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Abstract

Jewish commentators frequently lament that antisemitism is seen as a “lesser bigotry” by
those claiming to oppose racism. This article argues that the response of British conserva-
tive evangelical Christians to the antisemitic activity of Rev. Dr. Stephen Sizer is a prime
example of this phenomenon. The article starts by defining conservative evangelicalism in
the British context and explaining Dr. Sizer’s position within it. It then describes his antise-
mitic conduct in detail. The article examines the disciplinary measures imposed upon Dr.
Sizer by the Church of England, and it surveys the notoriety he earned in the UK media.
The article then analyzes how Dr. Sizer’s fellow British conservative evangelicals responded
to his antisemitic activity, comparing this with their responses to other forms of
racism. The article concludes by locating this episode within the context of other contem-
porary responses to antisemitism.
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INTRODUCTION

In August 2020, against the backdrop of a global
conversation on racism, the journalist Hadley
Freeman lamented an apparent tolerance of
antisemitism in both the United States and
Britain. Only when the musician Wiley report-
edly tweeted that Jews should be shot was there
a consensus that #bis was genuinely antisemitic.
Freeman asked: “Why is there only general
agreement about antisemitism when a
41-year-old rapper tweets actual death threats?
Antisemitism is, still, seen as a ‘lesser’ bigotry,
which is why politicians and newspapers can
dabble in it.”!

Freeman’s complaint is common. A few
weeks earlier, the 7elegraph’s Zoe Strimpel had
asked, “Why does cancel culture never apply
to anti-Semitism?”? David Baddiel argues that
antisemitism is simply, “The racism we think
doesn’t count.” Jan Shure has compared the

differing reactions to Enid Blyton’s racism
(which targeted Black people) and the antisem-
itism of Roald Dahl, saying that until the
responses match, “the UK Jewish community
will be forced to conclude that anti-Semitism
is not perceived as racism, and that anti-Jewish
racism does not provoke the same revulsion (or
action) as anti-Black racism.” In his corus-
cating account of the case of Ronnie Fraser v
University and College Union (UCU), in which
an English employment tribunal rejected
complaints of antisemitism made against a
trade union, David Hirsh wrote: “The UCU
relied on arguments which it would have
opposed sturdily in another context; the
tribunal accepted arguments which it would
not have accepted in another context.”
Several voices, then, have suggested that
antisemitism is seen as “a lesser bigotry”—by
people professing opposition to racism. This



James Mendelsohn and Bernard Nicholas Howard

article argues that the response of British conser-
vative evangelical Christians to the antisemitic
activity of Stephen Sizer is a prime example of
this phenomenon.

OUTLINE

Section 1 seeks to define “conservative evangel-
icalism” in the British context.

Section 2 introduces readers to Rew.
Dr. Stephen Sizer and his position within British
conservative evangelicalism.

Section 3 describes Dr. Sizer’s antisemitic
conduct in detail.

Section 4 covers the Church of England
“Clergy Discipline Measure” to which Dr. Sizer
was subject between 2012 and 2013.

Section 5 surveys various disciplinary
measures imposed upon Dr. Sizer by his bishop
between 2015 and 2017.

Section 6 describes the notoriety that Dr.
Sizer earned in the media.

Sections 7 and 8 form the centerpiece of
our argument. In these sections, we analyze
how various British conservative evangelical
leaders and organizations responded to Dr.
Sizer’s antisemitic activity, and we compare
this with their responses to other forms of
racism.

Section 9 concludes our argument by locating
this episode in the context of other contempo-
rary responses to antisemitism.

ZIONISM, ANTIZIONISM, AND
ANTISEMITISM

The core idea of Zionism is that Israel has the
right to exist as a Jewish state. Advocates of
antizionism hold either that Israel should not
exist at all, or that it should not exist as a Jewish-
majority state. In practice, as Howard Jacobson
trenchantly observes, antizionists often frame
such calls as mere “criticism.”®

We use the International Holocaust
Remembrance Alliance (IHRA) Working

Definition of Antisemitism, with all of its

examples, as the basis for our arguments about
antisemitism.” One of its examples is “denying
the Jewish people their right to self-
determination, e.g., by claiming that the
existence of a State of Israel is a racist endeavor.”
Therefore, depending on the overall context, an
antizionist position (that is, denying Israel’s right
to exist, as opposed to speciﬁc criticisms of
Israeli political or military actions) may be
antisemitic.

Antisemitism often consists of “hallucinogenic
fantasies™ of Jewish power, conspiracy, and malice
towards non-Jews. Whilst it is clearly distinctive,
we nonetheless see antisemitism as closely related
to other forms of racism, and argue that it should
be opposed “both equally and on a similar basis.”
We also treat antisemitism as “an objective social
phenomenon which cannot be defined simply by
reference to the subjective feelings of individuals
concerned.”"® Save where people state their own
intentions, we do not comment on these. We
examine instead what people szy and db, and what
the consequences are.'" This is particularly
important when we consider Stephen Sizer’s stated
intentions, in Section 3 (b).

OTHER TERMINOLOGY AND
REFERENCES

We define “evangelical” and the narrower term
“conservative evangelical” in Section 1.

We capitalize the “B” in Black and the “W”
in White."

All Scriptural references (whether from the
Tanakh or New Testament) are taken from the
New International Version, 2011.

1. What Is Conservative
Evangelicalism?

This article analyzes the response of a partic-
ular grouping within British Protestant
Christianity—conservative evangelicals—to an
individual within its midst accused of antisemitic
activity. This section seeks to define that
grouping for those unfamiliar with it.
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“Evangelicalism” derives from the Koine
Greek ewznge[ion, a ﬁ‘equently used word in the
New Testament. Evangelion is usually translated
“gospel” or simply “good news.” Those who call
themselves “evangelicals,” therefore, are self-
consciously describing themselves as “good news
people.”

The concept of “good news” underlies evan-
gelicalism’s two main emphases: the Bible (the
source of the good news); and salvation
through faith in Jesus’s atoning death (the
content of the good news). Concerning the
first emphasis, the late evangelical leader John
Stott (1921-2011) explains, “Catholics
emphasize the church, the magisterium and the
role of tradition; liberals emphasize reason,
conscience, and experience; evangelicals recog-
nize tradition and reason, but as subordinate
authorities to the only supreme authority:
Scripture.” Concerning the second emphasis,
Stott says, “Catholics emphasize the priesthood
and the sacraments as necessary to mediate
salvation between God and us; liberals empha-
size good works—individual and social righ-
teousness—as at least contributing to our
salvation; evangelicals affirm ministry, sacra-
ments, and good works, but our focus is on the
cross—what God has done in Christ for us.”"?

Unlike their American counterparts, British
evangelicals are not perceived to support a partic-
ular political party. Nor—significantly for the
purposes of this article—do they typically show
the same strong support for Israel. In America,
evangelicals generally do not belong to so-called
“mainline Protestant” denominations, such as the
Episcopal Church or the Presbyterian Church
(USA); in England, however, there are numerous
evangelicals within the established Church of
England. This creates ambiguity regarding disci-
pline. Sometimes Church of England evangelicals
police themselves;'* yet they are also obliged to
submit to the largely non-evangelical bishops and
archbishops of the Church of England. The
adjective denoting Church of England member-
ship is “Anglican.” There are also many non-An-
glican evangelicals—sometimes called Dissenters
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or Nonconformists—in groupings such as the
Fellowship of Independent Evangelical
Churches.”

Evangelicalism that is specifically “conserva-
tive” upholds and guards the two distinctive
features discussed above. Other forms of evan-
gelicalism are more willing to innovate in
doctrine or religious experience.'¢

A widely respected organization within
British conservative evangelicalism is the
Gospel Partnerships network, in which
Anglican and Nonconformist conservative
evangelical churches cooperate regionally."”
Three significant Anglican conservative evan-
gelical organizations are Anglican Mission in
England (AMIE);'® ReNew;" and Church
Society,” which merged with two similar orga-
nizations, Reform?' and the Fellowship of Word
and Spirit,”? in 2018.% Church Society runs an
annual “Junior Anglican Evangelical
Conference.”* Many British conservative evan-
gelical Anglicans fraternize with their counter-
parts overseas through GAFCON (Global
Anglican Future Conference), which was
created in 2008, and which birthed AMIE,
mentioned above.?® Christianity Explored
Ministries promotes a widely used “seekers’
course.”” The newspaper Evangelicals Now™
and the publisher Inter-Varsity Press (IVP)? are
influential. Oak Hill College in North London
is a leading training institution.* A key church
is St. Helen’s Bishopsgate in central London;™!
a key individual is its senior minister, Rev.
William Taylor,® who has had leadership roles
within several of the above organizations.

