
SPECIAL REPORT
FOR DEFEND
JERUSALEM
2024

Selective Outrage and Hypocrisy: 
Examining the Disparities in Global 
Reactions to War Crimes and Genocide



Introduction: 

In recent decades, allegations of war crimes and genocide have been a 
recurring theme in international politics, sparking debate and protests 
worldwide. However, the responses to such allegations often reveal 
significant disparities in attention and outrage. This is particularly 
evident in the context of Israel and the United States, which frequently 
face intense scrutiny and condemnation, including widespread 
protests on U.S. college campuses. Conversely, atrocities committed in 
countries such as Syria, Sudan, and Ukraine often fail to elicit 
comparable levels of sustained outrage or action.
This disparity raises critical questions: Why are some conflicts 
disproportionately condemned while others are largely ignored? What 
factors contribute to the selective outrage and hypocrisy surrounding 
allegations of war crimes and genocide? This brochure explores these 
issues, providing examples and sources to highlight the inconsistencies 
in global and campus responses to human rights violations.



Selective Outrage
on U.S. Campuses

Focus on Israel and
the United States

The Role of Ideology and Media

On U.S. college campuses, accusations against Israel regarding its 
treatment of Palestinians and U.S. military interventions in the Middle 
East frequently become focal points for protests. Student 
organizations, faculty members, and activists often frame these issues 
as emblematic of colonialism, imperialism, and systemic oppression. 
High-profile campaigns such as the Boycott, Divestment, and 
Sanctions (BDS) movement target Israel specifically, accusing it of 
apartheid and genocide.
For example, following conflicts in Gaza in 2014 and 2021, protests 
erupted on campuses nationwide, with students calling for the 
condemnation of Israel’s actions. Faculty members joined open letters 
demanding divestment from companies associated with Israeli 
operations. Similarly, U.S. military actions in Iraq and Afghanistan have 
drawn criticism, with accusations of war crimes and civilian casualties 
fueling anti-war movements.

The disproportionate focus on Israel and the United States can often 
be attributed to ideological biases and media narratives. Many 
academic institutions in the U.S. lean toward progressive ideologies, 
where critiques of Western powers and their allies are seen as part of a 
broader fight against perceived systemic injustices. Media coverage 
amplifies this focus, with extensive reporting on U.S. and Israeli actions 
compared to limited coverage of conflicts elsewhere.



Since 2011, Syria has been engulfed in a brutal civil war that has claimed 
hundreds of thousands of lives and displaced millions. The regime of 
Bashar al-Assad has been accused of widespread atrocities, including 
the use of chemical weapons, targeting of civilians, and torture in 
government-run prisons. Organizations such as Amnesty International 
and Human Rights Watch have documented these crimes extensively.
Despite the scale of the atrocities, protests and campus activism 
around Syria have been minimal compared to those concerning Israel 
and the United States. Even during the height of the Syrian refugee 
crisis, which brought the conflict to global attention, campus 
movements failed to mobilize significant protests or campaigns.

Sudan: Genocide in Darfur

Overlooked Atrocities:
Syria, Sudan, and Ukraine

The genocide in Darfur, which began in 2003, resulted in the deaths of 
an estimated 300,000 people and the displacement of over 2.5 million. 
The Sudanese government, supported by militias, systematically 
targeted ethnic groups in what has been widely recognized as a 
campaign of ethnic cleansing. Despite international recognition of 
these atrocities, including charges of genocide by the International 
Criminal Court (ICC), the issue has received little attention from 
campus activists.
The silence is particularly striking when contrasted with the intense 
focus on Israel, a country with a far lower death toll and less clear-cut 
accusations of genocide. The lack of sustained outrage over Sudan 
raises questions about the criteria used to determine which conflicts 
warrant attention.

Ukraine: Crimes of Aggression by Russia
Since Russia’s annexation of Crimea in 2014 and the full-scale invasion 
of Ukraine in 2022, evidence of war crimes has emerged, including the 
deliberate targeting of civilians, mass executions, and sexual violence. 
International bodies, including the United Nations, have condemned 
Russia’s actions, yet U.S. campuses have seen relatively few protests or 
movements addressing these atrocities.
This lack of activism is particularly perplexing given the clear violations 
of international law and the geopolitical implications of the conflict. 
While some students and faculty members have expressed solidarity 
with Ukraine, the scale of response pales in comparison to the 
campaigns against Israel and the United States.

Syria: A Decade of War Crimes



Understanding the Disparities

Factors Influencing Selective
Outrage
Several factors contribute to the selective outrage and hypocrisy 
surrounding allegations of war crimes and genocide:

1. Proximity and Visibility
Conflicts involving Israel and the United States are often more visible to 
Western audiences due to their proximity to global media centers and 
the presence of powerful diaspora communities. In contrast, conflicts in 
Syria, Sudan, and Ukraine may be seen as distant or less relevant to U.S. 
audiences.

2. Ideological Narratives
Progressive ideologies prevalent on college campuses often frame 
Israel and the United States as symbols of Western colonialism and 
imperialism. This framing creates a lens through which their actions are 
scrutinized more harshly than those of non-Western powers.

3. Media Coverage
Media outlets often focus disproportionately on Israel and the United 
States, while underreporting conflicts in regions like Africa and Eastern 
Europe. This imbalance shapes public perception and priorities.

4. Political and Financial Influences
Activist organizations and NGOs often prioritize conflicts that align with 
their political agendas or funding sources, further skewing the focus of 
protests and campaigns.



