GAZA FLOTILLA:  CHANGING THE 
DISCOURSE ON POLITICAL ADVOCACY NGOs

NGO Monitor’s efforts are challenging the “halo effect,”  which grants NGOs immunity from scrutiny 
and criticism. Increasingly, international institutions, media members, government officials and 
diplomats understand that NGO reports and statements should not be accepted at face value. 
 
A prime example of this change can be seen in the Turkel Commission’s reaction to testimony 
from several NGOs regarding the May 31 Free Gaza Flotilla incident.
 
The Turkel Commission, established by the Israeli government to investigate the incident, heard 
testimony on October 13 from B’Tselem, Gisha, and Physicians for Human Rights – Israel (PHR-I), 
all of which have a record of political bias and unsubstantiated allegations about Israel’s Gaza 
policy. NGO Monitor noted: “These groups engage primarily in political advocacy, and often issue 
distorted claims regarding the situation in Gaza. They should not be seen as sources of expertise.”
 
Prior to the hearing, NGO Monitor Communications Director Jason Edelstein published an op-ed 
in the Jerusalem Post that provided important background on the three NGOs and the context of 
their testimony.
 
At the hearing, members of the commission strongly challenged the NGOs’ claims. Justice Yaakov 
Turkel, the head of the commission, told B’Tselem Executive Director Jessica Montell, “I read your 
reports from time to time and I must say that I wonder about the sources of your information. I don’t 
feel sure enough of the reliability of your information.”
 
Prof. Steinberg praised the commission, saying, “Today’s commission hearing highlights issues 
that NGO Monitor has been tracking regarding NGO credibility. NGO testimony was not simply 
taken at face value; rather, the Commission highlighted the flawed research and past records of 
biases that hinder NGO analyses.”
 
At the time of the flotilla incident in May, NGO Monitor quickly reacted to the violent events, 
exposing the NGOs behind the incident. 

Soon after the confrontation aboard one of the ships, NGO Monitor posted a summary of NGO 
statements and a fact sheet on NGO involvement in the movement. 
 
The fact sheet revealed that charities, NGOs, and other groups claiming human rights and 
humanitarian aid goals were deeply involved in the demonization of Israel. The factsheet identified 
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the Turkish IHH, which purchased three of the ships, as a group with extensive ties to Hamas and 
other terror organizations. Our research also showed that the Free Gaza Flotilla was supported 
by NGOs such as the Israel Committee Against House Demolitions, PCHR, Coalition of Women 
for Peace, and Alternative Information Center, among others. These groups are funded by the EU, 
European governments, and/or the NIF.  

International media outlets sought out NGO Monitor’s expertise on the topic. The BBC interviewed 
NGO President Prof. Gerald Steinberg twice on Monday, May 31, and twice again on June 1. The 
Wall Street Journal (European edition) published an op-ed by Prof. Steinberg on Monday, June 7. 
Prof. Steinberg and NGO Monitor were quoted by the Telegraph (UK) and contributed background 
information to a New York Times article on the Turkish IHH organization. In addition, Israel 
advocacy organizations contacted NGO Monitor seeking resource materials for their emergency 
informational campaigns.

Two days later, NGO Monitor posted a critical analysis of the legal claims surrounding the Free 
Gaza mission, “Lost at Sea: NGO Legal Distortions in the Wake of the Flotilla Incident. ” The analysis 
was circulated by partner organizations to their members.
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NGO Monitor has composed ethical funding guidelines and is campaigning for their 
adoption by influential NGOs and funders  The importance of these guidelines was 
highlighted by Washington, D C -based political strategist Steve Rabinowitz, who 

5. PROMOTING ETHICAL FUNDING 
GUIDELINES

New Israel Fund (NIF)

On September 19, the New Israel Fund (NIF) published new funding guidelines on its website. For 
the first time, the organization declared that groups that violate core principles “will 
no longer be eligible” for funding. These core principles closely track the language proposed 
by NGO Monitor in June, suggesting that NIF’s board establish clear and transparent “red lines.” 

The issue was widely covered in the media, including JTA, the Forward, Jewish Chronicle (London), 
and Jerusalem Post.

Extensive pressure from NGO Monitor throughout 2010, focusing on the need for NIF to enact 
clear and firm funding guidelines, led to this critical change.

In February, NGO Monitor renewed its call for the NIF to stop supporting NGOs that demonize 
Israel through “apartheid” rhetoric; boycotts, sanctions, and divestment (BDS) campaigns; and 
“lawfare” against Israeli officials. Op-eds by NGO Monitor staff appeared in the Jerusalem Post, 
Maariv, and the Forward. 

NIF leadership responded with accusations of “McCarthyism,” “repression of dissent,” and 
“incitement,” rather than a substantive discussion about the serious issues we raised. 

Faced with the NIF’s ongoing refusal to address funding inconsistencies raised by NGO Monitor, 
in May NGO Monitor rolled out an international multi-media campaign, “NIF has Crossed the 
Line” (see right). Print advertisements appeared in the Jerusalem Post, Jewish Week (New York), 
Jewish Journal (Los Angeles), Canadian Jewish News (Toronto), and Jewish Advocate (Boston). Four 
million impressions of internet advertisements appeared on the websites of Haaretz (English and 
Hebrew), Jerusalem Post, Forward, (New York) Jewish Week, (Los Angeles) Jewish Journal, (London) 
Jewish Chronicle, and others.
 



