
Sage 2 complain o BBC Execuve Complains Uni (ECU) From Naomi Wimborne-Idrissi

The Sage 1 responses did no answer my cricism, hey reinforced he fauls in he original

programme, addressing me as an ideological adversary. I ask ECU o refer o my original complain

and my reply o he Sage 1a response.

The programme breached he BBC’s obligaon o provide unbiased, balanced coverage, by

presenng one side of a major polical issue ha is holy conesed and dangerously divisive. I

relied enrely on he opinions of individuals and organisaons who asser ha he vasmajoriy of

Brish Jews are living in fear, hreaened by hosliy owards Israel emanang from he Palesne

solidariy movemen.

Boh programme and responses were biased and unbalanced. The responses:

- Defended Panorama’s failure o examine he humane moves behind he Palesne

solidariy movemen, which includes many Jews, insisng iwas in he public ineres o focus

exclusively on hose who idenfy wih Israel and regard expressions of suppor for Palesnians as

a hrea.

- Defended failing o discuss he “IHRA denion”, which denes an-Zionis speech as

ansemic and is widely used o suppress suppor for-Palesne. I was old i was no relevan

because i had no been relied on in cour cases concerning serious violen an-Jewish crimes. This

is disingenuous. Wha is or is no ansemic is a fundamenal queson. I was simply poinng ou

he inadmissibiliy of basing a whole documenary on he assumpon ha Jews are in fear of

ansemic atack wihoumenoning diering inerpreaons of wha consues ansemism.

- Failed o answer quesons abou he Jewish fears expressed or repored in he

programme, eg, Julia Neuberger’s asseron ha people demonsrang for Palesne were “mosly”

movaed by ansemism; is a Jewish suden's discomfor a a slogan chalked on a pavemen

“Zionism o campus” or a Jewish healh worker’s disapproval of an-Israel senmens expressed

by colleagues, proof ha Jews are vicms of dangerous levels of ansemism?

- Dismissed diversiy of Jewish views. I was old ha 12 percen of Jews who were an-

Zioniswere irrelevan o he Panorama programme, because he bulk of Jews regard Israel as

cenral o heir ideny. This insuls he signican and growing number who are non-Zionis, and

many more who are Zionis bu oppose he calls plaormed in he programme for resricons on

Palesne proes.

- Used saemens from he Home Secreary and Chief Consables as argumens o jusfy

he programme’s one-sided sance. The fac ha he polical and police esablishmen are

pursuing dangerously repressive measures agains cerain proes movemens does no jusfy

Panorama showcasing hose views as if hey were consensual.

- Insised ha he programme was oleran of cricism of Israel, while uncrically

presenng, as examples of ansemism, saemens which are widely suppored expressions of

suppor for Palesnians.

I explained why he saemen “Since 2023 more han 3,500 people have been arresed on pro-

Palesnian proess and marches, nearly 3,000 of hem in London” was misleading and should be

correced.

Panorama mus conform o BBC guidelines regarding due accuracy – “adequae and appropriae o

he oupu, aking accoun of he subjec and naure of he conen, he likely audience



expecaon and any addional informaon provided by he BBC hamay inuence ha

expecaon.”

These guidelines were oued by an inaed gure for arress being spoken over fooage of a

Palesne solidariy demonsraon, followed by Jonahan Hall saying “There is open hared on he

srees” and hen a series of examples of violen Nazi language and oher clearly ansemic

behaviour.

The Sage 1b response assered ha he overall arres gures were “clearly sourced” and “ allowed

he audience o undersand he exen of alleged lawbreaking associaed wih hese marches and

proess, over a wo-year period.” Disingenuous again. The response insised here were no police

gures o provide he clariy Panorama viewer deserved. No rue. ChaGPT can verify dieren

ypes of arress a dieren mes. Wha i says is no clear is “how he programme arrived a he

3,500/3,000 numbers”...“The publicly available Me daa poins in a signicanly dieren

direcon, buwihou he BBC's source maerial i is no possible o deermine wheher Panorama

was using a broader denion of arress han viewers would naurally assume.” In oher words, a

programme which purpored o give facs abou “alleged lawbreaking” on pro-Palesne

demonsraons acually muddied he waers and unjusably porrayed overwhelmingly peaceful

proess as a source of violen hrea o Jews. I would appreciae a response which includes he

ediorial evidence pack ha presumably was relied upon in making he programme.

BBC Complains Team 1b response sen June 3, 2026

Dear Naomi Wimborne-Idrissi,

Thank you for your email, please rea his as a response o your 1b complain. We would advise

ha any furher communicaons need o be direced hrough he cenral Complains process and

no o he programme eam direcly.