Examples of Hypocrisy
and Double Standards
1. Israel vs. Syria
In 2021, the conflict between Israel and Hamas resulted in the deaths of 
approximately 250 Palestinians and 13 Israelis. The violence was widely 
condemned, with protests erupting across U.S. campuses. In contrast, 
the Syrian regime’s use of chemical weapons in the same year, which 
killed dozens and injured hundreds, barely registered in campus 
activism.

2. U.S. vs. Sudan
The U.S. invasion of Iraq in 2003 sparked massive protests, with 
accusations of war crimes dominating campus discourse. Meanwhile, 
the  atrocities in Darfur, which began around the same time, received 
comparatively little attention. Despite the systematic nature of the 
violence in Sudan and the international recognition of genocide by the 
International Criminal Court (ICC), campus activists rarely mobilized 
against the Sudanese regime. This disparity suggests a troubling 
inconsistency in the application of moral outrage.

3. Russia’s War in Ukraine vs. Israel
The Russian invasion of Ukraine in 2022 led to massive civilian 
casualties, widespread displacement, and allegations of war crimes, 
including the targeting of civilian infrastructure and atrocities in areas 
like Bucha. Yet, protests on U.S. campuses have been limited in 
comparison to demonstrations against Israeli policies. While there has 
been some solidarity with Ukraine, it has not reached the intensity or 
scale of anti-Israel activism, despite the clear parallels in accusations of 
territorial aggression and human rights abuses.

4. China’s Treatment of Uyghurs vs. Western Powers
China’s systematic oppression of the Uyghur Muslim population in 
Xinjiang, involving mass detention camps, forced labor, and cultural 
erasure, has been described by some as genocide. However, campus 
movements have been largely muted in addressing these crimes. This 
silence contrasts sharply with the vocal campaigns against Western 
countries, highlighting the role of political and economic considerations 
in shaping activism.



The Role of Media, Education,
and Political Agendas

Media Narratives
The media plays a critical role in shaping public opinion and determining 
which conflicts gain attention. Coverage of Israel and the United States 
often dominates headlines, while atrocities in countries like Sudan or 
Syria receive less coverage. The reasons for this include:
• Accessibility: Conflicts involving Israel and the U.S. are easier to cover 
due to media infrastructure and the presence of English-speaking 
sources.
• Political Bias: Media outlets may prioritize stories that align with their 
ideological or political leanings.
• Audience Interest: Stories involving Western powers or their allies 
may resonate more with global audiences, particularly in the West.
Educational Bias

U.S. campuses often foster an environment where critiques of Western 
powers are encouraged, sometimes to the exclusion of other 
perspectives. This focus can be traced to:
• Curricula that emphasize colonial and imperial histories, often framing 
Israel and the U.S. as contemporary examples.
• Faculty and student organizations that prioritize certain narratives 
while ignoring others, creating echo chambers that reinforce selective 
outrage.
• Limited awareness or education about conflicts in less-publicized 
regions, such as Sudan or Syria.
Political and Ideological Agendas
Activist organizations and movements often operate within ideological 
frameworks that shape their priorities. For instance:
• Groups like the Boycott, Divestment, and Sanctions (BDS) movement 
focus exclusively on Israel, framing the conflict as a singular example of 
apartheid and colonialism, while ignoring or downplaying other ongoing 
atrocities.
• The prioritization of U.S. and Israeli actions aligns with broader 
critiques of capitalism, imperialism, and perceived Western hegemony, 
even when such critiques fail to account for the complexities of global 
conflicts.

The Consequences of Selective Outrage
Undermining Universal Human Rights
The selective application of outrage undermines the principle of 



universal human rights by creating a hierarchy of victimhood. By 
focusing disproportionately on Israel and the U.S., activists risk 
neglecting the suffering of victims in conflicts that receive less attention, 
such as those in Sudan, Syria, or Ukraine.

Polarization and Divisiveness
Selective outrage contributes to polarization on campuses and in 
broader society. By framing certain conflicts as uniquely egregious 
while ignoring others, activists may alienate potential allies and foster an 
environment of divisiveness.

Erosion of Credibility
The credibility of human rights activism depends on its consistency. 
When movements focus exclusively on certain actors while ignoring 
others, they risk being perceived as hypocritical or politically motivated, 
undermining their legitimacy.

A Call for Consistent and Principled Activism
To address these disparities, activists, educators, and media 
organizations must adopt a more consistent and principled approach to 
human rights advocacy. This includes:
1. Broadening Awareness
Educational institutions should expand curricula to include a more 
comprehensive analysis of global conflicts, ensuring that students are 
informed about atrocities beyond Israel and the United States.
2. Demanding Accountability for All
Activists should hold all perpetrators of war crimes and genocide 
accountable, regardless of their political or ideological affiliations. This 
includes condemning atrocities in Syria, Sudan, Ukraine, and Xinjiang 
with the same vigor as those attributed to Israel or the U.S.
3. Promoting Media Literacy
Students and activists should critically evaluate media coverage, 
seeking out alternative sources to ensure a balanced understanding of 
global events.
4. Fostering Constructive Dialogue
Rather than perpetuating divisiveness, campuses should create spaces 
for constructive dialogue that encourages diverse perspectives and 
prioritizes shared values of human rights and justice.
Conclusion
The selective outrage and hypocrisy surrounding war crimes and 
genocide allegations highlight the need for a more consistent and 
principled approach to human rights advocacy. By focusing 
disproportionately on Israel and the United States, activists risk 
neglecting other pressing conflicts, undermining the universality of 
human rights, and eroding their credibility.
To build a more just and equitable world, activists, educators, and media 
organizations must commit to addressing all human rights violations 
with equal urgency. Only by applying the same standards to all 
perpetrators of war crimes and genocide can we hope to create a global 
movement that truly champions justice and humanity.