Conservative evangelicals’ high view of
Scripture should make them sensitive to how
others perceive them, since the New Testament
states that a church leader must “have a good
reputation with outsiders.”®® This arguably exac-
erbates the failings discussed in this article, since
the refusal of British conservative evangelicals to
engage meaningfully with the Jewish communi-
ty’s concerns regarding Stephen Sizer represents
an unwillingness to practice what they (literally)
preach. We now consider Stephen Sizer himself.
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2. Introducing Stephen Sizer

Rev. Dr. Stephen Sizer is an ordained minister
in the Church of England. Between 1997 and
2017, he was the vicar, or parish priest, of Christ
Church Virginia Water (CCVW), in southern
England.* This church is now affiliated to the
Surrey Gospel Partnership,® a sub-region within
the South East Gospel Partnership.* Dr. Sizer
was also, at various times, and among other roles,
a Church Society board member;*” a member of
Reform;®® a contributor to Evangelicals Now;® a
director of Biblica Europe, a Bible translation
society;* and an Advocate (that is, a promoter
and trainer) for Christianity Explored
Ministries.?! In short, he has been firmly planted
within British conservative evangelicalism.

3. Stephen Sizer’s Output: From
Antizionism to Antisemitism

Dr. Sizer is best known for his opposition to
Christian Zionism—that is, Christian support for
Zionism and the state of Israel. This grew out of
a concern for Palestinian Christians* and was the
topic of his 2002 PhD, completed under the
auspices of Middlesex University and Oak Hill
College.® His doctoral thesis became the basis of
two major books, both published by IVP:
Christian Zionism: Roadmap to Armageddon?
(2004) and Zions Christian Soldiers? (2007). He
has continued to write and speak prolifically
about Christian Zionism.* In this section, we first
examine whether he truly accepts Israel’s right to
exist as a Jewish-majority state. We consider his
stated intentions, including that of repudiating
antisemitism. We then explore various occasions
when his words and actions have nonetheless
demonstrated outright antisemitism.

(a) Antizionism: Does Stephen Sizer
Accept Israel’s Right to Exist?

In Zions Christian Soldiers? Dr. Sizer states that
he “defend[s] the right of Israel to exist within
borders recognized by the international commu-
nity and agreed with her neighbours.”® He has

written to one of the authors of this article, “I
respect, accept and defend the right of Israel to
exist. Period.”* Such words seemingly represent
a straightforward commitment to Israel’s survival.
Other statements, however, suggest otherwise.

In Christian Zionism, Dr. Sizer says that
“endemic racism” is “intrinsic to Zionism.”” He
characterizes Zionism as “ethnic exclusivism,”
and refers positively to the infamous 1975
United Nations Resolution 3379, which equated
Zionism with racism.* He entirely overlooks the
Resolution’s background, notably the influence
of Ugandan dictator Idi Amin. In 1972, Amin
praised the Holocaust and proposed erecting a
statue to Hitler in Uganda. Three years later, he
denounced the “Zionist-American conspiracy”
before the UN General Assembly and called for
Israel’s “extinction”—to warm applause from the
Soviet and Arab blocs. The “Zionism is racism”
motion was passed shortly afterwards, described
by the historian Paul Johnson as the “greatest
triumph” of the “professional anti-Semites of the
Soviet and Arab publicity machines.”® Dr. Sizer
omits this background, and appears to decry the
US-influenced revocation of the Resolution
in 1991.%°

In the same section of Christian Zionism, Dr.
Sizer refers approvingly to the denunciation of
Israel at the UN World Conference Against
Racism in 2001, which has been described as “a
largely successful attempt to construct Zionism
as the key form of racism on the planet.”' This
culminated in the circulation of literature glori-
fying Hitler and a march on a local Jewish club.”
This background, once again, is entirely omitted
by Dr. Sizer.”

Dr. Sizer quotes with approval the following
extract from the Conference’s declaration: “We
recognize the right of refugees to return volun-
tarily to their homes and properties in dignity
and safety, and urge all States to facilitate such
return.”>*

The “right of return” of millions of
descendants of the 1948 Palestinian refugees to
pre-1967 Israel has long been recognized as “a
euphemism for eliminating the Jewish state
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altogether, in this case through demographic
subversion.” For Dr. Sizer to quote the above
extract approvingly—without any background,
qualification, or explanation—appears to
indicate his openness to that outcome.*®

In October 2010, Dr. Sizer blogged in
support of the former White House correspon-
dent Helen Thomas. Thomas had resigned after
telling a rabbi that Jews should “get the hell out
of Palestine” and “go home” to “Poland,
Germany . . . America and everywhere else.””
Her choice of words was significant. If she had
simply had the West Bank settlers in mind, she
would have told them to return to pre-1967
Israel. Poland and Germany, however, were, of
course, places from which Holocaust survivors
had departed for the Middle East after World
War II. Therefore, she was not simply calling for
the dismantling of the West Bank settlements,
but for the dismantling of the whole Israeli state
and the dispersion of its Jewish population. In
his blogpost, Dr. Sizer offered Thomas unquali-
fied support. He praised her as “one gutsy 90 year
old lady to take on the Israel Lobby” and, in
response to her comments, said, “Bring it on.”®

In short, several of Dr. Sizer’s statements call
into question whether he truly accepts Israel’s
right to exist as a Jewish-majority state.

Dr. Sizer insists that “Anti-Zionism is not the
same thing as anti-Semitism, despite attempts to
broaden the definition.” According to the
IHRA Working Definition of Antisemitism,
however, “contemporary examples of antisemi-
tism . . . could, taking into account the overall
context, include . . . [d]enying the Jewish people
their right to self-determination, e.g. by claiming
that the existence of a State of Israel is a racist
endeavour.” By this yardstick alone, the under-
lying implication of Dr. Sizer’s work is arguably
antisemitic.

Numerous other statements and actions,
both in his books and elsewhere, go considerably
further, demonstrating a mixture of explicit
antisemitism, implicit antisemitism, and
complicity with antisemites. Before considering
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these, however, it is worth noting that Dr. Sizer
presents himself as an opponent of antisemitism.

(b) Stephen Sizer’s Stated Intentions

In the conclusion to his PhD thesis, Dr. Sizer
writes, “This research has sought to reject both
anti-Semitism as well as nationalistic Zionism.”*
In the conclusion to Christian Zionism, he
claims, “This study has sought to repudiate not
only anti-Semitism but also nationalistic
Zionism.”®' Near the start of Zion’s Christian
Soldiers? Dr. Sizer condemns antisemitism as a
form of racism: “It is true that at various times
in the past, churches and church leaders have
tolerated or incited anti-Semitism and even
attacks on Jewish people. Racism is a sin and
without excuse. Anti-Semitism must be repudi-
ated unequivocally.”®

However, Dr. Sizer’s disclaimers do not auto-
matically absolve him. Antisemitism is “an
objective social phenomenon which cannot be
defined simply by reference to the subjective
feelings of individuals concerned.”® It is “not
simply a matter of what is inside people’s
heads . . . antisemitism is also, and primarily, a
matter of what people do and of what conse-
quences their actions have.”* One consequence
of Dr. Sizer’s actions is that his writing is
included on a list titled “101 Books Every White
Man Must Read” on a White supremacist
website.”” Another is that his writing is listed on
the antisemitic website 7he Revisionist Clarion,
alongside endorsements of David Irving.% We
therefore need to look at what he has actually
said and done.

(c) Beyond Antizionism: An Incomplete
List of Stephen Sizer’s Antisemitic
Activity

In 1996, Dr. Sizer wrote, “with the US elections
a few weeks away, neither [Bob] Dole nor [Bill]
Clinton will dare upset the Jewish lobby.”*
Suggesting that American politics is controlled
by an all-powerful Jewish lobby is a long-
established antisemitic trope.®®
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In a footnote in his 2004 book Christian
Zionism: Raﬂdmap to Armageddan?, Dr. Sizer
uncritically refers his readers to an article alleging
Israeli complicity in the 9/11 terrorist attacks on
the USA.% In the same book, Dr. Sizer claims
that Zionist leaders in the 1930s collaborated
with the Nazis.”” Former London mayor Ken
Livingstone was suspended by the UK Labour
Party in 2017 for making the same claim.”!
Elsewhere in the book, in order to support his
critique of Christian Zionism, Dr. Sizer cites
approvingly a commentator called Dale Crowley.
Crowley was connected with the American far
right and the world of Holocaust denial.”* Dr.
Sizer describes him simply as a “religious broad-
caster.”” Dr. Sizer earlier referred to Crowley in
the same way in his PhD dissertation.”