...the organization declared 
that groups that violate core 
principles “will no longer be 
eligible” for funding.
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noted, “Non-profits need guidelines, because who has the time to think about this in 
the heat of the moment?”

The pressing need for such guidelines can be seen in grants from the NGO funders 
such as the New Israel Fund, which provides support for organizations opposed 
to Israel’s existence as a Jewish state; NGOs such as B’Tselem, which accepted a 
contribution from an organization involved in BDS; and foreign governments such 
as the United States, which through USAID, provided funding for a major advertising 
campaign by the political advocacy group, Geneva Initiative 
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 PROMOTING ETHICAL FUNDING 
GUIDELINES

NGO Monitor badges for NGO Accountability

NIF responded with defamatory print and internet ads consisting of fabrications and distortions 
about NGO Monitor. NIF’s response failed to refute any of NGO Monitor’s analysis, implicitly 
acknowledging the accuracy of our critiques. 

Ahead of NIF’s late June board meeting in Israel, NGO Monitor sent the board “suggested ethical 
guidelines” designed to increase the NIF’s “accountability, tolerance, and civility.” In addition, we 
urged the board to create an independent ombudsman’s office to oversee NIF operations and the 
organizations it funds. On the week the board met, an ad (see page 19) appeared in the Jerusalem 
Post listing our recommendations, Prof. Steinberg published an op-ed piece in the Jerusalem Post, 
and Researcher Elie Klutstein’s “NIF: Reclaim Your Moral Mandate” (Hebrew) appeared in Maariv.

NIF President Naomi Chazan responded to the increased pressure in a June 16 interview on 
Chicago Public Radio: “When you’re criticized, you have to examine yourself. We have to be much 
clearer about our guidelines, and we are re-examining them … without forgetting our mission: 
to allow a plurality of voices to be heard in Israel so long as they do not deny the existence of the 
State of Israel.”

In addition to the September guidelines, NGO Monitor pushed NIF to take a stronger stand against 
BDS (boycotts, divestment, and sanctions). In November, NIF Communications Director Naomi 
Paiss wrote an op-ed in Zeek (an online publication produced by the Forward) that criticized BDS 
campaigns as being “counterproductive.” In response, NGO Monitor Managing Director Naftali 
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Balanson published an op-ed in Zeek, highlighting Paiss’ 
unwillingness to criticize BDS as being inherently immoral 
and demonstrating NIF’s continuing funding for NGOs 
active in BDS campaigns.

Jeffrey Goldberg, writing in The Atlantic, noted: “It would 
seem that if the New Israel Fund believes BDS to be 
immoral, then it will defund grantees that support BDS, 
even incidentally.  This is one of those bright-line issues, and 
if NIF wants to get on the wrong side of that line, it should 
not call itself a pro-Israel organization.” Alana Goodman in 
Commentary added that “several of the boycott groups that 
NIF was funding have yet to remove their affiliations with 
NIF from their websites.”

Following NGO Monitor’s and the journalists’ criticism, NIF 
also announced that it will not fund groups engaged in 
global BDS (boycotts, divestment, and sanctions) campaigns.

However, there is no evidence that NIF has implemented 
any of its new guidelines. Questions over how, when, and 
whether NIF will continue to provide funding and legitimacy 
to NGOs behind the “apartheid,” “one state,” BDS, lawfare, 
and other campaigns remain as salient as before.

NGO Monitor will continue to research and analyze NIF 
funding for NGOs that demonize and de-legitimize Israel – 
providing elected officials, journalists, and others concerned 
with this issue an independent, reliable, and systematic 
source of information.

When you’re 
criticized, you have 
to examine yourself. 
We have to be much 
clearer about our 
guidelines, and we 
are re-examining 
them

Naomi Chazan
NIF President
Chicago Public Radio
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 PROMOTING ETHICAL FUNDING 
GUIDELINES

B’Tselem

On October 25, B’Tselem announced a donation from a group known 
as “Bubbes and Zaydes for Peace” (BZP). This Philadelphia-based 
organization endorses the antisemitic BDS (boycotts, divestment, 
sanctions) movement and uses the demonizing rhetoric of the Durban 
strategy – in violation of B’Tselem’s stated principles. 

NGO Monitor wrote to B’Tselem officials, informing them of BZP’s 
BDS advocacy and asking whether the donation would be refused. 
B’Tselem, whose executive director initially claimed not to know 
about the group, responded that it was “honored to receive [the] 
contribution.”

The columnist Dror Eydar of the  widely-read Israeli daily Yisrael Hayom criticized the NGO in the 
article, “B’Tselem: Where’s the morality?” Eydar noted, “Organizations such as B’Tselem, that hold 
Israel to exceptional moral standards, should themselves be held to the same standards, especially 
when it comes to Israel’s existence.”

“B’Tselem: Where’s the morality?”
Dror Eyaddar
Yisrael Hayom
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 PROMOTING ETHICAL FUNDING 
GUIDELINES

USAID “Geneva Initiative” Ad Campaign

In advance of U.S.-sponsored Israeli-Palestinian peace negotiations in September, the U.S. 
government, via USAID, helped finance a $250,000 ad campaign run by an NGO known as the 
Geneva Initiative. The campaign included billboards, newspaper ads, and video clips of various 
Palestinian officials stressing the window of opportunity to reach a peace deal. The USAID funding 
for the Geneva Initiative campaign is another example of foreign governments using Israeli 
political NGOs as part 
of efforts to manipulate 
Israeli democracy.

