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Refutations of SodaStream’s False Claims 

 

Below are resourced refutations to various claims made in so-called “Facts and Truth” 

documents circulated by SodaStream around the world, including:  

1. Appendix A: Document sent from SodaStream to a locally-owned retailer in Boston  

2. Appendix B: Information Bulletin from SodaStream sent to Ecostream Refill Store in 

Brighton, UK 

3. Appendix C: SodaStream response to the Italian Stop SodaStream campaign, sent via the 

public relations agency Edelman 

4. Appendix D: Document from SodaStream displayed by Cliff’s Variety Shop in San 

Francisco, California 

5. Appendix E: Document sent from SodaStream to a retailer in New York City 

For your convenience, the claims have been sorted into seven subsections:  

I. Legal Claims, International Law, and International Organizations 

II. The Establishment of Mishor Adumim 

III. Production in Mishor Adumim & Tax Incentives 

IV. Helping Palestinians & Promoting Coexistence? 

V. Environmental Friendliness? 

VI. Inspections of the SodaStream Plant 

VII. SodaStream: a “non-political” company? 

 

I. Legal Claims, International Law and International Organizations 

 

SodaStream claim: “Both the text of the [Fourth Geneva] convention, and the post-World War 

II circumstances under which it was drafted in 1949, clearly indicate that it was never intended 

to refer to situations like Israel’s settlements” [Source: Appendix A] 

 

Our response: According to a United Nations 2013 report on Israeli settlements, published by 

the Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights, “the applicability of the Fourth Geneva 

Convention to the OPT (occupied Palestinian territories) has been decisively established by the 

International Court of Justice, and has been consistently reaffirmed inter alia by the Commission 

on Human Rights, Human Rights Council, Security Council, and the General Assembly.”
1
 

 

                                                        
1
United Nations Human Rights Council. “Report A/HRC/22/63,” p. 5. #14. Feb. 7, 2013.  

http://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/HRC/RegularSessions/Session22/Pages/ListReports.aspx. Viewed Aug. 13, 

2013.  

http://endtheoccupation.org/downloads/Bostonretailer.pdf
http://endtheoccupation.org/downloads/BrightonUKStore.pdf
http://endtheoccupation.org/downloads/SodaStreamItaly.pdf
http://endtheoccupation.org/downloads/SFCliffsVarietyShop.pdf
http://endtheoccupation.org/downloads/NYCretailer.pdf
http://endtheoccupation.org/downloads/Bostonretailer.pdf
http://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/HRC/RegularSessions/Session22/Pages/ListReports.aspx


2 
 

SodaStream claim:“the Industrial Zone of Mishor Adumim is a currently disputed territory 

[Area C], which ... remains under Israeli authority until a final agreement is signed by both 

parties” [Appendix A] 

 

Our response: According to the Oslo Accords, which created Area C, Israeli control of the 

area—uniquely during an “interim period”—was to end in 1999. The Palestinian Authority has 

not signed any agreement allowing Israel to maintain any control over the area since that time, 

making Israel’s ongoing civil and military control over the area entirely illegitimate.
2
 As part of 

the West Bank, Area C remains “occupied territory,” according to the International Court of 

Justice and the broader international consensus, and not “disputed territory.” The use of the term 

“disputed” demonstrates an attempt by SodaStream to negate the illegality of Israel’s activities in 

the occupied territories. In Resolution 446 (1979), the United Nations Security Council ruled that 

such activities “have no legal validity and constitute a serious obstruction to achieving a 

comprehensive, just and lasting peace in the Middle East.”
3
 

 

Israeli economist Shir Hever adds, “SodaStream’s statement that Area C is not occupied … is a 

dangerous and belligerent political statement, indicating that the company chooses to actively 

support Israel’s illegal policies in the West Bank.”
4
 

 

SodaStream claim:“There is nothing illegal about a factory located in Area C” [Appendix A] 

  

Our response: In a 2004 advisory opinion, the International Court of Justice asserts that Article 

49(6) of the Fourth Geneva Convention “prohibits … any measures taken by an occupying 

Power in order to organize or encourage transfers of parts of its own population into the occupied 

territory” and “concludes that the Israeli settlements in the Occupied Palestinian Territory 

(including East Jerusalem) have been established in breach of international law.”
5
 The tax write-

offs and benefits enjoyed by individuals and companies like SodaStream (as outlined in Section 

III below) situated in settlements demonstrate Israel’s encouragement of their illegal transfer to 

occupied territory. 