In 2006, Dr. Sizer wrote a letter to
1ndepmdem‘,75 responding to the then Chief
Rabbi’s criticism of the Church of England for
voting to divest from Caterpillar (due to
Caterpillar’s ties to Israel).” In his letter, Dr.
Sizer labelled opponents of the divestment vote,
such as the Chief Rabbi, “the people in the
shadows”—language connoting a secret, sinister
conspiracy.”” He also wrote that the Church of
England’s General Synod “refuse[d] to be intim-
idated by those who like Chicken Little cry
‘anti-Semitism’ whenever Israeli human rights
abuses in the occupied territories are mentioned.”
In this early example of the so-called
“Livingstone Formulation,””® Dr. Sizer alleged
that an accusation of antisemitism had been
made in bad faith in order to silence critics of
Israel.

Also in 2006, Dr. Sizer took a photograph of
Israel’s security barrier. He captioned it, “Arbeit
macht frei” (Image 1)”>—an obvious allusion to
Auschwitz. He thereby downplayed the signifi-
cance of the Holocaust by equating Israel’s poli-
cies towards the Palestinians with the systematic,
industrialized murder of two-thirds of European
Jewry by the Nazis. This was also an example of
what is known as “Holocaust inversion,” which
casts Israel as the “new” Nazis.

In a 2008 interview on Iran’s Press TV, Dr.
Sizer again downplayed the significance of the
Holocaust, saying: “The Holocaust has been
perpetuated over the last 40 or 50 years—it’s the
Palestinians who are going through their
Nakba now.”8!

In 2010, Hillary Clinton rebuked Israel for
deciding to build new settlements in East
Jerusalem. Dr. Sizer blogged about this episode.
His heading included the words, “Payback for
Monica?”® This was an allusion to Monica
Lewinsky, the Jewish White House intern with
whom Hillary’s husband, Bill, had committed
adultery. Dr. Sizer therefore highlighted
Lewinsky’s Jewishness in the pejorative context
of an adulterous affair. By connecting Lewinsky
(a non-Israeli American citizen) to Hillary
Clinton’s criticisms of the Israeli government,
Dr. Sizer nullified the distinction between
Jewishness and Israeli policy that elsewhere he
insisted should be upheld (see, for example, his
“Chicken Little” comment quoted above).

In March 2010, Dr. Sizer posted a gallery of
photographs of Israeli soldiers operating near
Bethlehem in the West Bank. He titled it,
“Herod’s Soldier’s [sic] Operating in Bethlehem
today,” combining two antisemitic motifs—that
Jews are both Christ-killers and child-killers
(Image 2).%

In October 2010, Dr. Sizer blogged in
support of Helen Thomas, as noted above.* To
our earlier observations we may add the
following. He titled that blogpost, “Helen
Thomas: You cannot criticize Israel in the US
and survive.” He praised Thomas as “one gutsy
90 year old lady to zake on the Israel Lobby.”® In
addition to equating a call for the dismantling
of the state of Israel with mere “criticism,” Dr.
Sizer employed the antisemitic trope that the
“Israel Lobby” exerts not just political influence
but malevolent, destructive power.

In March 2011, Dr. Sizer reproduced an
internet rumor that Saif Gaddafi, son of the late
Libyan dictator Muammar, had visited Israel in
order to buy weapons to suppress the Libyan

)
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Imace 1: Stephen Sizer’s photograph of Israel’s security barrier, captioned “Arbeit macht frei” (highlighting
added).
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ImaGe 2: Gallery of photographs of Israeli soldiers.

uprising. Dr. Sizer tied this to the Gaddafis’
supposed Jewish heritage, initially writing:

It should come as no surprise that “Saif al-Islam,
son of Colonel Muammar Gaddafi” made a
surprise visit to Israel last week to buy more

weapons for his dad.

He goes to Israel regularly because, according
to a senior Middle East Ecclesiastical source,
both his mother and aunt are Jewish and live in
Israel. Blood is indeed thicker than water.
Perhaps this is why the US is reluctant to

impose a “no-fly” zone over Libya.®

Dr. Sizer thereby appeared to link Israel, the
Gaddafis, the United States, and the violent
oppression of Libyan civilians, all on the basis of
(supposed) Jewish blood.

In June 2011, in an interview on Malaysian

TV, Dr. Sizer said,

The Far Right in Britain is forming an alliance
with Zionists because their common enemy are
the Muslims, and it’s ironic that the very people
who favoured the work of Hitler are now
working with the Zionists, the English Defence
League for example, against the Muslims

because they view them as a threat.?

A year earlier, a survey had found that a strong
majority of British Jews categorized themselves

as “Zionists,” saying that Israel was either
“central” or “important” to their Jewish identi-
ties.® Yet there is no evidence of any widespread
sympathy among British Jews for the English
Defence League,* nor (of course) for anyone
openly supportive of “the work of Hitler.” Dr.
Sizer’s words on Malaysian TV about “the
Zionists” can therefore be seen as a false nega-
tive generalization about British Jews. In the
same interview, Dr. Sizer explained strong
support for Israel in the US Congress by
claiming that “the Israel Lobby” had “bought
every single one of those politicians.” He also
said that American politicians “won’t dare” crit-
icize Israel because “the Israel Lobby will fund
their competitors, their opponents, and they’ll
be out of office.””

On the same trip to Malaysia, Dr. Sizer inter-
viewed an activist in an organization called “Viva
Palestina Malaysia.” The activist advocated
boycotting four multinational companies—
McDonald’s, Coca-Cola, LOréal and Nestlé—on
the basis that they “channel their profits to the
Zionist agenda.” Dr. Sizer did not challenge this
modern formulation of the antisemitic trope of
Jewish control of the global economy. Indeed,
he helped the activist find his words, and at one
point appeared to indicate his agreement. He
then uploaded the interview to his own Vimeo
site, where (as of the date of writing) it remains.”!

4
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In July 2011, the Arab-Israeli Islamist Raed
Salah evaded a ban on entering Britain.”” He was
later arrested.”® Salah had previously delivered a
notorious sermon in East Jerusalem in which he
claimed that Jews used children’s blood to make
matzah—a clear re-articulation of the medieval
blood libel.”* Following Salah’s detention,
however, Dr. Sizer gave him unqualified public
support, describing him as a “political prisoner,”
ascribing his arrest to “the influence of the Israel
Lobby,” and treating him to a meal in a London
restaurant.” Associating with Salah is not neces-
sarily objectionable in itself. (Evangelical
Christians believe in the value of visiting pris-
oners.) However, given that Dr. Sizer did so
without any attempt to distance himself from
Salah’s well-known antisemitic record, and given
that Dr. Sizer had by then gained his own repu-
tation for antisemitism, his public association
with Salah should be regarded as a grievous act
of antisemitic antagonism.

Between July 2011 and June 2012, Dr. Sizer
posted links on his blog and Facebook page to
several explicitly antisemitic websites, including
The Palestine Telegraph,” The Ugly Truth,” and
Veterans Today.”® When challenged, he gave
unpersuasive explanations.”

In July 2012, Dr. Sizer hosted an event in
London on behalf of the Islamic Human Rights
Commission (IHRC),'® an organization which
had previously implored Israel’s neighbors to
“release their armies to burn that land.”'"!

In March 2013, Dr. Sizer posted an article on
his Facebook page by former British diplomat
Craig Murray. The article argued that Palestinian
students had chosen the wrong target when they
physically attacked another British diplomat, Sir
Vincent Fean.'” A person named Salim Nazzal
responded, “You may be right about the man. But
if Britain did not import to Palestine those profes-
sional east europian [sic] murderers we would be
now living in peace in our home.” Rather than
challenging this characterization of Israeli Jews as
alien, murderous interlopers to the Middle East,
Dr. Sizer replied, “I agree with you Salim—that

is why I wrote the book Christian Zionism.”'%
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In autumn of 2014, Dr. Sizer delivered a talk
titled “The Israeli Lobby in England” at the
antisemitic “Second New Horizon Conference”
in Iran, thereby giving unjustified legitimacy to
the conference through his presence as a Church
of England vicar on its platform. He was also a
member of a panel on “The Mechanisms of
Action of the Israeli Lobby and their Effects in
Western Capitals.” The Community Security
Trust commented that his presence at that
conference as an Anglican vicar was “utterly
shameful.”1%

In January 2015, Dr. Sizer revisited the
antisemitic myth of Israeli involvement in 9/11,
posting an article titled “9/11: Israel Did It” on
his Facebook page. His source was the antise-
mitic conspiracy theory website WikiSpooks.'”
Following that Facebook post, which attracted
national attention (see below, Section 6), the
Church of England imposed heavy restrictions
on Dr. Sizer’s activity (discussed in Section 5).
His antisemitic conduct subsequently became

less egregious, without ceasing entirely.'*

(d) Analysis

What is striking about the above list is how little
of it is distinctively Christian. Although it has a
few theological elements (notably the reference
to “Herod’s Soldiers”), most of the examples
have no clear connection to Christianity.'” They
could be produced by someone of a different
faith or none. They include several common
contemporary antisemitic tropes: conspiracy
theories centered on the supposed malign influ-
ence and financial power of the state of Israel and
its supposed lobby elsewhere; linking diaspora
Jews (real or imagined) to Israel’s misdeeds (real
or imagined); implicitly calling for Israel’s
dismantling; “Holocaust inversion”; and the
Livingstone Formulation.