G e n e v a  I n i t i a t i v e 
leadership rebuf fed 
NGO Monitor’s attempt 
to engage in dialogue 
on the many questions 
emanating from the 
USAID funding. USAID 
also failed to respond to 
NGO Monitor’s queries 
on this campaign.

NGO Monitor publicized 
the issue in two op-
ed pieces: Prof. Steinberg’s “Artificial peace messages” in Ynet, and researcher Asher Fredman’s 
“Partners for peace or inappropriate interference” in JTA. Soon after, the Geneva Initiative removed 
the announcement of USAID’s support from its website.

suCCesses

USAID funded Geneva Initiative ad
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6. AMNESTY INTERNATIONAL (AI)

On August 23, the chairman of Amnesty International in 
Finland, Frank Johansson, referred to Israel as a “scum state” 
in a blog post. NGO Monitor’s International Advisory Board 
quickly responded with a statement calling on Amnesty’s new 
secretary general, Salil Shetty, to condemn Johansson’s remarks 
and suspend the Finnish branch from active membership in 
AI until Johansson resigned. The statement noted, “This is an 
opportunity to reform Amnesty’s involvement in the Middle 
East in a manner that does not demonize and disproportionately 
focus on Israel.” The Jerusalem Post quoted Prof. Steinberg and 
NGO Monitor in multiple articles on AI’s moral corruption. The 
Jewish Chronicle (UK) and the Jerusalem Post published feature 
stories, quoting extensively from the International Advisory 
Board’s statement. The Jerusalem Post’s articles, which included 
NGO Monitor’s statements, were quoted and repeated in a 
number of European media stories.

On August 26, NGO Monitor sent an open letter to Shetty, noting the “major decline in [Amnesty’s] 
once prestigious moral reputation and influence” and “strongly urg[ing] you to give priority to 
ending Amnesty’s systemic bias, lack of credibility, and violation of universal principles in many of 
its activities. ” This letter was quoted in media reports as well.
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7. ADDRESSING PARLIAMENTS

Addressing the EU Parliament

On June 23, 2010, the European Parliament Subcommittee on Human Rights held a session on 
the “Situation of NGOs and Civil Society in Israel.” Professor Gerald Steinberg addressed the 
problems resulting from European funding for Palestinian and Israeli civil society organizations. 
His participation was challenged unsuccessfully by the EU-funded NGOs that had initiated this 
session through supportive MEPs.
 
Following presentations by NGO officials from the Public Committee Against Torture in Israel 
(PCATI), Mossawa, and the International Federation of Human Rights (FIDH), also speaking for the 
Euro-Mediterranean Human Rights Network (EMHRN), Prof. Steinberg discussed the central 
involvement of European-funded NGOs in BDS (boycott, divestment and sanctions), 
“lawfare,” and demonization campaigns. He also addressed NGO biases and double 
standards, false or unverifiable 
allegations, and distortions of 
international law that undermine 
the moral foundations of universal 
human rights.
 
During the discussion, members 
of the European Parliament (MEPs) 
raised issues related to transparency 
and NGO funding processes, 
including a request for a closed 
session with European Commission 
budget off icials. Another MEP 
asked the representative from 
Mossawa, Jafar Farah, to explain contradictions in claims regarding discrimination against Israeli-
Arab citizens. 
 
In other remarks, MEP Proinsias De Rossa (Ireland) illustrated the double standards of some 
European politicians: He attacked the absence of chocolate and jam in Hamas-controlled Gaza 
but was silent regarding Gilad Shalit, the Israeli soldier held since 2006 without access to Red Cross 
visitation. 
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Addressing the Irish Parliament

On June 23, NGO Monitor Legal Advisor Anne Herzberg presented a statement to the Irish 
Parliament’s Joint Committee on European Affairs, discussing the Durban strategy, the politicized 
work of Human Rights Watch and Amnesty International, and methodological deficiencies in the 
Goldstone Report. The session was held in response to a motion initiated by several Irish TDs 
calling for a review of the EU-Israel Association Agreement and suspension of a proposed upgrade 
to EU-Israel relations in light of the Gaza war.

On June 22, the committee heard testimony from Goldstone mission member Desmond 
Travers, who repeated allegations 
that Israeli “actions in Gaza were 
completely disproportionate and 
were unquestionably a punishment 
of the people.”

Herzberg also circulated an NGO 
Monitor fact sheet, detailing 
Irish governmental funding to 
NGOs. The report described how 
Trócaire, which received €23.5 
million in 2008-2009 from the 
Irish government, opposed Israel’s 
admission to the Organization of 
Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD), in direct opposition to the Irish government’s 
policy supporting acceptance. War on Want, another group funded by the Irish government, 
also violates Irish policy against “trade sanctions or boycotts against Israel” through its boycotts, 
divestment, and sanctions (BDS) campaigns.

While in Ireland, Herzberg also debated a Trócaire official on Ireland’s top morning radio show, 
Today with Pat Kenny, and met with the director of Trócaire’s programs in the region. 

ADDRESSING PARLIAMENTS
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8. ROOTING OUT CHRISTIAN AID BIAS

NGO Monitor got swift results from a February 
5 op-ed in The Guardian (UK) in response to an 
article by the anti-Israel ideologue Jody McIntyre 
in Christian Aid’s online youth publication, Ctrl.
Alt.Shift. The Guardian piece pointed out that 
Christian Aid, one of the world’s largest anti-
poverty NGOs, had not only published “Peres: 
War Criminal and Proud,” but had chosen January 
27, International Holocaust Remembrance Day, 
to issue this base attack on Israeli President 
Shimon Peres. 