 

SodaStream claim:“Importing products manufactured in Area C is not contrary to US or EEC 

laws” [Appendix A]  

 

Our response: Although importing products manufactured in Area C is not illegal by EU or 

U.S. law, SodaStream has violated EU law by labeling SodaStream products as “Made in Israel.” 

In accordance with international law, the EU does not recognize the occupied Palestinian 

territories, defined by the 1967 borders, as part of Israel. This mislabeling allows SodaStream to 

                                                        
2
 Corporate Watch. “Dear Corporation: A Response to SodaStream.” Sept. 21, 2012. 

http://www.corporatewatch.org/?lid=4531. Viewed June 17, 2013. 
3
 United Nations Security Council. “Resolution 446.” Mar. 22, 1979. 

http://unispal.un.org/UNISPAL.NSF/0/BA123CDED3EA84A5852560E50077C2DC. Viewed June 13, 2013. See 

also: United Nations Security Council Resolutions 452 (1979), 465 (1980), 471 (1980), and the Report of the 

Security Council Commission Established under Resolution 446 (S/13450, 1979). 
4
 Corporate Watch. “Dear Corporation: A Response to SodaStream.” Sept. 21, 2012. 

http://www.corporatewatch.org/?lid=4531. Viewed June 17, 2013. 
5
 International Court of Justice. “Legal Consequences of the Construction of a wall in the Occupied Palestinian 

Territory,” paragraph 120. July 9, 2004. http://www.icj-cij.org/docket/files/131/1671.pdf. Viewed June 13, 2013. 

http://endtheoccupation.org/downloads/Bostonretailer.pdf
http://endtheoccupation.org/downloads/Bostonretailer.pdf
http://endtheoccupation.org/downloads/Bostonretailer.pdf
http://www.corporatewatch.org/?lid=4531
http://unispal.un.org/UNISPAL.NSF/0/BA123CDED3EA84A5852560E50077C2DC
http://www.corporatewatch.org/?lid=4531
http://www.icj-cij.org/docket/files/131/1671.pdf
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avoid custom fees when exporting into the EU, a direct violation of the 2000 EU-Israel Trade 

Agreement, which exempts goods imported from Israel from customs fees but does not exempt 

West Bank settlement goods.
6
   

 

SodaStream claim:“The ICRC’s [International Committee of the Red Cross] bias against Israel 

since 1967 disgraces its humanitarian mission and its claims to impartiality.” [Appendix A] 

 

Our response: This claim illustrates a commonplace practice among groups and individuals 

defending Israel’s illegal practices to accuse international bodies and organizations—such as the 

ICRC
7
 and the United Nations—of “being biased against Israel” or “singling Israel out” if they, 

for example, claim that production facilities in Israeli settlements are in violation of the Fourth 

Geneva Convention. The same accusations of “singling out” Israel are also used against boycott 

campaigns. 

 

If these groups and individuals are serious about combating “bias” and “singling out” vis-à-vis 

Israel, they might consider the $3.1 billion in “foreign military financing” Israel will receive 

from the United States in 2014—the largest amount of military aid received by any foreign 

country.
8
 This military financing has enabled Israel to violate more UN resolutions than any 

other country in the history of the United Nations. Many other countries are routinely punished 

for their trangressions with regard to international law while Israel enjoys virtual immunity from 

punitive measures, thanks to the veto power of the U.S. Security Council—which has been used 

more than forty times to block resolutions critical of Israel.
9
  

 

The question, therefore, is not whether Israel should be singled out, but whether it should be held 

to the same standard as other countries. Far from singling Israel out, organizations like the ICRC, 

as well as boycott campaigns against companies like SodaStream, in fact rectify Israel’s 

exceptional status in public discourse.
10

 

 

Of course, heinous crimes committed elsewhere in the world should also be called out and 

addressed; moral consistency requires this. The fact that there are human rights violations 

occurring all around the world should never mean that Israel’s crimes should be ignored or 

“singled out” for impunity. Holding Israel accountable for its crimes is part of a larger 

commitment to global justice. 

