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Introduction

Deliverable 2.2 is in WP2 of the BOND project and contains the results of T2.3 Monitoring and analysing
antisemitic narratives online.

The main aim of the deliverable is to provide an overview of the antisemitic narratives appearing online in the
project countries. The detailed objectives of the task and the deliverable is to examine antisemitic narratives
online before and after the Hamas terrorist attack on Israel on the 7" of October 2023.

Deliverable 2.2 contains four national reports (HU, IT, PL, RO) in English and in the local languages, as well as
a comparative report concluding the results of the national reports.

Modifications in the task and the deliverable:

Initially, the plan was to implement the monitoring and analysis of antisemitic narratives task in three separate
months, chosen by the project partners. For this reason, Political Capital collected information from the
partners on particular events in each country, which could affect the presence of antisemitic narratives and
hate speech online. An implementation plan was created based on the results of this collection. Political
Capital managed and facilitated the consultation process with the service provider (SentiOne) leading to
signing the contracts with the partners for the social listening software. Political Capital also created a
monitoring guide for the partners.

Still, in November 2023, it became clear that the timeline had to be rescheduled for more reasons.

1. On the one hand, the conflict in Israel from 7 October 2023 has strongly affected the presence of
online antisemitism in European societies. Political Capital did a pilot monitoring in November 2023
which took about two weeks. The pilot monitoring confirmed the assumption that the amount of
antisemitic content and content related to Jews, particularly Israel, dramatically increased after
October 2023. As the amount of content that had to be monitored multiplied, monitoring periods had
to be reduced. To examine the changes of antisemitic narratives online after 7 October, the same
period had to be monitored in 2023 and 2024 to get comparable results. Also it was especially
important to have a common understanding of new antisemitism — antisemitism appearing in the form
of Israel-critic — as this type of antisemitism increased significantly in 2024 but in many cases it is hard
to identify.

2. Onthe other hand, with the delays in the research processes and preparing the research reports
(T2.1,T2.2, D2.3), and later with the withdrawal of the Polish project partner the original timeline
had to be rescheduled.

Research results:

The research examined antisemitic narratives online before and after the Hamas terrorist attack on Israel on
7 October 2023.

The findings revealed that antisemitic narratives were prevalent online in varying degrees across the project
countries. The highest proportion of antisemitic content was found in the Hungarian dataset (47% of the data),
followed by Poland (44%), Italy (28%), and Romania (27%). Additionally, potentially antisemitic content -
content that could be interpreted as either antisemitic or not - accounted for 5% in Hungary, 3% in Poland, 8%
in Italy, and 4% in Romania.

The vast majority of both antisemitic and potentially antisemitic content appeared in comments. The amount
of data significantly increased in all countries in 2024, and so did the amount of antisemitic content. However,
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when comparing 2024 to 2023, the proportion of antisemitic content slightly decreased in Hungary and
Romania, increased slightly in Poland, and rose significantly in Italy. New antisemitism grew substantially in all
countries, both in amount and as proportionally.

In terms of the issues that provoked antisemitism, the countries examined represent two groups. In Italy and
Poland, antisemitism was mainly provoked by conflicts in the Middle East and Israel, especially by events on
and after 7 October 2023. In Hungary and Romania, the connection between antisemitic content and specific
topics was less direct.
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Comparative research report

Online antisemitic narratives before and after the 7" of October 2023 in

Hungary, Italy, Poland, and Romania

Key findings

The research aimed to examine antisemitic narratives online before and after the Hamas
terrorist attack on Israel on 7 October 2023.

The most antisemitic content appeared in the Hungarian dataset (47% of the data), followed
by Poland (44%), Italy (28%), and Romania (27%). In addition, potentially antisemitic content,
which can be interpreted as both antisemitic and not antisemitic, amounted to 5% in Hungary,
3% in Poland, 8% in Italy and 4% in Romania.

The vast majority of antisemitic content and potentially antisemitic content appeared in
comments in all countries.

Although the data analysed increased in 2024 in all countries and thus quantitatively in almost
all narrative categories, most categories decreased proportionally. However, new
antisemitism increased significantly in all countries, both quantitatively and proportionally.
In Italy and Poland, the most common narrative category was new antisemitism, while in
Hungary and Romania it was conspiratorial antisemitism, which was the second most
common category in the other two countries.

In Italy, antisemitism was predominantly linked to new antisemitism in both 2023 and 2024,
and all narrative categories were clearly triggered along with its increase. In the other
countries, antisemitism was less associated with new antisemitism and more with
conspiratorial antisemitism.