Christian Aid publicly apologized in The Guardian 
and removed all Israel-related posts by McIntyre. 
The organization also deleted all Israel-related 
posts by Ben White, author of “Israeli Apartheid: 
A Beginner’s Guide;” many antisemitic reader 
comments; and a post and video about hip-
hop artist Lowkey, which contained anti-Israel 
rhetoric and borderline antisemitic commentary.

In April, Ctrl.Alt.Shift Editor Chantelle Fiddy 
resigned, indicating in a post on her personal 
blog that the McIntyre controversy had played a 
role in her decision.
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9. COMBATING “ISRAELI APARTHEID WEEK”
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COMBATING “ISRAELI APARTHEID WEEK”

Ahead of the international event known as Israeli Apartheid Week (IAW), 
NGO Monitor released a report detailing NGO participants and their 
funders. It provided an outline of speakers, screenings, and subjects 
planned for those two weeks on college campuses and major cities on 
three continents. 

In this report – relied upon extensively by pro-Israel campus activists – NGO 
Monitor revealed that many scheduled speakers were officials of NGOs 
funded by European governments, NIF, and North American interest 
groups such as the Canadian Arab Federation.

Concurrently with IAW’s publication, NGO 
Monitor produced a paper on apartheid as part 
of NGO Monitor’s International Law Series. The 
report concluded that supposedly humanitarian 
NGOs falsely accuse Israel of apartheid “[d]
espite the manifest differences between the 
one legally acknowledged apartheid 
state South Africa and Israeli society, 
The Paper also exposed the “absence 
of any Israeli legal regime based 
on systematic ‘racial superiority 
or hatred’ or ‘domination by one 
racial group over another.’”

suCCesses
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10. CANADIAN GOVERMENT CANCELS 
FUNDING OF MADA AL-CARMEL

Canadian Government Cancels Funding of Mada al-Carmel

Canadian and Jewish media featured NGO Monitor’s research in stories related to the decision 
by the Canadian government’s International Development Research Centre (IDRC) to cut nearly 
$800,000 in grants to Israeli NGO Mada al-Carmel. As our research indicates, Mada al-Carmel calls 
for a “change in the definition of the State of Israel from a Jewish state” and the implementation 
of the Palestinian “right of return.” 
 
In a sworn affidavit to the Canadian Federal Court (obtained 
by NGO Monitor via an Access for Information request) the 
IDRC president acknowledged that he became aware of the 
Mada al-Carmel grants as the result of an NGO Monitor inquiry in late January. He then “became 
concerned that the IDRC grants for the Projects were not consistent with our mandate to assist 
research within or with respect to developing regions.” This raises important questions about 
how and why Mada al-Carmel received the grants in the first place, issues that NGO Monitor will 
continue to raise with the Canadian government.
 
In the past four years, Mada al-Carmel, which is also an NIF grantee, received three grants from the 
IDRC, including funds to study the marginalization of women in Arab-Israeli society. The decision 
meant a loss of 40 percent of Mada al-Carmel’s income and a serious blow to the organization’s 
reputation and credibility. This follows the December 2009 decision by the Canadian government 
to stop funding NGOs KAIROS and Alternatives.

 
In September 2010, Mada al-Carmel and the IDRC settled out-of-court. 
According to media reports, the “terms of a financial settlement were not 
released but are believed to have included all costs incurred by Mada from 
the two research projects and their cancellation.”
 

Mada al-Carmel’s politicized advocacy includes the “One Day, One Struggle” campaign (see above), 
which featured a poster depicting an Israeli soldier suggestively reaching toward a Palestinian 
woman, and the caption, “Her husband needs a permit to touch her. The occupation penetrates 
her life everyday.”
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 NGO MONITOR MONOGRAPH SERIES  
RECENT PUBLICATIONS

“NGO ‘Lawfare’” - Expanded 2nd Edition

In December, NGO Monitor published an expanded second edition of its monograph, NGO 
“Lawfare” – Exploitation of Courts in the Arab-Israeli Conflict, a highly detailed analysis of the abuse 
of European and US courts by human rights NGOs.

NGOs exploit courts in democratic countries in order to harass Israeli officials with civil lawsuits 
and criminal investigations for “war crimes,” and other alleged violations of international law.  This 
strategy is part of the larger delegitimization campaign against Israel. Recent examples of lawfare 
cases have forced Tzipi Livni, Dan Meridor, and Avi Dichter to cancel trips to Britain and Spain for 
fear of arrest.

The expanded edition of the monograph analyzes cases arising from the Gaza War of January 
2009 and the “Free Gaza Flotilla” of June 2010, as well as documenting EU funding for PCHR’s 
lawfare program. The updates add current, crucial information to the 2008 edition, which was the 
first in-depth study of this important issue.

The updated monograph also documents the ongoing Goldstone process, in which NGOs have 
been lobbying Western government to support the implementation of the report’s baseless and 
pernicious recommendations, including charges against Israelis in the International Criminal Court 
(ICC).

Marking International Human Rights Day, NGO Monitor released the monograph at a press 
conference at the Israeli Ministry of Foreign Affairs on December 9, 2010. Deputy Foreign Minister 
Danny Ayalon said, “[NGOs] have to ask themselves: Are they really fulfilling the purpose for which 
they were created? Are they not being manipulated and being used as a tool or as pawns in this 
political warfare, judicial lawfare that is being waged against Israel?”