I canno agree ha he programme demonsraed bias or ha i ook a polical posion of any

kind. Raher i sough o fairly and accuraely, reec he concerns of a communiy in he face of

rising hared and violen atacks on Jewish people and propery.

Whils you are of course a libery o cricise a Panorama programme, you can’ expec i o ake

an ediorial approach which more closely aligns wih your parcular polical views. Furhermore,

ha i did no align wih hose views is no evidence of he bias you perceive. The BBC’s ediorial

independence is sacrosanc and given he increasing concern abou ansemic hae, abuse and

atacks, his Panorama was squarely in he public ineres, and iwas produced in accordance wih

he BBC’s ediorial guidelines.

Our programme was abou rising levels of an-Semism, i did no ‘promoe' he idea ha Jews

should be afraid of Palesnian solidariy proes as you sugges, raher i repored ha very many

mainsream Jewish organisaons and individuals are alarmed by wha hey see and hear during

hese proess and marches. We undersand you ake a dieren view o he majoriy of Jewish

people in he UK, who describe hemselves as ‘Zionis’ and who nd he words and acons of

some proesors and proes groups o be concerning.

In a programme of limied duraon and aimed a a general audience, i is no possible o deliver

every face of he varying viewpoins ha exis, some of which you arculae. Iwould be enrely

possible o devoe an enre programme o he debae around he IHRA denion, bu hawas



no he ediorial focus of his programme, so I canno agree ha iwas irresponsible no o include

i.

The programme used daa published by he Home Oce sourced from Police gures, for he year

ending March 2025. These gures do no dene hae crime according o an IHRA denion, hey

use he common denion agreed upon by he Police, he Crown Prosecuon Service and he

Naonal Oender Managemen Service in 2007. Nine years before he IHRA denion was

published.

A he rial of Faiz Shah, Mohammad Comrie and Elijah Adeleke Racis Ogunnubi-Sime for

kidnapping and assaul agains Iay Kash, Judge Caherine Richards, having heard he evidence

including he elegram messages exchanged beween he oenders said in her senencing remarks:

“I have no doub ha his oence is aggravaed under secon 66 o he Senencing Ac and ha

Mr Kashwas argeed due o his Jewish heriage and ha he oence was movaed by religious

and racial hosliy. In my judgmen, ha juses a signican increase in he senence o one o 10

years’ imprisonmen beore I consider migaon and credi or your guily plea.”

A he rial of Walid Saadaoui and Bilel Saadaoui Amar Hussein, in connecon wih he Mancheser

atack plo Judge Jusce Wall having heard all he evidence said in his senencing remarks:

“You inended o use AK47 Kalashnikov auomac weapons o launch a deadly atack on he

srees oMancheser. You inended o wai or he Jewish communiy o he ciy o organise a

march, re indiscriminaely ino he crowd omarchers and hen make your escape You would hen

go he Cheeham Hill area o he ciy. I is an area a he hear o he Mancheser Jewish eruv. I is

replee wih Jewish schools, nurseries, schuls and businesses. There you inended o carry on your

deadly atack.”

“I nex consider your movaon or preparing o ac in his way. You are ansemic. You inended

o arge he Jewish communiy. Your conversaons and posngs make i clear how deep seaed

your hared is or Jewish people.”

“This is clearly a harm caegory 1 case; i is a case in which “mulple deahs were risked and very

likely o be caused”. Had you been successul in carrying ou your plans, his would likely have been

one o he deadlies erroris atacks ever carried ou on Brish soil.”

In neiher of hese cases was he IHRA denion of ansemism menoned, he Judges rely on

he guidelines for hae crime senencing in secon 66 of he Senencing Ac.

Wih regards o he number of proesors arresed, as we have already said, we asked he

Meropolian Police for a breakdown, and were old, hey did no have ha daa. Bu in any even,

his was no an invesgaon ino he police or he proess and he overall arres gures, which

were clearly sourced, allowed he audience o undersand he exen of alleged lawbreaking

associaed wih hese marches and proess, over a wo-year period. Because he programme did

no name Palesne Acon or go ino any deails abou is acvies here was no ediorial

requiremen o reference is proscripon or he atemps o overurn ha. I only referenced i in

my previous response as you were dispung he oal arres numbers because some were

conneced o showing suppor for Palesne Acon, an organisaon which is sll proscribed.