 

 

 

                                                        
6
 Saleem, Amena. "SodaStream Lies to Keep Its Products on UK Shelves." The Electronic Intifada. June 3, 2013. 

http://electronicintifada.net/blogs/amena-saleem/sodastream-lies-keep-its-products-uk-shelves. Viewed Aug. 13, 

2013.  
7
 To learn more about the history of the relationship between the ICRC and Israel, as well as the subject of ICRC’s 

alleged bias against Israel, visit: http://www.icrc.org/eng/resources/documents/misc/57jqc2.htm and 

http://www.icrc.org/eng/resources/documents/misc/emblem-history.htm  
8
 U.S. Department of State FY 2014 Congressional Budget Justification - Foreign Assistance Summary Tables, 

Table 3b, p. 15: http://www.state.gov/documents/organization/208292.pdf. Viewed Sep 4, 2013. 
9
 Jimmy Carter, Palestine: Peace Not Apartheid. New York: Simon & Schuster, 2006. pp. 209-210. 

10
 US Campaign to End the Israeli Occupation. “Frequently Asked Questions (FAQs) about Boycott, Divestment & 

Sanctions (BDS).” http://www.endtheoccupation.org/article.php?id=2926. Viewed Aug. 31, 2013.  

http://endtheoccupation.org/downloads/Bostonretailer.pdf
http://electronicintifada.net/blogs/amena-saleem/sodastream-lies-keep-its-products-uk-shelves
http://www.icrc.org/eng/resources/documents/misc/57jqc2.htm
http://www.icrc.org/eng/resources/documents/misc/emblem-history.htm
http://www.state.gov/documents/organization/208292.pdf
http://www.endtheoccupation.org/article.php?id=2926
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II. The Establishment of Mishor Adumim 

 

SodaStream claim:“Mishor Adumim was not built on private, expropriated Palestinian land ... 

it was built on deserted land” [Appendix A] 

 

Our response: In 1975, roughly 3,000 hectares of land (roughly 12 square miles), taken from the 

Palestinian villages of Abu Dis and ‘Ezariyeh, among others, were ordered by the Cabinet 

Committee for Land Allocations to be used for the new “industrial park,” Mishor Adumim
11

.  

 

The establishment of the settlement necessitated the dispossession and displacement of residents 

of those villages and the surrounding area.
12

 Salameh Khamis al-Mazar’ah Jahalin, who was 

evicted from Khirbet al-Murassas (now part of Ma’aleh Adumim, the larger settlement 

containing Mishor Adumim), recalls:  

“In 1977, the Israelis began to build the settlement of Ma’aleh Adummim. The tents of 

the Bedouin families who lived nearby us were demolished and removed. The Israelis 

also tried to convince my father and me to vacate our houses, and they threatened us as 

well... A day after we left Khirbet al-Murassas, the bulldozers demolished our houses.”
13

  

The organization Who Profits estimates that at least 11% of Palestinian workers in settlements 

work on confiscated lands originally owned by their immediate families or one of their 

relatives.
14

 

 

III. Production in Mishor Adumim & Tax Incentives 

 

SodaStream claim: "SodaStream is headquartered in Tel Aviv, Israel, and manufactures its 

products in 12 production plants distributed in many countries, including factories in China (2), 

Germany, Sweden, New Zealand, Australia, South Africa, Netherlands, the US and two in Israel, 

one of which is Mishor Adumim ... " [Appendix C] 

 

Our response: This misleading statement downplays the significance of the Mishor Adumim 

factory, portraying it as one of many facilities and not particularly important. Yet SodaStream’s 

own annual report filed with the U.S. Securities and Exchange Commision (SEC) in 2010 clearly 

states: “Our principal manufacturing facility is located in Mishor Adumim.”
15

 At 15,256 m
2
, the 

plant is four times larger than the headquarters in Tel Aviv, and eight times that of the other 

                                                        
11

 Kadman, Noga. “Acting the Landlord: Israel's Policy in Area C, the West Bank,” pp. 41-42. June 2013. B'Tselem. 

http://www.btselem.org/download/201306_area_c_report_eng.pdf. Viewed Aug. 13, 2013.  
12

 B’Tselem. “The Hidden Agenda: The Establishment and Expansion Plans of Ma’ale Adummim and Their Human 

Rights Ramifications,” pp. 26–27. Dec., 2009. 

http://www.btselem.org/download/200912_maale_adummim_eng.pdf. Viewed June 13, 2013. 
13