Hate speech appeared to varying degrees in the datasets. It was most prevalent in Hungary
(more than 10% of the data), followed by Poland (8.5%), Italy (4.6%), and Romania (2.6%).
Content calling for violence against Jews was most prevalent in ltaly (2.5%), followed by
Poland (2.2%), Hungary (1%), and Romania (0.4%).

In terms of the issues that provoked antisemitism, the countries examined represent two
groups. In Italy and Poland, antisemitism was mainly provoked by conflicts in the Middle East
and Israel, especially by events on and after 7 October 2023. In Hungary and Romania, the
connection between antisemitic content and specific topics was less direct.

In all four countries, several code words are used to describe Jews and Israel.
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Introduction

The research aimed to analyse changes in online antisemitic narratives following 7 October 2023 —
Hamas’s terror attack on Israel and the subsequent war. These events led to a rise in antisemitism
across Europe, making it necessary to examine how online antisemitic narratives had evolved. The
development of the research methodology and categories were completed in late 2023 and early
2024, and the research began in the spring of 2024.

Recognising and defining antisemitism in relation to Israel, i.e. distinguishing between legitimate and
illegitimate criticism of Israel, has become particularly challenging since 7 October. Our research is
based on the International Holocaust Remembrance Alliance’s (IHRA) working definition of
antisemitism?, which is accepted by 43 countries and several international organisations including
the EU and most of its member states.

The research was conducted simultaneously in four countries—Hungary, Italy, Poland, and
Romania—using the same methodology. It focused on textual content, including articles, comments,
and Facebook posts. The content was collected using social listening software from the websites and
Facebook pages of the most relevant national media outlets across five media categories:
independent (mainstream) media, biased/hyper-partisan media, mainstream tabloids, left-wing
sites, far-right pages, and fake news/conspiratorial sites. The scraping process was guided by
keywords designed to detect antisemitic content. Four core keywords—Jew, Israel, Holocaust, and
Zionism/Zionist—were used in all countries in their respective local languages. Additionally, country-
specific keywords were included. In languages where these words could have different endings, their
base forms were followed by an asterisk (*), enabling the collection of results for all variations and
endings.

The research focused on the period from 1-15 April in both 2023 and 2024, with nearly 7,000 pieces
of content analysed in each country. All content was examined by the national research teams and
classified as either antisemitic, potentially antisemitic (content that could be interpreted as both
antisemitic and not antisemitic), not understandable, or not antisemitic.

Drawing on publicly available resources—such as studies, research reports, and scientific articles—
five main categories of antisemitic narratives were defined: classic antisemitic stereotypes,
conspiratorial antisemitism, traditional religion-based antisemitism, Holocaust denial and distortion,
and new antisemitism (antisemitism based on the criticism of Israel). In addition to these, two
supplementary categories were established: hate speech and calls for violence against Jews. Each
piece of content was thoroughly analysed and assigned to one or more of these categories.

Y IHRA working definition of antisemitism: https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-

antisemitism
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1. The extent of antisemitic content in the national datasets

1.1 The extent of antisemitic content in the datasets

The most antisemitic content appeared in the Hungarian dataset (47% of the data), followed by
Poland (44%), Italy (28%), and Romania (27%). In addition, potentially antisemitic content, which
can be interpreted as both antisemitic and not antisemitic, or which appears antisemitic only in light
of the context, amounted to 5% in Hungary, 3% in Poland, 8% in Italy and 4% in Romania. The most
not understandable content was present in Italy (10%), followed by Poland (9%), Romania (5%) and
Hungary (4%).

1. Figure: Proportion of antisemitic content in the whole of the national datasets examined.
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As the amount of data analysed increased in all countries in 2024, the amount of antisemitic content
also grew. However, antisemitism proportionally only grew in Italy. In Poland it remained more or
less on the same level, and in Hungary and Romania, it decreased slightly.
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2. Figure: Proportion of antisemitic and potentially antisemitic content in the national datasets in 2023 and 2024 (separately).
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1.2 Distribution of the content examined

The vast majority of antisemitic content and potentially antisemitic content appeared in comments
in all countries. The highest amount of antisemitic posts appeared in Poland, while in other
countries, antisemitic content in posts either did not appear (Hungary) or were only found in a few
cases. The proportion of antisemitic articles were more or less the same in all countries with the
lowest in Poland (0.3%) and the highest in Italy (0.5%). The case of potentially antisemitic articles
were similar, with the lowest amount in Poland (0.03%) and the highest in Italy (0.4%).
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3. Figure: Distribution of the different types of content examined in the whole of the national datasets.
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1.3 Antisemitism in the different types of media