The Washington Post interviewed Prof. Steinberg and Anne Herzberg about the report and the 
larger issue of what columnist Jennifer Rubin called “the conversion of ‘human rights’ advocacy 
into virulent anti-Israel ‘lawfare.’”

NGO “Lawfare” has made an impact in American academia and the military. Case Western Reserve 
University School of Law hosted a symposium that included the NGO “Lawfare” executive summary 
on its reading list. Likewise, an article in the United States Air Force 2010 Law Review cites NGO 
“Lawfare.”

NGO “Lawfare” is the third in the NGO Monitor Monograph Series, which now boasts nine volumes. 
This monograph was prepared with the generous support of the Middle East Forum Education 
Fund.
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RECENT PUBLICATIONS

“Statements to European Parliament and Irish Parliament”

In July, NGO Monitor published the eighth volume of its monograph 
series, “Statements to European Parliament and Irish Parliament,” 
presenting Prof. Steinberg’s address to the European Parliament 
and Anne Herzberg’s address to the Irish Parliament, both of which 
occurred on June 23, 2010.

At the European Parliament, Prof. Steinberg discussed the problems 
resulting from European funding for Palestinian and Israeli civil society 
organizations. His participation was challenged unsuccessfully by the 
EU-funded NGOs that had initiated this session through supportive 
MEPs.

At the Irish Parliament, Herzberg described the Durban strategy, the 
politicized work of Human Rights Watch and Amnesty International, 
and methodological deficiencies in the Goldstone Report. The 
session was held in response to an unsuccessful motion initiated by several Irish parliamentarians 
calling for a review of the EU-Israel Association Agreement and the suspension of a proposed 
upgrade to EU-Israel relations.

“NGOs, Human Rights, and Political Warfare in the Arab-Israeli 
Conflict: An Anthology of Journal Articles and Conference 
Presentations”

“NGOs, Human Rights, and Political Warfare in the Arab-Israeli Conflict: 
An Anthology of Journal Articles and Conference Presentations,” 
a collection of Professor Steinberg’s groundbreaking research on 
NGOs, has been completed. The articles in the compendium serve 
as the academic underpinnings for NGO Monitor’s analysis. The 
anthology of Prof. Steinberg’s written work and presentations, 
scheduled to be released in January 2011, will bring together cogent 
and detailed discussions on the role that NGOs, human rights, and 
politics play in the Arab-Israeli conflict.
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 NEWEST MEMBERS OF NGO MONITOR’S 
INTERNATIONAL ADVISORY BOARD

NGO Monitor is pleased to announce the newest members of its International Advisory Board, 
Judge Abraham Sofaer and Col. Richard Kemp. Judge Sofaer served as legal adviser to the U.S. 
Department of State from 1985 to 1990 and has served as the George P. Shultz Distinguished 
Scholar and Senior Fellow at the Hoover Institution at Stanford University since 1994. 

Both individuals have distinguished themselves as articulate proponents of the need for the 
universal application of human rights.

Colonel Richard Kemp served in the British Army from 1977 to 2006. 
Along with serving as Commander of British Forces in Afghanistan, he 
was an infantry battalion Commanding Officer. He worked for the Joint 
Intelligence Committee and Cabinet Office Briefing Room (COBR) and 
completed 14 operational tours of duty around the globe.  He received 
worldwide acclaim when he testified before the United Nations Human 
Rights Council regarding Israel’s Operation Cast Lead and the subsequent 
Goldstone Report, stating, “During Operation Cast Lead, the Israeli Defense 
Forces did more to safeguard the rights of civilians in the combat zones 
than any other army in the history of warfare.”

“I am happy to join the NGO Monitor’s International Advisory Board,” says 
Judge Sofaer.  “For many years, NGOs have attacked the United States, 
Israel, and other democracies unfairly.  Israel has been repeatedly vilified, 
with false or exaggerated accusations.  Meanwhile, the most egregious 
violations of human rights by tyrannies have received little attention from 
most NGOs, and attacks on Israel, the US, and others by religious and 
political fanatics have been largely ignored.  NGO Monitor has helped to 
change this toxic mix by finding and exposing bias and misinformation 
propagated by NGOs.  The research and public exposure done by NGO 
Monitor has become an invaluable and systematic check on NGO 
manipulation of the truth.”
 
 “The work of NGO Monitor is a cause I believe is vital to securing universal human rights,” adds 
Col. Kemp.  “The Middle East is a hotbed for NGOs that pursue their own political ideologies, 
and we’ve seen the detrimental impact of NGO false claims and misinformation in the universal 
arena.  By increasing the transparency of their operations of sources of funding, we can begin to 
eliminate many of the false allegations prevalent in their reports.

Judge Sofaer and Col. Kemp join Elie Wiesel, Prof. Alan Dershowitz, Hon. Fiamma Nirenstein, Elliott 
Abrams, Amb. Yehuda Avner, Tom Gross, Douglas Murray, Dr. Judea Pearl, Prof. Ruth Wisse, and R. 
James Woolsey as members of the NGO Monitor International Advisory Board.



“Breaking What Silence?”
October 20, 2010
“By putting Israel in the same category with oppressive countries such as Ethiopia and 
Cuba, from which the other two short-listed nominees come, Europe's law makers have 
again discredited themselves while trying to delegitimize Israel.”
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“Breaking the Silence nominated for EU peace prize”
October 12, 2010
“Prof. Gerald Steinberg, chairman of NGO Monitor, sent a letter to parliament members harshly 
criticizing Breaking the Silence. If the organization wins the prize, Israeli will interpret this as ‘a 
continuation of the European exploitation of human rights principles in order to advance one-
sided, anti-Israeli policies.”