 B’Tselem, 27. 
14

 Who Profits. “Palestinian Workers in Settlements.” Jan. 2013. http://www.whoprofits.org/content/palestinian-

workers-settlements. Viewed Aug. 28, 2013.  
15

 United States Securities and Exchange Commission. “SodaStream International Ltd,” pp. 24. Oct. 2010. 

http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1502916/000114420410054318/v198147_jp-f1.htm#tRF. Viewed Aug. 13, 

2013.   

http://endtheoccupation.org/downloads/Bostonretailer.pdf
http://endtheoccupation.org/downloads/SodaStreamItaly.pdf
http://www.btselem.org/download/201306_area_c_report_eng.pdf
http://www.btselem.org/download/200912_maale_adummim_eng.pdf
http://www.whoprofits.org/content/palestinian-workers-settlements
http://www.whoprofits.org/content/palestinian-workers-settlements
http://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1502916/000114420410054318/v198147_jp-f1.htm#tRF
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Israeli plant at Ashkelon, which produces only flavors for soft drinks
16

. Other plants around the 

world also make only minor contributions to production.  

 

Furthermore, even if the Mishor Adumim plant were not the main production facility—which it 

is—the plant would still remain in violation of international law and the rights of the Palestinian 

people.  

 

Finally, this statement implies that Mishor Adumim is inside Israel, illustrating a blatant 

disregard for international law as outlined above. 

 

SodaStream claim:“SodaStream does not currently benefit from low rents and could rent other 

facilities in uncontested territories of Israel for much less. The same applies to incentives, the 

company enjoys the same tax incentives as any other industrial area of Israel, regardless of 

whether it is located in the disputed territories or not.” [Appendix C] 

 

Our response: In its own 2010 public filing with the SEC (Securities and Exchange 

Commission), SodaStream stated
17

:  

 

“We may in the future be required to transfer a significant portion of our manufacturing 

activities to a location outside of the West Bank, which may divert the attention of 

management, require the expenditure of significant capital resources and limit certain of 

the tax benefits for which we are currently eligible” [emphasis added]. 

 

According to SodaStream’s 2012 and 2011 annual reports, the company’s effective tax rates (1.7 

and 10.9 percent, respectively) fall far below the corporate tax rate in Israel (25 percent).
18

 In 

April 2013, SodaStream CEO Daniel Birnbaum threatened to move production out of Israel and 

the occupied territories if the company’s “grants are cancelled and the tax is raised.”
19

  

 

A 2013 report on Israeli settlements produced by a UN Human Rights Council fact-finding 

mission provides another example of the well-documented system of tax benefits and write-offs 

enjoyed by companies and individuals moving to settlements in the West Bank. According to the 

report, settlements have been defined as “national priority areas,” and “benefit from housing and 

education subsidies and direct incentives to the agricultural and tourism sectors.”
20

 

 

 

 

                                                        
16

 BDS Italia. “Sodastream’s reply fails to convince.” Jan. 9, 2012. http://www.bdsitalia.org/index.php/english-

menu/280-reply-sodastream. Viewed Aug. 30, 2013.   
17

 Ibid.   
18

 Westbrook, Stephanie. “SodaStream ‘treats us like slaves,’ says Palestinian factory worker.” The Electronic 

Intifada. May 9, 2013. http://electronicintifada.net/content/sodastream-treats-us-slaves-says-palestinian-factory-

worker/12441. Viewed June 14, 2013. 
19

 Azulai, Yuvai. “SodaStream CEO: More Israel investment depends on incentives.” Globes. Apr. 24, 2013. 

http://www.globes.co.il/serveen/globes/docview.asp?did=1000838602&fid=1725. Viewed Aug. 13, 2013. 
20

 United Nations Human Rights Council. “Report A/HRC/22/63,” p. 6. Feb. 7, 2013.  

http://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/HRC/RegularSessions/Session22/Pages/ListReports.aspx. Viewed Aug. 13, 

2013.  

http://endtheoccupation.org/downloads/SodaStreamItaly.pdf
http://www.bdsitalia.org/index.php/english-menu/280-reply-sodastream
http://www.bdsitalia.org/index.php/english-menu/280-reply-sodastream
http://electronicintifada.net/content/sodastream-treats-us-slaves-says-palestinian-factory-worker/12441
http://electronicintifada.net/content/sodastream-treats-us-slaves-says-palestinian-factory-worker/12441
http://www.globes.co.il/serveen/globes/docview.asp?did=1000838602&fid=1725
http://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/HRC/RegularSessions/Session22/Pages/ListReports.aspx
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IV. Helping Palestinians & Promoting Coexistence? 