In all countries, the majority of antisemitic content appeared among the comments of one particular
media category, which was well ahead of the other categories. In Italy and Romania, most of the
antisemitic content was found on independent media (82.7% in Romania, 53.2% in Romania). In Italy
this was followed by mainstream tabloids (8.8%), and in Romania by fake news/conspiratorial sites
(17.8%). In Hungary, most antisemitic content appeared on far-right sites (68.7%), followed by
independent mainstream media outlets (16.5%). In Poland most antisemitic narratives appeared on
mainstream tabloids (55.1%), followed by biased/hyper-partisan sites (20.3%). Antisemitic content in
left-wing and fake news/conspiratorial sites was low in all countries, but also data scraped for these
sites was low in all countries. Antisemitic content on left-wing and fake news/conspiratorial sites was
low in all countries. However, the amount of data scraped from these sites in every country was
relatively small .
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4. Figure: Proportion of all antisemitic content in the national datasets distributed across different media categories.
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2. Overview and extent of the different types of antisemitic
content

2.1 Content with antisemitic narratives

In Italy and Poland, the most prevalent narrative category was new antisemitism, while in Hungary
and Romania it was conspiratorial antisemitism, which was the second most common category in
the other two countries. In Hungary, conspiratorial antisemitism was followed by classic stereotypes
and new antisemitism, while in Romania the reverse was true, new antisemitism was the second
most frequent category and classic antisemitism the third. The presence of traditional, religion-based
narratives and Holocaust denial and distortion was quite low in all countries, with the highest amount
of both in Hungary and the lowest in Italy.
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5. Figure: Proportion of antisemitic narrative categories within the full national datasets.
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Although the amount of data analysed increased in 2024 in all countries and thus quantitatively in
almost all narrative categories, the presence of most of them decreased proportionally from 2023 to

2024. However, new antisemitism increased significantly in all countries, both quantitatively and
proportionally. The only exception was Italy, where the presence of all narrative categories also
increased proportionally.

Italy also stands out in another respect: it is the only country in the sample where new antisemitism
was already the most prevalent category in 2023. In the other three countries, conspiratorial

antisemitism and classic stereotypes dominated in 2023, with new antisemitism playing only a minor
role. In 2024, however, new antisemitism surged and overtook the leading role in Hungary, Poland
and Romania as well, in Hungary in a dead heat with conspiratorial antisemitism.
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6. Figure: Proportion of antisemitic narratives in the national datasets for 2023 and 2024 (separately).
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2.2 Antisemitic content beyond narratives

Besides narratives, two other types of antisemitic content were examined: hate speech and call for
violence.

e Hate speech: Hateful content that either explicitly targets Jews or includes the word "Jew" as

a negative marker based on antisemitic narratives .

e Call for violence: Content that incites violence of any kind against Jews.
Hate speech was most prevalent in Hungary (in more than 10% of the data), followed by Poland
(8.5%), Italy (4.6%) and Romania (2.6%). Content calling for violence against Jews was most prevalent
in Italy (2.5%), followed by Poland (2.2%), Hungary (1.5%) and Romania (0.4%).
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7. Figure: Proportion of antisemitic categories beyons narratives within the full national datasets.
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The amount of hate speech increased quantitatively in 2024 in all countries, except Hungary, where
it remained about the same. Proportionally, it decreased everywhere except Italy. Content calling for
violence also increased proportionally in 2024 in most countries, except Hungary, where it remained
more or less the same.

8. Figure: Proportion of antisemitic categories beyond narratives in the national datasets for 2023 and 2024 (separately).
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3. Types of antisemitic content in the data examined
3.1 Content of antisemitic narratives

3.1.1 New antisemitism

Across all countries examined, the prevalence of the narrative category new antisemitism increased
significantly in 2024, largely due to the events of 7 October 2023, and the subsequent Israel-Hamas
war. In 2024, this was the most common narrative category in the data examined in Italy and Poland,
the second in Romania, and the third in Hungary.

e Portraying Israel as a terrorist state was prevalent in all countries, arguing that Israel is similar
to or even worse than a terrorist organisation. In Hungary, Italy and Poland it was claimed
that Israel was committing genocide, war crimes or crimes against humanity.