“Mourning on International Human Rights Day”
December 9, 2010
“Recently, NGO Monitor revealed that the anti-Israel propaganda website Electronic 
Intifada has been funded by the Dutch government, via the aid group Interchurch 
Organization for Development Cooperation.”

Related story appeared in:

ARTICLES

 media
         impaCt
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“Human Rights Founder Speaks Out Against The 
Betrayal of Human Rights By Its ‘Defenders’”
November 21, 2010
“[Human Rights Watch founder] Bernstein has a certain standing. And he has gotten 
into a colossal argument with the organization he started. You can read about it in a 
devastating article, published earlier this year in TNR, by Ben Birnbaum.”

NGO Monitor expanded its visibility in the media, 
via print, internet, television, and radio, giving us 
increased influence with broadly diverse audiences 

“Human Rights Watch Now Openly Endorsing BDS”
December 20, 2010
The NGO Monitor has also denounced the [Human Rights Watch-issued] report…
call[ing] it evidence that HRW “endorses boycott, divestment, and sanctions (BDS), 
disguised as opposition to settlements, but in reality seeking the destruction of 
Israel.”

“The New Israel Fund, Dipping Its Toe Into the BDS Swamp”
November 17, 2010
“It would seem that if the New Israel Fund believes BDS [boycotts, divestment, and 
sanctions] to be immoral, then it would defund grantees that support BDS, even 
incidentally.  This is one of those bright-line issues, and if NIF wants to get on the wrong 
side of that line, it should not call itself a pro-Israel organization.”

 media
         impaCt
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“Why Israel sees double standard in response to Wikileaks' 
Iraq files”
October 25, 2010
“Gerald Steinberg, an Israeli-American professor of political science at Bar Ilan University, 
shares the view that the volume of international criticism of Israel is out of proportion. 
In the US…they know that they are vulnerable and they will be the next in line"' to be 
accused of wartime misconduct, says Mr. Steinberg, who also runs NGO Monitor, which 
has criticized non-profits that criticize Israel.”

“EU accused of meddling in Israeli democracy”
June 30, 2010
“Israeli diplomats are touting in Brussels the ‘investigative’ work of NGO Monitor, 
a body which claims that a clutch of officials in the heart of the EU is plotting to 
‘delegitimise’ Israel by funding local human rights organisations. Professor Gerald 
Steinberg, NGO Monitor president, was in Brussels last week speak MEPs and Israel's 
EU mission promoted his work among journalists.”

”ארגון שוברים שתיקה מועמד לפרס לזכויות אדם מטעם הפרלמנט האירופי“
October 6, 2010 (Haaretz)

מנגד, החל ארגון הימין אן-ג‘י-או מוניטור לפעול בקרב חברי הפרלמנט האירופי כדי למנוע את 
מתן“הפרס לשוברים שתיקה. במכתב ששלח יו“ר הארגון, פרופ‘ ג‘ראלד שטיינברג, לחברי הפרלמנט 

הוא תוקף בחריפות את שוברים שתיקה, וקובע כי זכייתו בפרס תתפרש בישראל ”כהמשך הניצול 
האירופי של עקרונות זכויות האדם כדי לקדם מדיניות אנטי ישראלית חד צדדית

“Dutch will look into NGO funding of anti-Semitic website”
November 26, 2010
“NGO Monitor’s exposure of Dutch government funding for the [antisemitic website 
Electronic Intifada] prompted Dutch Foreign Minister Uri Rosenthal to say…‘I will look 
into the matter personally. If it appears that the government…does fund Electronic 
Intifada, it will have a serious problem with me.’” Related stories appeared in leading Dutch 

publications such as:
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“New Israel Fund halts grants to non-Zionists”
September 28, 2010
“The New Israel Fund will no longer give grants to any group that ‘works to deny the 
right of the Jewish people to sovereign self-determination within Israel’. NGO Monitor, 
the Jerusalem-based watchdog organisation, called the new guidelines ‘an important 
step’, although the group argued that NIF is still ‘sending mixed signals’ regarding its 
funding policy.”

“B’Tselem: Where’s the morality?”
November 8, 2010 (Yisrael Hayom – Translated from Hebrew)
“NGO Monitor, headed by Prof. Gerald Steinberg, contacted B’Tselem and warned 
them that the donation was from an anti-Israel organization that promotes Israel’s 
delegitimization, and supports the anti-Israel, and essentially anti-Semitic, policy of BDS. 
This contradicts the stated principles of B’Tselem – and the recent declarations of the New 
Israel Fund which supports B’Tselem – not to cooperate with organizations that deny 
Israel’s right to exist as a Jewish state.”