 

SodaStream claim:“SodaStream treats all employees equally in accordance with Israeli law” 

[Appendix A] 

 

SodaStream claim:“We employ close to 500 Palestinian workers ... who earn 4x to 6x more 

with us than what is available where they live. Plus, they get social benefits, such as medical, 

maternity leave, etc., which is unheard of in their villages.” [Appendix A]  

 

Our response: According to the Israeli organization Who Profits, “In order to work in 

settlements, Palestinians must obtain work permits from the Israeli Civil Administration, which 

also entails the approval of the Israeli internal security service (the Shin Bet). This permit can be 

annulled at any time, especially when workers demand their rights or try to unionize, or if they 

(or one of their family members) engage in any kind of political activity.”
21

 These conditions and 

rescindable security clearances make Palestinians, who are mostly “non-citizens,” extremely 

vulnerable to exploitation, and it has been perilous or impossible for them to attempt to exercise 

whatever rights they may have.
22

  

This was corroborated by a 2013 interview with a Palestinian SodaStream employee, “M,” who 

preferred to remain anonymous. He reported: “[W]hen a worker is sick and wants to take sick 

leave, the supervisor will fire him on the second day.” The injustice is furthered by the policy of 

firing workers without paying them their due wages—a frequent occurrence at SodaStream, 

according to a 2010 report by Who Profits.
23

 M also reported working long hours with no pay for 

over-time work, as well as restrictions on prayer ad the practicing of Islam (observing prayer 

times is prohibited unless it coincides with lunch time).
24

 

 

M also highlighted a discriminatory tier system among the different ethnic and racial groups 

working in the factory that excludes Palestinians and African Jews almost entirely from high-

level positions. “The supervisors who run the factory are mainly Russian and they are managed 

mainly by the white Jews, and we are ‘Palestinians,’ only workers,” says M. He later noted that 

of the hundreds of West Bank Palestinians who work in the factory, only two are employed as 

foremen.
25

 

 

Reuters interviewed a mid-level Palestinian employee in early 2014 who likewise reported “a lot 

of racism” as well as fear, explaining: “Most of the managers are Israeli, and West Bank 

                                                        
21

 Who Profits and Coalition of Women for Peace. "Palestinian Workers in Settlements: Who Profits Position 

Paper." Jan. 2013. 

http://whoprofits.org/sites/default/files/palestinian_workers_in_settlements_wp_position_paper.pdf. Viewed June 

14, 2013.  
22

 Kav LaOved. “Employment of Palestinians in Israel and the Settlements: Restrictive Policies and Abuse of 

Rights, p. 41.” Aug. 2012. Unpublished. Cited in Who Profits, op. cit. 
23

 Who Profits. "Production in Settlements: The Case of SodaStream," pp. 18-20. Mar., 2011. 

http://www.whoprofits.org/content/production-settlements-case-sodastream. Viewed Aug. 13, 2013.  
24

 Westbrook, Stephanie. “SodaStream ‘treats us like slaves,’ says Palestinian factory worker.” The Electronic 

Intifada. May 9, 2013. http://electronicintifada.net/content/sodastream-treats-us-slaves-says-palestinian-factory-

worker/12441. Viewed June 14, 2013. 
25

 Ibid.  

http://endtheoccupation.org/downloads/Bostonretailer.pdf
http://endtheoccupation.org/downloads/Bostonretailer.pdf
http://whoprofits.org/sites/default/files/palestinian_workers_in_settlements_wp_position_paper.pdf
http://www.whoprofits.org/content/production-settlements-case-sodastream
http://electronicintifada.net/content/sodastream-treats-us-slaves-says-palestinian-factory-worker/12441
http://electronicintifada.net/content/sodastream-treats-us-slaves-says-palestinian-factory-worker/12441
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employees feel they can’t ask for pay rises or more benefits because they can be fired and easily 

replaced.”
26

 

 

A 2011 Case Study by Who Profits cites multiple reports by Kav LaOved, an Israeli workers’ 

rights group, including worker claims of high turnover, job insecurity, poor working conditions, 

and discrimination.
27

 

 

However, even if SodaStream has or ever does become a “generous” employer, this should not 

obscure the bigger picture. As Mike Merryman-Lotze puts it in a piece on Al Jazeera: 

The company does provide jobs for Palestinian workers who otherwise might be 

unemployed.  However, obscured by this point is any explanation of why SodaStream's 

Palestinian employees might not be able to find other jobs.  