e The accusation of double standards against Israel was present in Hungary, Italy and Poland,
and only to a really small extent in Romania. In Hungary and Italy it appeared in two forms: 1)
Israel's actions are judged differently internationally (usually with the statement that Israel
should be judged more harshly than it is), sometimes compared to the sanctions against
Russia; 2) Israel thinks that it is allowed to do things that others are not (e.g. not following
rules, not taking responsibility, etc.).

e Narratives about Israel’s responsibility for the Arab-Israeli/Hamas-Israeli conflict appeared
in all four countries, blaming Israel for the conflict, either by claiming that Israel provoked it
or by saying that there has been no peace in the Middle East since Israel was founded.

e Content delegitimising Israel emerged in a similar way in all four countries. These narratives
claimed that Israel is not a legitimate state/is an artificial state. Especially in Italy and Romania,
the narrative that the state has no legitimate (historical, cultural, moral, etc.) foundation also
emerged. In Italy, Zionism was also described as a "biblical psychopathology" aimed at total
control of the "Land of Promise". In Hungary and Poland, some content suggested that Israel
should disappear/be destroyed. In Italy and Poland it was also claimed that Israel should
return the “illegally acquired land” to the Palestinians.

e The demonisation of Israel was also present in all countries, portraying the state as evil in
various ways. In Hungary and Italy, it was also portrayed as a war-mongering state that
deliberately creates conflicts around the world.

e Allegations of Israeli influence on the media were also present in all countries, mostly
claiming that Israeli and Jewish actors manipulate the media to spread their propaganda and
influence public opinion in line with their interests, either in general or about the current
Israel-Hamas war.

e Content drawing analogy between Nazis and Israel was present in Hungary, Italy, and Poland,
with the following categories:

o In all three countries it was claimed that Israel was committing a holocaust in Gaza.
o It was suggested that Israeli policies and politics were similar to those of the Nazis.
o Onlyin Italy was Zionism described as a Nazi ideology.

® Speaking about Israel with a colonialism analogy was present in all countries except Poland,

comparing Israel to a colonial power, implying that it occupies foreign lands.
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Content depicting Israel as an apartheid or oppressor state appeared in Hungary and lItaly,
claiming that Israel, through its control of various territories, has allegedly established a racist
regime in which Israelis enjoy civil rights and freedom while Palestinians are segregated in
limited territories and under the control of the Israeli army.

Contents claiming that Jews are collectively responsible for Israel's actions were present in
all countries except Romania, talking about Israel’s actions as if all Jews were involved in them
and therefore responsible for them.

Denial or relativisation of the Hamas attack of 7 October 2023 appeared in all countries
except Romania. These narratives either suggested that Israel was responsible for/behind the
attack to gain international support to justify the attack on Gaza, or claimed that it never
happened. In Hungary there were also doubts that hostages had been taken, while in Italy
Hamas’ actions were described as an act of resistance against Israeli occupation and
oppression.

In Hungary, Italy and Poland, there was a very small amount of content about an alleged
taboo on criticism of Israel, claiming that Israel can't be criticized, and, in Italy, accusing it of
labelling criticism as antisemitism.

Speaking about Israel with classic antisemitic stereotypes was mainly present in Hungary
using conspiratorial and classic antisemitic narratives in relation to Israel.

3.1.2 Conspiratorial antisemitism

Conspiratorial antisemitism was one of the most widespread narrative categories in all countries

analysed. It was the most common category in Hungary and Romania, and the second most prevalent

in Italy and Poland.

Narratives about Jewish control and power were prevalent in all countries. The most
common version in Hungary, Romania, and Poland claimed that Jews controlled local politics,
political parties, politicians, or governments. In Hungary and Poland, this extended to claims
that Jews also control the media (e.g., news outlets, television channels), international
organisations (e.g., the EU, NATO), institutions, and banks. In Poland, these entities, along
with Israeli products, were not only portrayed as controlled by Jews, but also as tools of
espionage and deception. Mentions of “American Jews” as symbols of Jewish control over the
US also appeared in Hungary and Poland, and alleged US control over Israel was present in
Romania. In Italy, such claims took the form of Israel’s alleged control of the US and the EU.
In Hungary, claims included mentions of Jewish power and lobby, the idea that Jews were
buying and occupying Hungary, and accusations that they were spreading harmful ideologies
to expand their influence. In ltaly, narratives suggested that Israel enjoys international
impunity. In Romania, Jews were accused of controlling the Russian-Ukrainian war and
seeking to divide or destroy Christianity.