Rather than demonstrating a specifically
Christian form of contemporary antisemitism,
therefore, Dr. Sizer instead represents a textbook
example of “antisemitism amongst people who
believe that they strongly oppose antisemi-
tism.”'% The examples above do not represent

JCA|Vol. 4 [ No. 7] Spring 2021

45



James Mendelsohn and Bernard Nicholas Howard

the type of antisemitism accompanied by swas-
tikas and straight-armed salutes. Rather, they
represent the kind of contemporary left antisem-
itism which is linked to hostility to Israel, but
which “diverges radically from rational or legit-
imate criticism of Israeli policy.”'” They repre-
sent the kind of antisemitism which is, mainly,
“polite, civil and sophisticated . . . the antisem-
itism of good people.”'® And what better
example of a “good person” than a polite, softly
spoken Anglican vicar, carrying a doctorate and
expressing concern for Palestinian Christians?
The substance, therefore, of Dr. Sizer’s antise-
mitic activity is unremarkable. Of greater interest
and wider significance is how his fellow British
conservative evangelicals responded. This is
considered shortly. First, we survey the respective
responses of the (largely non-evangelical)
Anglican hierarchy and the British media.

4. Church of England “Clergy
Discipline Measure”: 2012-2013

In October 2012, the Board of Deputies of
British Jews formally complained to the Church
of England about Dr. Sizer.""! The complaint was
backed by the Community Security Trust and
the Jewish Leadership Council.''? It triggered a
“Clergy Discipline Measure” (CDM). This
concluded with a conciliation meeting in
October 2013, where Dr. Sizer agreed to have
his online activity monitored.'"

Rather than retracting its complaint against
Dr. Sizer, the Board of Deputies restated it
when the conciliation agreement was
announced. The Board’s vice-President,
Jonathan Arkush, explained that the complaint
had been lodged because of Dr. Sizer’s “state-
ments that most of the [Jewish] community
found utterly offensive, to the point of crossing
the line into antisemitism, and his pattern of
posting links to racist and antisemitic websites
where scurrilous statements against Jews and
others are published.”!"¥ The Board’s represen-
tatives did not change their minds about the
nature of Dr. Sizer’s conduct; they were simply

satisfied that his online activity would from
then on be closely monitored.

Significantly, the CDM never led to any
formal verdict from the Church of England on
the rights and wrongs of Dr. Sizer’s conduct. This
was predictable. The Church of England seeks to
keep diverse groups within the same tent and
typically avoids the kind of disciplinary action
that might disturb the fragile peace. In
one totemic example, the Church of England
declined to act against Rev. Don Cupitt after he
effectively denied the existence of God in his
1980 book Taking Leave of God.'” It is therefore
unsurprising that the Church of England was
satisfied with a purely pragmatic resolution to the
Board of Deputies’ complaint against Dr. Sizer.

However, moral questions remained: was Dr.
Sizer guilty of antisemitic activity, as the Board
continued to allege; and, if so, how should Dr.
Sizer’s various colleagues respond? Such ques-
tions ought to have troubled Dr. Sizer’s fellow
conservative evangelical leaders, given their
distinctive commitment to Scripture and its high
ethical standards. Yet, as will be seen in Sections
7 and 8, their engagement was minimal and
superficial. The questions only intensified after
further disciplinary measures were taken against
Dr. Sizer in 2015-2017.

5. Public Rebuke, Social Media Ban,
and Preaching Ban: 2015-2017 and
Beyond

In January 2015, as mentioned above, Dr. Sizer
posted a link on his Facebook page to an article
accusing Israel of complicity in 9/11."1¢ This
prompted a fresh complaint by the Board of
Deputies. The Board’s vice-president, Jonathan
Arkush, said, “Posting, and giving approval to,
an article which in effect accuses Jews of respon-
sibility for the 9/11 atrocity is unquestionably
anti-Semitic, just as it is beyond absurd.”!"”
When contacted by the Jewish News, Dr. Sizer
asked for evidence refuting the allegations,

saying that he was “encouraging research and
debate.”!®
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On February 9, 2015, the new Bishop of
Guildford, Rt. Rev. Andrew Watson—not a
conservative evangelical'®—publicly rebuked
Dr. Sizer, saying:

I do not believe that [Dr. Sizer’s] motives are
anti-Semitic; but I have concluded that, at the
very least, he has demonstrated appallingly poor
judgment in the material he has chosen to
disseminate, particularly via social media, some

of which is clearly anti-Semitic.

By associating with or promoting subject
matter, which is either ambiguous in its moti-
vation, or (worse still) openly racist, he has
crossed a serious line. I regard these actions as

indefensible.!?°

The bishop revealed that Dr. Sizer had
undertaken to forego social media for six
months, and to “refrain entirely from writing or
speaking on any theme that relates, either
directly or indirectly, to the current situation in
the Middle East or to its historical backdrop.”*!
This prohibition was to include attendance at,
or participation in, any conferences addressing
such themes; all related writing, tweeting, blog-
ging, emailing, preaching, and teaching, whether
formal or informal; posting links to other sites;
and equipping others to act in his place.
Dr. Sizer promised that should he breach either
the letter or spirit of this undertaking, he would
offer his resignation to the bishop.'** The Bishop
of Guildford said that, “most importantly of all,”
he was “hugely sorry for the hurt which has been
caused to members of the Jewish community”
by Dr. Sizer’s conduct.'?

In October 2016, Dr. Sizer attended a
meeting in Parliament about Israel and
Palestine, and wrote about it online, violating
his undertaking. He was warned that any repeat
would trigger the immediate end of his
tenure.'?® But in early 2017, he wrote on
Facebook in support of Swedish politician
Margot Wallstrom’s stance on Saudi Arabia.'®
(Wallstrom had previously been accused of
invoking the antisemitic blood libel for
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apparently linking the November 2015 Islamist
atrocities in Paris to the suffering of the
Palestinians.)'?® The Bishop of Guildford
required Dr. Sizer to cease immediately all
preaching, teaching, leading of services, and
social media activity. He was, however, allowed
to lead Easter services to enable his parishioners
to wish him goodbye before his retirement from
parish ministry that Easter.’’

Since we do not analyze the Church of
England’s response to Dr. Sizer elsewhere in this
article, it is worth making some brief remarks at
this point. In the opinion of the authors, while
the Church of England’s disciplining of Dr. Sizer
from 2015 to 2017 was not insignificant, it was
badly inadequate, and it was very poorly
enforced when its terms were breached.

Dr. Sizer now directs a charity called
Peacemaker Trust.'”® Since leaving parish
ministry, free from a bishop’s oversight, his
antisemitic activity has continued. Appearing on
Press TV in 2018, Dr. Sizer initially said, “the
Jewish community ... is paranoid about Jeremy
Corbyn becoming Prime Minister,” thereby
attributing an irrational, negative attitude to an
entire ethnic group. As Adam Holland observed,
Dr. Sizer “corrected himself to say “Zionist,” but
his intended target was clear.”'?

Later that year, Dr. Sizer posted a link on
Facebook to an article titled, “Is Israel’s Hidden
Hand Behind the Attacks on Jeremy
Corbyn?”—a classic expression of the antisemitic
myth that Jews control the global media. Dr.
Sizer added the comment: “You would have to
be blind as a bat not to see their hands.”*

Most recently, in February 2021, Dr. Sizer
published a post on his Facebook page suggesting
that Israel is a “terrorist state”—the kind of
extreme antizionist rhetoric that serves no
purpose other than to stir up hatred against the
world’s only Jewish-majority state.”! In the same
post Dr. Sizer promoted an antizionist seminar
chaired by Mick Napier, who was convicted in
2017 of aggravated trespass (a criminal offense)
for his role in a 2014 protest at an Israeli-owned
cosmetics store in Glasgow.'?
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6. National Notoriety

Dr. Sizer’s activity has been reported in numerous
outlets, including: the BBC website;'* the polit-
ical blog Harrys Place;'** the Spectaror,'®
Standpoint,'*® and New Statesman;'> The Times
(both in news items and an editorial);'*® the
Telegraph,'® the Mirror," the Daily Mail,'*' the
Independent,'** and the Guardian.*> His activity
formed part of the backdrop to both the 2017
and 2019 UK General Elections, owing to the
earlier defense of Dr. Sizer by Jeremy Corbyn. !