Previously you complained abou he scrip line: “Since 2023 – more han 3,500 people have been

arresed on pro-Palesnian proess and marches, nearly 3,000 o hem in London.” Saying his

gure is “acually inaccurae” and “he Palesnian proes gures were massively oversaed”.

You have no provided any evidence hese gures which were supplied by he Police were



inaccurae or oversaed. Now you say he aggregae gure should be reclassied according o

dieren ypes of proes acviy and furher broken down ino charges and convicons.

I is no possible o include a breakdown of arress, charges and convicons. This informaon was

no released wih he aggregae gure, i comes ou piecemeal, so you can nd individual repors

of some arress bu he cour process akes longer han he me available o make he

programme. You ask for insance if here were genuine cases of inciemen – we were able o sae

ha proes organisers Ben Jamal and Chris Nineham were found guily of breaching Public Order

Ac condions imposed on hem ahead of a proes hey had organised in January 2025 and

incing ohers o do he same because hey were conviced on he 1s April 2026, in advance of he

programme’s broadcas. Iwas no possible o do his wih all he arress. For example, Samuel

Williams who ook par in a Palesne Coalion proes on he 11h Ocober 2025 and chaned “Pu

he zios in he ground” was charged wih Srring up Racial Hared under he Public Order Ac, bu

his rial dae has been se for 17h January 2028. Azza Zaki, Haya Adam, and Abdallah Alanzi, have

been arresed and charged wih srring up racial hared a a proes on 17 December 2025, bu no

rial dae has ye been conrmed. So he oucomes will no be known before hose daes.

I remains a fac ha haeful and violen behaviour has been recorded a pro-Palesnian proess,

and his in urn has led many in he Jewish communiy and independen expers like Jonahan Hall,

o call for a re-hink on how hese proess are policed. The police have acknowledged hese

concerns and said ha hey oo are re-hinking how hey approach such proess. This was a

legimae mater of public ineres on which Panorama is enled o repor.

Furher conex if needed: he announcemen by he Home Secreary Shabana Mahmood in

November 2025:

“Following he erroris atack in Mancheser on 2 Ocober, he Home Secreary announced an

independen review o exisng public order and hae crime legislaon.

This resuled rom concerns around communiy ensions and he impac o disrupve and

inmidang proess and hae crime on he cohesion and saey o sociey.

The governmenwill always proec he righ o lawul proes and ree speech, buwe will no

olerae individuals or groups who inmidae ohers, incie hared, or creae disorder.

The review will hereore look a he powers police have o manage proess and he curren hae

crime laws, including oences or aggravaed behaviour and “srring up” hared.

Iwill examine wheher exisng legislaon is eecve and proporonae, and wheher i proecs

communies rom hae and inmidaon.” [1]

And he join saemen by he Chief Consables of he wo larges police forces in England, he

Meropolian and Greaer Mancheser Police forces on he 17h December 2025, in which hey

said:

“The words and chans used, especially in proess, mater and have real world consequences. We

have consisenly been advised by he CPS hamany o he phrases causing ear in Jewish

communies don’mee prosecuon hresholds. Now, in he escalang hrea conex, we will

recalibrae o be more asserve.

We know communies are concerned abou placards and chans such as “globalise he inada”

and hose using i a uure proes or in a argeed way should expec he Me and GMP o ake

acon. Violen acs have aken place, he conex has changed - words have meaning and



consequence. We will ac decisively and make arress.

Fronline ocers will be brieed on his enhanced approach. We will also use powers under he

Public Order Ac, including condions around London synagogues during services.”[2]

The programme also addressed he issue of ansemism being spread online, again a legimae

area of ediorial focus and as such I canno agree ha his builds a case or reinforces a posion

agains he Palesnian solidariy movemen, parcularly as you will know from he programme

ha no such argumenwas advanced in he lm, eiher expressly or implicily.

As I have already said, he programme made he poin, more han once ha i is enrely legimae

o cricise he acons of he Israeli governmen and ha such cricism is no ansemic.

However, when Brish Jews are blamed for he acons of he Israeli governmen, his can cross a

line ino ansemism. As you will know Panorama and he BBC more broadly have made many

lms exploring he pligh and cause of he Palesnian people. However, his lm was focused on

he lived experience of many Brish Jews and as such, in a lm of limied duraon i was no

ediorially necessary o address he Palesnian cause in he way you suggeswe should have done

or would have preferred.

I is clear ha you are unhappy wih he balance of views expressed in he programme and ha

you believe ha his creaed a disored or false narrave abou Jews being afraid of pro-Palesne

proess. To be clear, he BBC did no creae his narrave, we were simply reporng wha a large

number of Brish Jewish people say, you may no agree wih hem, bu ha does nomean we

should no repor on his or ha i was wrong o do so.