Tide of Delegitimization
March 1, 2010
“Gerald Steinberg, president of NGO Monitor…points to what he sees as an inherent 
anti-Israel bias among many of the leading human-rights NGOs, for which he argues 
there are clear historic roots. After the Cold War ended, he says, the NGOs turned to 
local conflicts, of which the Israeli-Arab was the most visible. There, Arab control of U.N. 
human rights mechanisms gave them easy access and created a symbiotic relationship.”
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“Turning the tables on BDS”
Prof. Gerald Steinberg and Jason Edelstein
November 6, 2010

“When the NGOs and BDSers invade 
campuses, Jewish students and local 
communities scramble to respond…
students and community groups must also 
adopt a proactive strategy to undermine 
the credibility and influence of these 
groups. This strategy will marginalize 
many of the BDS movement’s central 
actors, and expose the lie that BDS is a 
grassroots protest against Israeli policy.”
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NGO Monitor op-eds appeared in American, European, and 
Israeli media outlets, disseminating our message to a broad 

audience 

“Artificial peace 
messages”
Prof. Gerald Steinberg
September 1, 2010

“If Israelis are convinced that this 
time, there is a real basis for peace, 
and the benefits outweigh the 
risks, they will act accordingly. 
And if the incitement and terror 
continue, more NGO advertising 
will make no difference.”
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“Israel vs  the International 
Criminal Court”
Anne Herzberg
November 29, 2010

“The strategy of exploiting legal 
processes to attack Israel's legitimacy 
was developed at the 2001 UN World 
Conference against Racism in Durban, 
South Africa…since then, NGOs have 
filed lawsuits throughout Europe and 
North America to have Israeli officials 
arrested and imprisoned as ‘war 
criminals.’”
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also appeared in:
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TV AND RADIO APPEARANCES
AND ONLINE IMPACT

TELEVISION
NGO Monitor staff appeared on CNN, BBC, Al Jazeera English, Channel 1 (Israel), Guysen TV (France), 
TV5 (Canada), and the Israel Broadcasting Authority.

RADIO
Staff appeared on the BBC, NPR, CBC, Los Angeles Public Radio, Irish Newstalk, RTE Radio 1 (Ireland), 
Kol Israel Radio, Israel Army Radio, ABC Radio (Australia), Danish radio and Jerusalem Post Radio.

ONLINE
According to Alexa Internet Rankings, the industry’s gold standard, more people consult NGO 
Monitor online for information on issues concerning the delegitimization of Israel than any non-
governmental Israeli source.

OUR WEBSITE 
(www.ngo-monitor.org)
We received 1,250 unique visitors per day in 2010. According to alexa.com, the gold standard for 
website rankings, we are in the top 223,000 websites worldwide (top 1%), and the top-ranked 
research institute dealing with Israeli affairs. 

We performed an upgrade of our website, making it more accessible to viewers.
Many of the articles we publish on our website are regularly viewed by over 1,000 readers, and the 
most popular article topics for 2010 were BDS, Gaza War, Flotilla, and Lawfare.
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TV AND RADIO APPEARANCES
AND ONLINE IMPACT

Google
We were referenced more than 130,000 times 
in 2010. This marks a nearly 300% increase in 
Google activity from 2009.

Wikipedia 
(http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/NGO_monitor)
We are referenced on over 120 Wikipedia pages.

Twitter 
(www.twitter.com/ngomonitor)
We now have over 1,000 followers, 
an increase of 100% from 2009.

Facebook
Our total fan base is over 500, more 
than half of whom make regular 
comments on our page.

YouTube 
(www.youtube.com/ngomonitor)
We have had a 200% viewership 
increase since 2009.

Blogosphere
More than 7,600 references to NGO 
Monitor, a 300% increase from 2009.

ACADEMIC
Over the last two years, NGO Monitor has been referenced 30 times in published books, 
reflecting the seriousness with which scholars view our research.
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NGO MONITOR PUBLICATIONS
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NGO MONITOR PUBLICATIONS
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PUBLIC APPEARANCES

Addressing international governmental bodies, leaders in academia and legal institutions, and major 
Jewish organizations, NGO Monitor delivered strategic and timely messages on the delegitimization and 
demonization of Israel.

governments
• European Parliament – “Analysis of EU funding for Political NGOs in the Arab-Israeli Conflict: Secrecy, 

Demonization, and Manipulation”
• Irish Parliament – “The Durban Strategy and the Politicization of Human Rights: Human Rights Watch, 

Amnesty International, and Goldstone”
• Israel’s Ministry of Foreign Affairs – Press conference introducing the “NGO ‘Lawfare’” monograph

academic Venues and Conferences
• Yale University – “Antisemitism”
• International Association of Jewish Lawyers and Jurists – “Democratic and Legal Norms in an Age of 

Terror”
• New York University – “NGO Transparency and Accountability”
• Association for Israel Studies (University of Toronto) – “The Politics of NGOs, Human Rights and the Arab-

Israel Conflict”
• Begin-Sadat Center for Strategic Studies / Konrad Adenauer Stiftung – “European-Funded Human Rights 

NGOs and Political Warfare”
• New York County Lawyer’s Association – “Lawfare:  The Use of Law as a Weapon of War”
• Tel Aviv University – “The Parameters of Free Speech in Israeli Society”
• Haifa University – “Delegitimization”
• The Jerusalem Conference – “Lawfare”
• Hong Kong Polytechnic University – “President Barack Obama’s first year in the Middle East: A conflict-

management perspective”
• Hebrew University Law School – “Israel-European relations”
• Brandeis University – “The Politics of Human Rights and International Law in the Arab-Israeli Conflict”
• Pepperdine University – “Politics, Human Rights, and NGOs in Asymmetric Conflicts: Case studies from 

Gaza and the 2006 Lebanon War”

Jewish organizations
• Jewish Agency
• World Jewish Congress
• Conference of Major American Jewish Organizations
• AIPAC
• ADL
• CAMERA
• Jerusalem Center for Public Affairs
• UJA Federation of Greater Toronto
• AILF (Australia Israel Leadership Forum) 
• Birthright Next-NY
• Board of Deputies of British Jews
• BICOM (British Israel Communications & Research Centre) 
• Limmud UK
• Honest Reporting
• Jewish Leadership Council
• Bnai Zion Foundation
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Prof. Gerald Steinberg at CAMERA
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FELLOWSHIPS

NGO Monitor coordinates the following fellowships:
Medical Malpractice
Monograph on medical NGOs, analyzing the “super halo effect” of combining human rights and 
health-related claims. Sponsored by Steve and Rita Emerson.