Dr. Sizer’s activity and the Jewish community’s
response were reported in the Jewish Chronicle'”
and the Jewish News.'*® There were also reports in
Christian outlets including the Church Times;'®
the Church of England Newspaper;'™ and the
widely read Archbishop Cranmer blog."' The
limited coverage by Evangelicals Now is considered
in Section 7 (a) below.

In short, Dr. Sizer was unarguably the single
most controversial conservative evangelical
Anglican vicar between 2012 and 2017. We will
now consider how his fellow British conservative
evangelicals responded.

7. An Overview of the Conservative
Evangelical Response

When Dr. Sizer was eventually disciplined, it was
by the Church of England. Yet he was positioned
firmly within conservative evangelicalism, a move-
ment existing both inside and outside the Church
of England that is distinct from the Anglican hier-
archy.”” This section outlines the response of
various conservative evangelical voices during the
years both before and after Dr. Sizer’s retirement
from parish ministry in 2017. Where those voices
have openly stated their position on racism, we
include those statements. We also engage in some
preliminary analysis, while leaving more general
assessment to the following section.

(a) Evangelicals Now

In 2011, the authors asked the newspaper
Evangelicals Now (EN) to publish a letter

criticizing Dr. Sizer’s conduct, suggesting this
could be published alongside a response from
Dr. Sizer. A comparison was drawn with EN’s
publication of articles critical of Steve Chalke, a
Christian minister who had renounced core

Christian doctrines.” EN’s board declined,
saying:

We felt that it is a very different situation to that
of the Steve Chalke controversy and . . . should
not be something which EN takes up. In the
case of Steve Chalke, he was making a direct
attack on central truths of the gospel . . . and as
such had to be countered. This is not the case
with Stephen Sizer."

EN did later report on Dr. Sizer’s 2015
social media and preaching ban,'* and on the
2016 withdrawal of his books by IVP.'>” These
reports, however, were brief. They mentioned
that Dr. Sizer had posted material alleging
Israeli complicity in 9/11, but did not explain
why doing so would be antisemitic; they
included Dr. Sizer’s denials of wrongdoing,
but did not mention his numerous prior
offences. The reports were therefore of
extremely limited value in enabling readers to
reach an informed view of Dr. Sizer’s
conduct—something EN has sought to do in
other high-profile controversies involving
conservative evangelicals.'® Nor did EN
outline Dr. Sizer’s ties to numerous evangelical
organizations, effectively protecting
those organizations from criticism for their
continued association with him. In contrast,
the Jewish Chronicle published fifty-one
articles on Dr. Sizer between 2012 and
2020.1°

EN's initial pushback against the authors and
its negligible later reporting had the effect of
shielding Dr. Sizer from scrutiny. EN therefore
bears considerable responsibility for the general
lack of evangelical concern about Dr. Sizer.
However, when other evangelical boards were
approached directly with information about Dr.
Sizer, they too displayed the same reluc-
tance to act.
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(b) South East Gospel Partnership

The South East Gospel Partnership (SEGP) is a
group of churches that collaborate on activities
such as training leaders and planting new
congregations.'® There are similar regional part-
nerships across the UK.!!

In early 2012, the Steering Committee of
the SEGP was asked to consider excluding
Christ Church Virginia Water from the part-
nership, for as long as Dr. Sizer remained its
vicar. The SEGP’s chairman, Rev. William
Taylor, initially claimed that the partnership
had no “means of discipline.”’** However, he
did then pursue a limited investigation into Dr.
Sizer “on behalf of the Gospel Partnerships,”'%
thereby indicating not only that the SEGP
could act if necessary, but also that the SEGP
would be representing the entire network of
Gospel Partnerships.

This investigation ended with an email from
Rev. Taylor to the complainant stating that he
saw “no justifiable grounds for breaking gospel
partnership with Stephen.”** Rev. Taylor also
told the complainant that he had spoken to his
employer—an Australian pastor in New York
who had no knowledge of the issues involving
Dr. Sizer. This was understood by the
complainant to be an attempt by Rev. Taylor to
intimidate him into dropping his requests for
action against Dr. Sizer’s church. In the same
email, Rev. Taylor informed the complainant
that he had forwarded their

correspondence to Dr. Sizer himself—

entire

correspondence that included highly sensitive
information sent to the complainant by a former
member of Christ Church Virginia Water. It had
been explained to Rev. Taylor that this
information came with a request for the strictest
confidentiality.

In 2016, the SEGP had a golden opportunity
to change its position: Rev. Angus MacLeay, the
widely respected Senior Minister of a large affil-
iated church, approached the SEGP’s Steering
Committee with a request for action to be taken
against Dr. Sizer.'® That request explained to the

A Lesser Bigotry?

Steering Committee why Dr. Sizer’s words and
actions were antisemitic (reiterating earlier expla-
nations). Yet the Steering Committee simply
acknowledged receipt of Rev. MacLeay’s corre-
spondence, without offering any substantive
response.'®

The SEGP maintained its support for Dr.
Sizer right up undil his retirement in 2017,
upholding “gospel partnership” (that is, friendly
working relations) with him even during the
final months of his incumbency, when he was
banned by his bishop from all preaching,
teaching, leading of services, and social media
activity.

What should the SEGP have done? While the
Gospel Partnerships are loose associations
without formally constituted disciplinary
processes, one can easily imagine situations
where a partner church would be excluded. If
Dr. Sizer had begun preaching against central
evangelical doctrines, or engaged in another kind
of racist activity, or displayed any other serious
moral failing, the SEGP committee would surely
have found a way to remove his church from
their partnership. In December 2020, Rev.
William Taylor’s church (St Helen’s Bishopsgate,
London) announced that it was “no longer able
to remain in gospel partnership” with the
Church of England’s House of Bishops due to
differences over sexual ethics.'®” Under Rev.
Taylor’s leadership, however, the SEGP failed to
take the equivalent action when the issue was
antisemitism.

Several leaders within the SEGP and the
wider Gospel Partnerships movement have
expressed opposition to racism. In June 2020,
Rev. Richard Coekin, who serves on the leader-
ship committee of the London Gospel
Partnership (an SEGP sub-region), published an
article titled George Floyd: A White Christian’s
Response. He wrote,

Becoming more inclusive requires me as a
church leader to engage and empathise with the
experience of racism in its many forms among
my own church family and network in London.
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In truth, this is really a conversa-
tion we have only just properly
begun. After listening, I need to
take advice—to allow the voice of
those who have hitherto been
ignored to actually influence my

decisions.'%®

Similarly, John Stevens, the
National Director of the Fellowship
of Independent Evangelical
Churches (FIEC), who describes
himself as “deeply involved in the
development of these [Gospel]

»169

Partnerships,”'® writes,

I can't begin to understand the experience and
anguish of those who suffer from systemic racial
prejudice, to which I no doubt inadvertently
contribute. So, it is absolutely essential that we
listen and hear the voice of those who can tell
of their experience of prejudice, inequality and
oppression. Only as we do that can we avoid
speaking in crass or patronising ways, gain some
greater measure of empathy and hear what

might be done to make things better.'”

A third example comes from the Twitter
account of St. Helen’s Bishopsgate, whose Rector
is Rev. William Taylor. On June 24, 2020, a
St. Helen’s tweet directly addressed the issues of
racism raised by the Black Lives Matter organi-
zation (Image 3)."”!

These admirable ideals have yet to prompt
any discernible action regarding Dr. Sizer’s
antisemitic conduct. The need for action
continues despite Dr. Sizer’s retirement, because
his former congregation, Christ Church Virginia
Water, remains unrepentantly supportive of Dr.
Sizer."”* Christ Church Virginia Water belongs
to the Surrey Gospel Partnership, a sub-region
of the SEGP. Its standing within the SEGP has
never been publicly challenged by any major
figure within the Gospel Partnerships movement.

The authors consider that Christ Church
Virginia Water would not have retained its
position within the Gospel Partnerships

Imace 3: St Helen’s Church, Bishopsgate tweet.

movement if the racist activity of its former vicar
had targeted Black people. The ongoing refusal
of the SEGP to act against Christ Church
Virginia Water therefore bears out the “lesser
bigotry” thesis of this article. For the Gospel
Partnerships movement, antisemitism is the
racism that does not count enough to
necessitate action.