 

The primary reason is the Israeli military occupation of the Palestinian territories and the 

captive Palestinian economy. The reality is that a self-sustaining Palestinian economy 

cannot develop under occupation.  The Palestinian Authority has no control over either 

the import of the inputs needed to produce goods or the export of final products.  It does 

not control Palestinian airspace, water and electrical systems, radio frequencies, most 

natural resources, significant tax revenues, monetary policy, the movement of goods and 

people inside the occupied Palestinian territories, and many other factors needed to 

ensure development.   

 

In short, it does not control the Palestinian economy. Israel controls the Palestinian 

economy, and its policies and actions have resulted in underdevelopment and de-

development which contribute to both high levels of unemployment and high levels of 

Palestinian dependence on work in Israel and for Israeli companies […including] 

settlement jobs with companies like SodaStream. 

 

So how is SodaStream complicit in all of this? It is complicit because it has chosen to 

locate its factory in the Mishor Edomim Industrial Park, which is a part of the settlement 

of Ma'aleh Adumim. By choosing to locate its factory in a settlement, SodaStream has 

chosen to support the settlement enterprise and the occupation. The taxes the factory pays 

do not go to benefit Palestinian workers. Rather they go to the Israeli government and the 

Ma'aleh Adumim Municipality where they are used to support the growth and 

development of the settlement and to sustain the occupation.
28

 

 

 

 

                                                        
26

 Noah Browning. “Israeli settlement factory sparks Super Bowl-sized controversy.” Reuters. Jan. 29, 2014. 

http://www.reuters.com/article/2014/01/29/us-israel-palestinians-scarlett-idUSBREA0S1I020140129  
27

 Who Profits. “SodaStream: A Case Study for Corporate Activity in Illegal Israeli Settlements,” p. 19. 

http://www.whoprofits.org/sites/default/files/WhoProfits-ProductioninSettlements-SodaStream.pdf. Viewed Sept. 

10, 2013.  
28

 Mike Merryman-Lotze, SodaStream: Building walls, not bridges.” Al Jazeera. July 18, 2013. 

http://www.aljazeera.com/indepth/opinion/2013/07/2013711145016751282.html. Viewed Jan. 26, 2014.  

http://www.reuters.com/article/2014/01/29/us-israel-palestinians-scarlett-idUSBREA0S1I020140129
http://www.whoprofits.org/sites/default/files/WhoProfits-ProductioninSettlements-SodaStream.pdf
http://www.aljazeera.com/indepth/opinion/2013/07/2013711145016751282.html
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SodaStream claim:“We are proud of our Mishor Adumim facility where we have the 

opportunity to promote human coexistence...” [Appendix D] 

 

SodaStream claim:“We are bringing work to an area which has more than 20% unemployment. 

We firmly believe that peace will come to this region through its economic development and the 

improved social welfare of its inhabitants.” [Appendix A] 

 

SodaStream claim:“Those wishing to shut down the Mishor plant clearly do not have the 

Palestinian workers’ best interests at heart” [Appendix A] 

 

Our response: The tone of the above statements is blatantly paternalistic, painting SodaStream 

as a benevolent and wise employer, who knows exactly what is best for its Palestinian workers. 

But to brag about “coexistence” between people who do not have equal rights and equal social, 

economic and political opportunities is deeply problematic. 

 

In the words of Hind Awad, former national coordinator for the Palestinian BDS National 

Committee, the claim that Boycott, Divestment and Sanctions (BDS) against Israel hurts 

Palestinians “is a very patronizing argument ... The overwhelming consensus within Palestinian 

civil society is very clear on the need for full BDS.”
29

 All Palestinian trade unions support 

Palestinian civil society’s call for Boycott, Divestment and Sanctions, which was initially 

endorsed by 171 Palestinian unions, political parties, charities, and other organizations (and has 

since garnered even wider support).
30

  

 

Those calling for full BDS recognize that Israel’s settlements are part of the greater, systematic 

denial of the rights of the indigenous Palestinian population, and result in the destruction of other 

forms of Palestinian livelihood. The higher wages available to Palestinians in settlement 

industries are, in the words of Desmond Tutu, “crumbs of compassion thrown from the table of 

someone who considers himself [their] master,” in the face of the other effects of the settlements. 