When I explained he facual basis behind he ediorial focus for he programme here was no

inenon o imply any hierarchy of racism as you sugges. Insead I was poinng ouwhy his was a

legimae mater of public ineres and for conex gave a conrasng gure for he communiy

which is repored o receive he larges number in absolue erms of religiously movaed hae

incidens. As you will know, The Home Oce also considers daa of his kind on a per head of

populaon basis.

You say he programme referred o Home Oce sascs suggesng ha Jewish people are nine

mes more likely han Muslims o suer religious hae crimes. This is incorrec. Wha he

programme said was:

“Las year here were around 10,000 religiously movaed hae crimes recorded by police in

England and Wales.

The Muslim communiy is more han en mes larger han he Jewish communiy - and iwas he

single mos argeed group.

Wih a spike in Islamophobic hae crime afer he Souhpor knie atack.

Yewhen i comes o per head o populaon Jews experienced more han eigh mes as many hae

crime incidens as Muslims.”

You presen no evidence ha he Home Oce sasc quoed in he programme is incorrec. The

gures quoed are for religious hae crime and do no “operae wihin a hierarchy o racisms” as

you claim. While you say “ i is problemac o operae in a hierarchy o racisms” you hen go on o

say ha hosliy againsMuslims, Black people, and parcularly Roma, far ousrips ha owards

Jews.



Reurning o he poin, abou he lm being clear abou i being perfecly legimae o cricise he

acons of he Israeli governmen, i is insrucve o provide he full quoe you ake from Iay

Kash, given he argumen you seek o make:

“There's a lo o prejudice, agains ummm Jewish people in general, and Israel in parcular. And

people may like or no like heir polics. In he same way, I don' like he polics in Israel. You

know, i's ne. You can like or dislike he polics o he counry. Bu i doesn'mean you need o

judge he individual people ha come ou o i on ha basis.”

He could no be clearer, ha i is wrong o be prejudiced agains an enre counry bu ha i is

perfecly legimae o cricise he governmen, is polics, and is acons. He does no say ha

crics of Israel are prejudiced agains Jewish people in general as you say in your email.

I is also insrucve o provide he full quoe from Yoni in he lm:

There's been so much hared and so much anger owards he Jewish communiy or somehing

ha's happening housands omiles away. You're allowed o cricise a governmen, you're

allowed o cricise a counry, Buwhen he acons and he words and he hared ha you show

spills over ino acons like wha happened a Heaon Park on hamorning, ha's a very dieren

sory.

I is no clear how his can be inerpreed o say ha he oo is assuming ha crics of Israeli

governmen policy are prejudiced. Raher, he is discussing how legimae cricism can spill over

ino hared, and ha hared can spill over ino violence. As someone who was injured in he

Heaon Park atack, he is more han enled o have his opinion and on any ordinary reading of

his words, hey do no suppor he poin you are seeking o advance.

For mos Jews heir Jewishness is inrinsically ed up wih Zionism and heir emoonal, spiriual,

and religious atachmen o he sae of Israel. Therefore, i is logical o assume ha hey will feel

inmidaed when presened wih an-Zionis saemens.

A 12% of all Brish Jews, an-Zioniss are clearly a small minoriy. Whils i is clear ha you would

have preferred ha he programme more closely inerrogaed he views of his small minoriy, his

was no he ediorial focus of his lm.

In your email of April 27h you said:

Raher han using a dubious reading o daa rom he Insue or Jewish Policy Research o

promoe he idea ha Jews are eeing he UK or Israel because o rising pro-Palesnian

ansemism, Panorama could have perormed a service or communiy cohesion by highlighng

enave moves among Jewish organisaons o speak ou againswha Israel is doing and

publicly back calls or i o sop.

I’m sorry if I misundersood your meaning here, bu I do no accep ha our use of he daa was

‘dubious’. Your poin en does no explain why iwas dubious, bu in any even, hese survey

ndings were appropriaely repored.

I hope ha I have been able o address your furher poins.

This concludes Sage 1 of our complains process. Thameans we can’ correspond wih you

furher here. If you remain unhappy, you can now conac he BBC’s Execuve Complains Uni

(ECU). The ECU is Sage 2 of he BBC’s complains process. You’ll need o explain why you hink



here’s a poenal breach of sandards, or if he issue is signican and should sll be invesgaed.

Please do so wihin 20 working days of his reply.