John Stevens tweeted about the failure of
British evangelicals to act against Dr. Sizer on
June 4, 2020, claiming, “Stephen Sizer was
subject to an inquiry and subsequent disciplinary
measures by his diocese, who were the compe-
tent disciplinary body.”*” This is a reference to
the Clergy Discipline Measure (CDM) discussed
above.'”* The excuse proposed by Rev. Stevens
might justify evangelical inactivity between
October 2012 and October 2013, while the
CDM was in process. However, it does not
explain the total absence of action before October
2012—a time when the SEGP was being pressed
to act. Nor does it explain evangelical inactivity
between October 2013, when the CDM ended
without any moral verdict, and February 2015,
when Guildford Diocese disciplined Dr. Sizer
for his 9/11 post. Nor does it explain evangelical
inactivity after February 2015, when Dr. Sizer
twice breached his agreement with the Bishop of
Guildford and yet his church retained its posi-
tion within the SEGP. Nor can it account for
evangelical inactivity since Dr. Sizer’s retirement
in 2017, during which time Christ Church
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Virginia Water has kept its place within the
SEGP despite its ongoing ties with its former
vicar and its refusal to apologize for his
conduct.'”

Furthermore, the notion that evangelicals are
bound by the disciplinary decisions of the
Anglican hierarchy, implied by Rev. Stevens in
the above-quoted tweet, would immediately be
questioned by most evangelicals. Rev. Stevens
has himself criticized the Anglican hierarchy
several times.'”®

(c) Christianity Explored Ministries

In 2014, the authors asked the board of
Christianity Explored Ministries (CEM) to
remove Dr. Sizer from his position as an
Advocate for its seekers” course, on the grounds
of both antisemitism and dishonesty. (The latter
charge relates to Dr. Sizer’s long delay in
removing his link to the antisemitic website,
“The Ugly Truth.” Dr. Sizer falsely claimed not
to have known the racist nature of that website
until he was contacted by the Jewish Chronicle,
at which point he removed the link. In reality,
he had received an email from his bishop weeks
beforehand, rebuking him for the link because
of the website’s racism. Dr. Sizer had responded
promptly to the bishop’s email, promising to
take more care in the future.)'”” The board was
sent a document providing evidence for both
charges.'”® CEM’s working relationship with Dr.
Sizer was discussed at a meeting on September
29, 2014.'7 The board

unanimously—that Dr. Sizer had acted

concluded—

“unwisely and carelessly,” but that the Church of
England had undertaken “an appropriate disci-
plinary review,”"*® and therefore CEM would
take no action against him.

It is important to note the high regard given
by CEM to the Church of England’s disciplinary
procedure, even though the CEM board would
likely agree that the Church of England is not
an evangelical body. This deference is doubly
noteworthy because the above-mentioned docu-
ment sent to the board had drawn attention to
the Church of England’s failure to reach a verdict
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on Dr. Sizer’s behavior, leaving the moral ques-
tions outstanding. In the view of the authors, the
board of CEM would not have deferred to the
verdict-free outcome of a disciplinary process
overseen by non-evangelicals if one of its
Advocates had been accused of anti-Black racism.
In the summer of 2020, CEM was
approached by the authors prior to the publica-
tion of a post on Medium documenting the
Stephen Sizer scandal.”®' CEM’s board was
invited to apologize for its 2014 decision to
stand by Dr. Sizer. It declined to do so.'®
Following the death of George Floyd, one
CEM board member'®* wrote, “George Floyd’s
murder has highlighted racism and prejudice and
oppression and violence against black people and
we Christians simply must not and cannot sit
silently. What will the response of white evan-
gelical leaders in the U.K. be to these critical
events?”'® Yet CEM has remained resolutely
silent about Dr. Sizer’s antisemitism and the
organization’s decision in 2014 not to cut its ties
with Dr. Sizer. The board member’s comment
suggests that CEM would not have maintained
that silence if the racism demonstrated by Dr.
Sizer had been directed against Black people

instead of Jews.
(d) GAFCON

The Global Anglican Future Conference, or
GAFCON, is an international organization
representing Anglicans seeking the recovery of
biblical Christianity within Anglicanism.'®

One leader present at the founding of
GAFCON was Canon Dr. Chris Sugden.'® Dr.
Sugden held the significant role of conference
director at GAFCON's first major conference,
which was held in Jerusalem in 2008.'%” Dr.
Sugden has been a stalwart supporter of Dr. Sizer
and currently serves on the board of reference of
Dr. Sizer’s charity, Peacemaker Trust.'®

Dr. Sizer attended both the 2008 conference
in Jerusalem and also GAFCON’s second major
conference, held in Kenya, from October 21 to
26, 2013.'% His attendance at the second is

particularly significant, because by that date
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numerous Jewish organizations had raised
concerns about his activity. Furthermore, the
outcome of the CDM discussed above was
announced during the conference itself, on
October 23."° This means that at the confer-
ence’s start, it remained possible that he would
be officially censured by the Church of
England.

There were 1,358 delegates from thirty-eight
nations at the Nairobi conference.’' Those
figures suggest that only limited places were
available to each of those nations. Therefore, an
invitation to attend could be seen as a mark of
the invitee’s good standing among the evangel-
ical Anglicans of the sending nation. According
to a former GAFCON representative, invitations
are tied to local recommendations.!”?

It is unclear how Dr. Sizer came to be invited
to attend GAFCON 2013. Nor is it clear how
much the then national or global organizers and
leaders knew about the controversy surrounding
him. What is clear, however, is that a few months
later, the late Rev. Prebendary Richard Bewes,
one of GAFCON’s then directors,'”* joined the
preaching team of Dr. Sizer’s church."”* One of
the authors of this article emailed Rev. Bewes in
January 2014 in connection with Dr. Sizer,
saying, “When an organization as well-respected
as the Board of Deputies makes a stand against
an evangelical vicar, we are obliged to look at the
facts of the case rather than taking the vicar’s
word at face value.”’”> Rev. Bewes refused even
to discuss the UK Jewish community’s criticisms
of Dr. Sizer, on the basis that it would be “unpro-

»q

ductive.”’® We can only assume from this
response, and from Rev. Bewes’s involvement
with Dr. Sizer’s preaching team, that he would
not have opposed Dr. Sizer’s attendance at the

Kenyan GAFCON conference.
(e) Christ Church Virginia Water (CCVW)

Dr. Sizer’s own congregation at CCVW stood by
him throughout his years of notoriety. For
several years before his retirement, CCVW allo-
cated annual sums of around £6,000 to support
his international ministry outside the church.'”

Following his departure in April 2017, CCVW
has failed to distance itself from its former vicar’s
antisemitic statements and activity. In 2018,
under the leadership of its new vicar, Rev. Dr.
Simon Vibert,'”® CCVW donated £6,600 to Dr.
Sizer’s charity Peacemaker Mediators (now
known as Peacemaker Trust; Image 4).'”

In both March 2019 (Image 5)** and January
2020 (Image 6),”°' Peacemaker Trust was
named “Mission of the Month” in CCVW’s
Connection magazine. It received this honor for
a third time when the magazine was relaunched,
under a different title, in September 2020
(Image 7).2*2 This third honor came after Dr.
Vibert had been personally challenged over
CCVW'’s failure to disassociate itself from Dr.
Sizer, and the church itself had been publicly
criticized.?"?

CCVW evidently maintains the friendliest of
relationships with Dr. Sizer, even though, during
the final months of his incumbency, he was
banned by his bishop from all preaching,
teaching, leading of services, and social
media activity. It is illuminating to compare
CCVW’s actions with those of Emmanuel
Wimbledon, another conservative evangelical
Anglican church. Emmanuel’s former vicar, Rev.
Jonathan Fletcher, faces various allegations of
abuse.? While Emmanuel’s response to Fletcher
has been criticized,?”® it has nevertheless
distanced itself from its former vicar, stating that
when possible it had sought to prevent him
ministering elsewhere.?’ CCVW has taken the
opposite approach with Dr. Sizer.

In June 2020, Rev. Dr. Simon Vibert, Dr.
Sizer’s successor as CCVW’s vicar, tweeted in
apparent support of the Black Lives Matter
movement (Image 8).>” This suggests he takes
racial grievances seriously.?®® However, to the
best of our knowledge, he has taken no steps to
listen to the Jewish organizations that protested
against his predecessor. Of all the Christian orga-
nizations that owe Jewish people an apology for
failing to act against Dr. Sizer, arguably his own
former church comes first. Yet when pressed, Dr.
Vibert said, “I have not felt it my duty to try to
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Imace 4: Extract from CCYW Financial Statements for Year Ended December 31, 2018 (highlighting added).