With the construction of settlements comes the appropriation and razing of Palestinian farmland 

and the construction of “settler-only” access-roads, which serve to further restrict the movement 

and access of Palestinian villagers to their farmland and other areas of the West Bank. 

Palestinians in the surrounding communities suffer the direct effects of environmental 

degradation from the occupation (further described in the next section). Settlement expansion has 

also led Mekorot, the national Israeli water company, to gain control of almost all of the water 

resources of Area C. This company has ensured a constant and cheap supply of water for the 

settlements, while severely restricting the water access of the surrounding Palestinian villages, 

sometimes shutting off their access all together when shortages occur.
31

 In the words of one of 

the men whose family used to live on the land where Mishor Adumim now stands: “After they 

                                                        
29

 Kim Bullimore. Direct Action. "Palestinians speak on growing boycott of Israel." Feb. 2011. 

http://directaction.org.au/issue29/palestinians_speak_on_growing_boycott_of_israel. Viewed June 14, 2013. 
30

 Palestinian BDS National Committee. “Palestinian Civil Society Call for BDS.” July 9, 2005. 

http://www.bdsmovement.net/call. Viewed June 17, 2013.  
31

United Nations Human Rights Council. “Report A/HRC/22/63.” Feb. 7, 2013.  

http://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/HRC/RegularSessions/Session22/Pages/ListReports.aspx. Viewed Aug. 13, 

2013.  

http://endtheoccupation.org/downloads/SFCliffsVarietyShop.pdf
http://endtheoccupation.org/downloads/Bostonretailer.pdf
http://endtheoccupation.org/downloads/Bostonretailer.pdf
http://directaction.org.au/issue29/palestinians_speak_on_growing_boycott_of_israel
http://www.bdsmovement.net/call
http://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/HRC/RegularSessions/Session22/Pages/ListReports.aspx
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built them there were no resources to live from for us. The gains are nothing compared to what 

was lost. They destroyed our lives and then gave a few people a job. It is nothing.”
32

 

 

The conflict in Israel/Palestine is not caused by economic inequality or a lack of “social 

welfare,” it is caused by the ongoing, systematic denial of the rights of an indigenous population. 

Alleviating the socioeconomic disparities between Palestinians and Israelis will not bring peace. 

As the Palestinian Christian organization Kairos Palestine stated in response to the 

aforementioned SodaStream propaganda video, “What Palestinians need is freedom, not fancier 

oppression. It doesn’t matter if our cage is made of iron or gold: it is a cage.” In the words of 

Desmond Tutu, Palestinians must not be reduced to “picking up crumbs of compassion thrown 

from the table of someone who considers himself [their] master,” but rather demand “the full 

menu of rights.” 

 

V. Environmental Friendliness? 

 

SodaStream claim:“We are closely scrutinized by the Israeli Office for Environmental 

Protection” [Appendix A] 

 

Our response: According to Yizhak Meyer, the director-general of The Environmental 

Protection Association Samaria and the Jordan Valley, “it has become impossible to force 

factories in West Bank industrial parks and settlements to comply with environmental 

restrictions.”
33

 This assertion is supported by a number of other sources, including a 2013 article 

in The Jerusalem Post, which explains how the lack of enforcement has led to the dumping of 

raw sewage, the contamination of aquifers, and the unregulated emission of radiation and toxic 

gases from burning sites in the West Bank;
34

 as well as a 2013 report published by the UN fact-

finding mission on settlements,
35

 which cites the practice of “pollution, dumping, and transfer of 

waste to Palestinian villages” routinely carried out by settlement businesses.
36

 The information 

from these sources suggests that, in reality, there is no accountability of settlement industries like 

SodaStream to environmental standards. Because SodaStream has provided no proof or evidence 

to substantiate its claims, there is no reason to believe that it operates any differently from other 

settlement businesses and companies. 

 

SodaStream’s ubiquitous professing of environmental friendliness merits further discussion. 