Canadian NGOs
A systematic description and analysis of impact of Canadian government funding for NGOs active 
in the Arab-Israeli conflict. Sponsored by the Aurea Foundation.

Fighting “Lawfare”
An examination of the exploitation of international law and courts to criminalize and discredit 
Israeli leaders and the Israeli justice system. Sponsored by the Middle East Forum.

Best Practices
Establishing universally acceptable guidelines for NGO activities and political advocacy; outlining 
effective procedures for project and NGO evaluations, as well as criteria for private and government 
funding decisions. Sponsored by Peter Simpson.

Swedish NGO funding  
Update on monograph that details Swedish government funding of NGOs. 
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LOOK AHEAD AND JOIN WITH US

NGO Monitor will continue to reach an ever broader audience as Prof. Steinberg makes several trips 
abroad in 2011 for conferences, public lectures and private meetings scheduled in Los Angeles, 
New York, Washington, D.C., Montreal, Miami, Boston, and other cities.
 
Forthcoming publications

• Detailed report on EU funding, including analysis of key case studies demonstrating the lack 
of transparency and accountability

• Major academic study, written by Prof. Steinberg and Prof. Avi Bell, demonstrating systemically 
false NGO claims during the Second Lebanon War (2006); for use in international law courses

• Academic article on the impact of BDS on Israeli security 

NGO Monitor is the only organization that successfully targets and reduces government funding 
for anti-Israel agendas and “names and shames” groups that delegitimize Israel.

We are the go-to source for research on NGOs, providing credible information to journalists, 
organizations, and governmental officials in Israel and abroad.

NGO Monitor receives no government funding. To continue to make an impact, NGO 
Monitor needs your support. Donor advised tax-deductible contributions in the US may be made 
to American Friends of NGO Monitor, with NGO Monitor listed in the memo line. Alternatively, 
contributions can made be made at www.afngom.org.

American Friends of NGO Monitor
922 Rockborn St 
Gaithersburg, MD 20878
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NGO MONITOR STAFF

MANAGEMENT
dov Yarden, Ceo
Dov Yarden oversees the management of the organization, its staff, and its finances. Along 
with Prof. Steinberg, he devises NGO Monitor’s strategy and directs the organization’s 
resource development activities.

ACADEMIC
professor gerald steinberg, president
Prof. Gerald Steinberg provides direction and strategy for NGO Monitor. Professor Steinberg 
has had a prolific 2010, with op-eds in publications including the Wall Street Journal, Haaretz, 
and Europe’s World and extensive interviews on NGO and human rights issues on TV and 
radio. He also spoke at a variety of high-level conferences worldwide.

LEGAL DEPARTMENT
anne herzberg, legal advisor
Anne Herzberg is the author of NGO Monitor’s NGO Lawfare:  Exploitation of Courts in the 
Arab-Israeli Conflict and the International Law, Human Rights and NGOs series.   She  is one 
of the leading experts on NGO “lawfare” cases against Israeli officials and companies doing 
business with Israel. She is invited regularly to speak at international conferences.  Her op-
eds have appeared in Ha’aretz, the Wall Street Journal and the Jerusalem Post.

RESEARCH DEPARTMENT
naftali Balanson, managing editor
Naftali Balanson directs NGO Monitor’s research. Managing the research team and the 
internship program, Naftali develops the research strategy of the organization and ensures 
that that all NGO Monitor publications are produced in an effective and timely manner. His 
correspondence with EU and NGO officials has elicited crucial and useful information. The 
research department includes a deputy editor, along with the Middle East Desk, European 
Desk, Human Rights Watch Desk and two general researchers.

COMMUNICATIONS DEPARTMENT
Jason edelstein, Communications director
Jason Edelstein develops NGO Monitor’s media strategy, overseeing and implementing 
the organizations’ media outreach and related activity.  He also develops NGO Monitor’s 
marketing and information materials, and cultivates donors for new projects.
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NGO MONITOR BOARD MEMBERS

ngo monitor Board members - israel
Adv. Joel Golovensky, Chair; Finance Advisory Committee
Prof. Avraham Bell
Mr. Lenny Ben-David
Mr. Paul Ogden, Secretary

members of the amutah
Adv. Trevor Asserson
Dr. Avi Becker
Mr. Edward Cohen, Audit Committee
Ms. Penina Goldstein, Audit Committee
Dr. Jonathan Rynhold
Dr. Amira Schiff
Dr. Ron Schleifer
Prof. Leslie Wagner, Finance Advisory Committee
Mr. Todd Warnick, Finance Advisory Committee

ngo monitor international advisory Board
Mr. Elliott Abrams
Amb. Yehuda Avner
Prof. Alan Dershowitz
Hon. Michael Gove, MP
Col. Richard Kemp
Mr. Douglas Murray
Hon. Fiamma Nirenstein, MEP
Dr. Judea Pearl
Judge Abraham Sofaer
Mr. Elie Wiesel
Prof. Ruth Wisse
Mr. R. James Woolsey



1 Ben-Maimon Blvd.
Jerusalem 92262 Israel
Phone: 972-2-566-1020
Fax: 972-77-511-7030
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