Imace 5: Extract from CCVW’s Connection magazine, March 2019 (highlighting added).
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Imace 6: Extract from CCVW’s Connection magazine, January 2020 (highlighting added).

Imace 7: Extract from CCVW’s Virginia Water magazine, September 2020 (highlighting added).
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ImaGE 8: Simon Vibert tweet.

unpick my predecessor’s position on these
issues.”? In light of his June 2020 tweet, it is
hard to avoid concluding that antisemitism does
not trouble him to the same extent as racism
directed against Black people.

(f) Senior Leaders

Several senior conservative evangelical leaders
were asked by the authors, at various times, to
intervene or provide behind-the-scenes assis-
tance. They all declined, apart from Rev. Angus
MacLeay, mentioned in Section 7 (b), and the
late Rev. Dr. Mike Ovey, then Principal of Oak
Hill College. As eatly as July 2012, commenting
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on Dr. Sizer’s links to antisemitic websites,
Dr. Ovey said, “If a member of my Faculty had
made these links, I would have had no course,
nor inclination, but to dismiss them.” He also
offered meaningful practical support to one of
the authors of this article.?!

In early 2015, Dr. Ovey alluded to Dr. Sizer

at the start of a paper on the role of bishops:

As I write this a senior evangelical church leader
has been accused of anti-semitism. Guildford
diocese is investigating. One evangelical leader
has asked on the web whether UK conservative

evangelicalism will put its house in order on this
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one, a request he has made before with respect
to this particular leader over just this issue of

anti-semitism.2!!

2 was circulated

This influential paper”
among various conservative evangelical leaders
under the auspices of ReNew (an organization
discussed below). Any readers unaware of the
identity of the said “senior evangelical church
leader” in “Guildford diocese” could easily have
discovered it by an internet search or by asking
colleagues.

Dr. Ovey, who died in January 2017, was
highly respected within British evangelicalism.
His words kept Dr. Sizer’s conduct on the radar
of those within the conservative evangelical
movement who were best-positioned to act
against him, had they been so inclined.

Among the leaders to whom the paper was
circulated were Rev. William Taylor and Rev.
Mark Burkill.?"® Rev. William Taylor, as seen
previously, is Rector of St Helen’s Bishopsgate,
the erstwhile chair of the SEGP, and Chairman
of ReNew. Rev. Mark Burkill was Chairman of
Reform, a major network of Anglican conserva-
tive evangelicals, from 2015 until 2018, when
Reform merged with Church Society. Rev.
Burkill, a long-serving director of the associated
Church Society Trust, joined the council of
Church Society itself in 2018.2"“ Rev. Taylor, Rev.
Burkill, and the other leaders who read Dr.
Ovey’s words evidently thought that the Sizer
scandal warranted no intervention on their part.
The authors believe that if Dr. Ovey had high-
lighted any other form of racism, those readers
would not have brushed aside his words.

(g) ReNew

ReNew, formed in 2013, runs an annual confer-
ence.? Its chairman, since its inception, has
been Rev. William Taylor.?! It is administered
from Rev. Taylor’s church: St Helen’s Bishopsgate,
London.?' Attendance at the conference is
subject to completion of an application form.
In October 2017, Stephen Sizer attended a
ReNew conference in Leeds, organized by

Anglican Mission in England, Church Society,
and Reform.?® Contributors included Rev.
Taylor himself. This happened after Dr. Sizer’s
antisemitic conduct had been widely reported;
after he had been the subject of two complaints
by the Board of Deputies of British Jews; after he
had twice broken an agreement with his bishop;
and after his books had been withdrawn by
IVP?" It also came several years after Rev. Taylor
had first been alerted to Dr. Sizer’s conduct and
asked to exclude Christ Church Virginia Water
from the SEGP. By Dr. Sizer’s own account, his
experience at the conference was convivial—there
is no indication that he was challenged or asked
to leave, whether by the leaders of the conference
or anyone else.””® By this point, Rev. Taylor in
particular was being nothing if not consistent: he
evidently still saw “no justifiable grounds for
breaking gospel partnership with Stephen.”?! It
is difficult to avoid concluding that the individual
who bears most responsibility for the failure of
British conservative evangelicals to take action
against Dr. Sizer is Rev. Taylor.

(h) Church Society

Church Society exists to promote conservative
evangelicalism within the Church of England.???
Dr. Sizer himself served as a Church Society
trustee between 1996 and 1999.22* Since Dr.
Sizer’s activity was bringing conservative evan-
gelicalism into disrepute, Church Society might
have been expected to issue a statement
responding to his conduct.”* It could have
publicly distanced itself from Dr. Sizer, in view
of his previous membership of Church Society’s
governing board. If nothing else, it could have
issued a general statement condemning antisem-
itism without naming Dr. Sizer specifically.
The Director of Church Society, Rev. Dr. Lee
Gatiss has said that Dr. Sizer was no longer a
member of Church Society by the time his
antisemitism was attracting widespread atten-
tion.”” While that fact may slightly lessen
Church Society’s culpability, it certainly does not
remove it. Church Society’s stated mission,
according to the home page of its website, is to
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“reform and renew the Church of England in
biblical faith.” Dr. Sizer, as a conservative evan-
gelical, was representing biblical faith in the
Church of England. By failing to do anything at
all about his antisemitism, Church Society was
tolerating the presence of antisemitism within the
very constituency it seeks to uphold and promote.

One suitable time for Church Society to act
was January 2015, when Dr. Sizer’s notoriety was
at its height. On January 30, 2015, Dr. Sizer’s
conduct was discussed on Facebook by the
Junior Anglican Evangelical Conference (JAEC),
a project run by Church Society. Dr. Gatiss, the
Director of Church Society, and a moderator of
JAEC’s Facebook group, participated in that
debate, as did Rev. John Telford, then a member
of Church Society’s Council.?*® Yet Church
Society evidently did not consider the scandal
surrounding Dr. Sizer worthy of public comment
at that time or any time afterwards until July
2020, when Dr. Gatiss wrote a blog post
responding to criticism from the authors of this
article.??’

In that post, Dr. Gatiss claimed he had not
previously seen the evidence against Dr. Sizer
that the authors had now brought to his
attention. (The authors consider this claim to be

228 Dr. Gatiss also appeared to

patently untrue.)
suggest that the only people aware of Dr. Sizer’s
conduct were those who followed him on social
media, as if his behavior had not been widely
reported in the news media, including the
Christian news media.?” He described Dr. Sizer’s
actions as “offensive,” “sometimes ridiculous,”
“indefensible,” and “a source of grave concern.”
However, he did not explicitly identify Dr. Sizer’s
conduct as antisemitic. He reported that Church
Society’s Council was “pleased to see that the
Board of Deputies of British Jews had agreed its
[2012] complaint about Dr. Sizer’s behaviour
was resolved (according to the agreed [2013]
statement).” But he neglected to mention that
the Board had repeated its vehement complaint
against Dr. Sizer on the day the 2013 conciliation
agreement was announced—an important detail
revealing the inadequacy of the disciplinary
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process.”>® That detail had been highlighted in
the very article to which Dr. Gatiss was
responding.' Finally, Dr. Gatiss—speaking on
behalf of Church Society’s Council—expressly
refused to apologize for Church Society’s earlier
failure to criticize Stephen Sizer.

It is possible that Church Society chose not
to identify Dr. Sizer’s activity as antisemitic in
order to avoid applying pressure on Rev. Dr.
Simon Vibert, Dr. Sizer’s successor at Christ
Church Virginia Water. Dr. Vibert is partly
responsible for running Church Society’s JAEC
project,”? and he spoke at JAEC’s annual confer-
ence in 2014, 2017, and 2018.%** He is also one
of five contributors to Church Society’s 2019
book The Effective Anglican.?** If Church Society
had identified Dr. Sizer’s conduct as antisemitic
and apologized for its failure to speak out against
him, there would have been awkward knock-on
effects for Dr. Vibert. These considerations may
have influenced Dr. Gatiss’s thinking when he
wrote his blogpost.