SodaStream cynically presents a false image of being progressive by calling itself green, but its 

                                                        
32
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very existence is deeply regressive as a colonial outpost. There’s nothing environmentally-

friendly about military occupation. There is nothing green about profiting from the violation of 

Palestinian rights. Companies like SodaStream consolidate the occupation, with all its disastrous 

effects on the environment. Palestinian water sources are systematically polluted, olive groves 

thousands of years old are destroyed, toxic fumes from settlement factories hang in the air across 

the land. Any company genuinely devoted to the environment would fight against, not further 

entrench, the occupation. 

 

VI. Inspections of the SodaStream Plant 

 

SodaStream claim: “Following the publication of false reports, the company also decided to 

host visits and inspections, in particular social audits...” [Appendix C] 

 

SodaStream claim:“[A]n audit was conducted at the Mishor Adumim facility by BSCI [Business 

Social Compliance Initiative]. This is a highly respected and credible world-renowned 

organization for such audits, and SodaStream passed with flying colors” [Appendix A] 

 

SodaStream claim: “We invite everyone to visit our plant in Mishor to see for himself” 

[Appendix D] 

 

Our response: According to the UK-based Corporate Watch, devoted to “tracking corporate 

complicity in the occupation of Palestine,” SodaStream offered an all-expense-paid trip to the 

Mishor plant to newspaper editor John Keenan based in Brighton, a UK hotbed of SodaStream 

boycott campaigning, eliciting questions about the objectivity of such a trip. Keenan’s visit was 

highly publicized and he returned reporting favorably on the factory,
37

 going so far as to glorify 

the decision of SodaStream CEO Daniel Birnbaum not to close the factory.
38

 SodaStream has 

extended similar trip invitations to Conservative Members of Parliament Mike Weatherley and 

Caroline Lucas, both known to be staunch anti-boycott advocates.
39

 

 

But while SodaStream is very welcoming to those whose trips it funds, the opposite can be said 

for groups like Corporate Watch. When members of CW traveled to Palestine in January 2013, 

they contacted SodaStream’s PR group, Eulogy, requesting a visit to the factory. After a couple 

of weeks with no response, they were outright denied access to the Mishor plant.
40

  

As for the audit conducted by BSCI, any claims to the company’s credibility are completely 

undermined by its decision to certify a factory that is illegally built and operating in occupied 

Palestinian territory.  
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Following SodaStream’s claim that the BSCI report is available upon request, several attempts 

were made by a US Campaign to End the Israeli Occupation intern to contact SodaStream, 

asking for the report. As of the date of publication of this resource more than six months later, no 

response had been received. 

 

VII. SodaStream: a “non-political” company?  

 

SodaStream claim:“SodaStream is a non-political industrial company” [Appendix A] 

 

Our response: This claim was also made by many companies operating in Apartheid South 

Africa.  

 

In fact, SodaStream exemplifies the complicity and participation of Israeli companies in Israel’s 

gross violations of Palestinian rights. As outlined above, SodaStream exploits Palestinian land, 

resources and labor; it takes advantage of Israeli subsidies and lax environmental and other 

regulations for factories in settlements built on land taken from Palestinian farmers and families; 

then, it conceals the fact that its products are produced in settlements by mislabeling them “Made 

in Israel;” all the while claiming to be non-political. 

 

One final example: Although it operates on Palestinian land—as recognized by the United 

Nations, the International Court of Justice, and the wider international community—SodaStream 

does not pay taxes to the Palestinian Authority; it pays taxes to the Ma’aleh Adumim Israeli 

settlement municipality. “The funds the municipality … collects from SodaStream and the other 

factories in its industrial zone are used for the construction of [settlement] roads, education 

services, sewage treatment, gardening, for the payment of salaries of municipal employees and 

the like.”
41

  

 

The money trail clearly implicates SodaStream and illustrates the political nature of all 

settlement industries. As long as it does business in the occupied territory, SodaStream funds and 

further entrenches Israel’s occupation. 

 

 

 

Thank you to US Campaign intern Leila Nashashibi for her work on this resource. Thank you 

also to the Boston SodaStream Boycott Campaign, the Electronic Intifada, Who Profits, 

Corporate Watch, and BDS Italia, whose research, reporting, and/or analysis greatly helped in 

the production of this resource. 
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