Church Society’s inaction regarding Dr. Sizer
is particularly striking given its willingness to act
235

in a previous case of racism,” and its publicly
stated opposition to racism. In June 2020,
Church Society addressed racism in a podcast.
Both Dr. Gatiss and the Society’s Associate
Director, Dr. Ros Clarke, stressed the impor-
tance of listening to ethnic minorities.? Yet
Church Society’s statement on Stephen Sizer,
issued just weeks later, gives no indication that
Church Society had contacted any Jewish orga-
nization to put its own advice about listening
into practice.?”” Later in 2020, an edition of
Church Society’s Crossway magazine focused on
racism in detail. The edition featured six articles
by authors from ethnic minority backgrounds.
However, none were Jewish, and none of the
articles considered antisemitism in depth.?* This
is notable, given the criticism Church Society
had received just months beforehand for its
specific failure to confront antisemitism. It
suggests that Church Society does not treat
antisemitism as “real” racism—which would
closely fit the thesis of this article.
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In February 2021, Church Society produced
a podcast titled “Racism, Repentance,
Revelation.” There was a brief mention of
Martin Luther and his antisemitic legacy, but no
mention of contemporary antisemitism.”’ There
seems little doubt that Church Society would
recoghize past antisemitism as being equivalent
to other bigotries. What is considerably less
certain, however, is whether Church Society
considers contemporary antisemitism to be an

equal bigotry.
(i) Reform

According to Rev. Dr. Lee Gatiss, Dr. Sizer
belonged to Reform at the time of its 2018
merger with Church Society.?® Before the
merger, Reform produced statements, articles,
and publications on various topical issues
relating to the Church of England,*! yet it made
no statement on Dr. Sizer’s antisemitic activity.
It had also evidently taken no steps to remove
him from membership.

(j) Inter-Varsity Press

In November 2016, IVP withdrew Dr. Sizer’s
books from sale—though only after some
concerted pressure. The publishing rights were
returned to Dr. Sizer himself.?*> IVP made no
public comment about its decision. This is note-
worthy, given that it had released a statement
when withdrawing the books of a Christian
academic on grounds of plagiarism,* and it
would do so again in a later case, when with-
drawing books by a church leader accused of

spiritual abuse.?*

8. Assessing the Evangelical
Response

(a) Evangelical Silence

As indicated above, Vanishingly few senior
conservative evangelical leaders or organizations
either spoke or acted against Dr. Sizer while he
was vicar of Christ Church Virginia Water. As of
February 2021, Dr. Sizer’s antisemitism has

never been explicitly condemned by Evangelicals
Now, the South East Gospel Partnership,
Christianity Explored Ministries, GAFCON,
Christ Church Virginia Water, ReNew,
or Church Society. Nor has a single senior
conservative evangelical leader ever publicly
condemned Dr. Sizer’s antisemitic conduct.

(b) Two Analogies

Evangelical silence itself amounts to a form of
antisemitism. By way of analogy, a schoolboy
who taunts Jewish pupils with antisemitic slurs
is obviously guilty of antisemitism, but so too is
the school principal who is aware of the taunting
and yet refuses to act. In Dr. Sizer’s case, the
Board of Deputies of British Jews, the
Community Security Trust, and the Jewish
Leadership Council all spoke out against his
activity. So too did the Scottish Council of
Jewish Communities, which in 2012 protested
against the Church of Scotland’s support for a
conference at which Dr. Sizer was the keynote
speaker.?®® Evangelical organizations and leaders
were aware of the substance of those complaints.
Their failure to speak out or take timely action
demonstrates the same kind of antisemitism as
the school principal.

A second analogy reflects recent events.
Imagine that a conservative evangelical Anglican
vicar writes a critique of the Black Lives Matter
(BLM) movement. In itself, that would be defen-
sible: no movement (and still less a specific orga-
nization) is beyond criticism. But imagine this
minister then becomes increasingly strident.
Imagine he links to several explicitly racist
websites and, when challenged, gives implausible
explanations for doing so. Imagine he attacks the
movement at a conference organized by White
supremacists. Imagine he—twice—insinuates
the movement’s complicity in a terrorist atrocity
it had nothing to do with. Imagine he captions
photographs of Black activists, “BLM members
aping the tactics of Marxist guerrilla movements”
(racist rhetoric he knows will be inflammatory).
Imagine he champions the cause, without any
quaiiﬁcation, of a White supremacist infamous
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for a notorious speech against Black people.
Imagine he makes distasteful, irrelevant allusions
to a Black celebrity’s ethnicity. Imagine if, when
challenged, he says that he is not being racist,
but “simply criticizing the Black Lives Matter
movement.” Imagine he accuses his detractors of
acting in bad faith, in order to silence him.
Imagine his own congregation supports him
financially—and continues to do so, even after
he leaves parish ministry under a cloud and
moves on to other things.

The authors consider it unthinkable that
conservative evangelical organizations would fail
to act against such a vicar. They would listen
carefully to concerns expressed by Black
Christians. They would strive to understand why
the minister was not simply criticizing the BLM
movement, but being racist. They would
distance themselves from him, and find ways to
act against him—regardless of, and in addition
to, any action taken by the Anglican hierarchy.
They would be unimpressed by his defense that
“it is not racist to criticize the BLM movement.”

The above is, of course, an exact parallel of
the Stephen Sizer controversy. Yet the inevitable
response of conservative evangelicals to the imag-
inary case above has been completely lacking in
the parallel case in the real world.

(c) A Glaring Discrepancy

The discrepancy between the response of conserva-
tive evangelicals to the antisemitism of Stephen
Sizer and their attitude to other forms of racism is
glaring and obvious. It is accentuated by the
following detail. As mentioned above, in the
summer of 2020, when racism was being discussed
throughout the world, the authors wrote a Medium
post including content similar to this article.? A
pre-publication draft was emailed to representatives
of Evangelicals Now, the SEGP, Christianity
Explored Ministries, Church Society, and Christ
Church Virginia Water.2¥” They were invited, in a
respectful manner, to apologize to the British Jewish
community for their failure to speak out or to take
timely action against Dr. Sizer. None agreed to do
s0, and no such apology has been forthcoming since.

A Lesser Bigotry?

(d) The Place of Christian Theology

This article has argued that the unwillingness of
conservative evangelicals to take action against
Dr. Sizer exemplifies a wider phenomenon: as
numerous observers have pointed out, antisem-
itism is a bigotry that does not receive the same
attention or action as other bigotries. Yet the
authors are conscious that some readers will
interpret this entire episode differently. There
can be no denying the appalling history of
Christian antisemitism, and it must be asked
whether this saga is better understood simply as
a modern instance of that ancient hatred. Could
it be that the willingness of British evangelicals
to tolerate Dr. Sizer’s conduct has been driven
by a specifically theological antipathy towards
the Jewish people?

The authors themselves hold the view that
far from mandating antisemitism, the New
Testament displays devoted indebtedness to its
Jewish heritage. Jesus’s statements, “Salvation is
from the Jews” (John 4:22), and, “For truly I tell
you, until heaven and earth disappear, not the
smallest letter, not the least stroke of a pen, will
by any means disappear from the Law until
everything is accomplished” (Matthew 5:22),
should be given their full weight—along with
numerous similar statements. There are, of
course, other New Testament verses that have
been used in the service of antisemitism or
antizionism, such as Matthew 27:25, John 8:44,
and 1 Thessalonians 2:14—16. We believe these
texts reflect what was initially an intra-Jewish
struggle. (The writers of all three passages just
mentioned were Jews.) When such texts have
been used to justify antisemitism or antizionism,
they have been illegitimately taken out of that
original context.?*

In our dealings with evangelicals, we have
found widespread agreement with this way of
understanding the New Testament.?” With the
possible exception of Dr. Sizer himself,** we have
not encountered the theological antisemitism
that undoubtedly motivated some Christian
leaders in the past. Although we ourselves argue
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that the failure of British evangelicals to take
action against Dr. Sizer is itself a form of antisem-
itism,?" we believe it has much more in common
with the antisemitism of large numbers of
non-religious British people (namely, an antisem-
itism that overlooks or is simply apathetic
towards Jewish concerns) than with a traditional
Christian antisemitism driven by specific theo-
logical goals. We therefore think the reaction of
British conservative evangelicals to the Sizer
scandal can be usefully studied as an example of
a broader contemporary phenomenon.

9. Conclusion: A Lesser Bigotry

We return to where we started. In August 2020,
Hadley Freeman wrote: “Why is there only
general agreement about antisemitism when a
41-year-old rapper tweets actual death threats?
Antisemitism is, still, seen as a 'lesser bigotry’,
which is why politicians and newspapers can
dabble in it.”??

To Freeman’s observations we can, sadly, add
our own: antisemitism is still seen by British
conservative evange[icals as a lesser bigotry,
which is why, for many years, their organizations
and senior leaders have consistently failed to
speak out or take timely and decisive action
against the antisemitic activity of Stephen Sizer.

This article has documented a long-running
scandal that supports Freeman’s argument.
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