Narratives linking Jews to Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky were prevalent in all
countries except Italy. These narratives mainly claimed that Jews, through Zelensky, were
responsible for the Russian-Ukrainian war. In Italy, probably due to the greater geographical
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distance from Ukraine, only one piece of content suggested that Zelensky benefited from the
protection of the Jewish lobby.

e Narratives of so-called Judeo-communism appeared in Hungary and Poland, claiming that
Jews created communism and were responsible for the communist regimes in those
countries. In Romania, it was claimed that Jews were behind communist movements aimed
at subverting capitalist societies. In Poland, it was used to discredit someone.

e The Great Replacement theory was most prominent in Hungary and Romania, claiming that
Jews wanted to replace “white natives” and weaken traditional societies.

e Mentions of philanthropist George Soros appeared in Hungary, Romania and Italy. In
Romania, Soros was accused of destabilising governments, while in Italy he was portrayed as
a symbol of Jewish financial power. In Hungary, Soros was described using classic antisemitic
tropes (e.g., liar, traitor, Satan, speculator) and was linked to the so-called “Soros Plan” (the
term was introduced in Hungary by the Fidesz government in 2015, referring to Soros’s
alleged plan to bring migrants to Hungary and Europe, resembling the Great Replacement
theory).

e Narratives related to the COVID-19 pandemic appeared to a limited extent in Romania and
sporadically in Hungary, Italy, and Poland. These often claimed that Jews had invented or
spread COVID-19 as a means of control or profit. In Italy, some content compared the effects
of COVID-19 vaccines to Nazi atrocities against Jews.

e The New World Order theory, centred on alleged Jewish world domination and a supposed
“Jewish world government,” appeared on a small scale in Hungary, Italy, and Romania.

e Mentions of Jewish involvement in the llluminati were present in all countries except Italy.

e Content mentioning the Protocols of the Elders of Zion, a forged document from Russia in
the early 20th-century, appeared in Hungary, Italy, and Poland.

3.1.3 Classic antisemitic stereotypes

Classic antisemitic narratives were prevalent in all countries except Italy. It was the second most
common category in Hungary and Poland, the third in Romania, and the fourth in Italy.

e The portrayal of Jews as inherently evil was present in all four countries. While in Italy this
claim was made in general terms, in the other countries it carried additional layers. In Hungary
and Poland, Jews appeared as killers, murderers, or criminals, and in Poland also as terrorists
and the cause of global problems. In Hungary it was also suggested that Jews were trying to
provoke wars and conflicts. In Romania, these were more related to conspiratorial
antisemitism.

e Claims about Jewish disloyalty/dual loyalty appeared to varying degrees in all four countries,
claiming that Jews are disloyal to the countries in which they reside. While this narrative was
marginal in Poland, it was more prominent in Hungary, where Jews were accused of being
traitors who actively opposed Hungarian interests, and it was repeatedly suggested that they
should emigrate to the US or Israel, where they "really belong". In Romania, this narrative
appeared with claims that Jews prioritised a global agenda over national interests.
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e The portrayal of Jews as greedy or wealthy was also common in all countries. In Romania, this
claim was made without additional meanings, but in other countries Jews were often
portrayed as profiteers. In Hungary and Italy, they were portrayed as bankers or usurers, with
Italy also referring to Jews as merchants and invoking the Rothschild and Rockefeller families
as symbols of wealth. In Poland, Jews were described as stingy and accused of valuing money
over human life.

e Jews were commonly described as deceivers and liars in all four countries. In Hungary and
Romania, these claims were made in general terms, while in Italy and Poland, they were
mainly linked to Israel. The accusation that Jews lie appeared everywhere, in some cases
describing them as untrustworthy.

e Narratives about the alleged taboo of criticism of Jews appeared in all countries. In Hungary,
some content generally claimed that Jews were beyond criticism. In Poland, similar
statements were more directly linked to new antisemitism, with claims that Israel’s actions
were insufficiently criticised by the international community. In Romania, this narrative even
suggested that media freedom was restricted concerning topics related to Jews or Israel,
linking it to a broader conspiracy of Jewish control over the media.

e The portrayal of Jews as "the other" appeared in all countries, mainly framed by an "us versus
them" distinction. In Romania this was expressed in general terms, while in Hungary and
Poland it also focused specifically on the division between Jews and Hungarians/Poles. In
Hungary, there was an additional claim that Jews were not considered "white people," while
in Poland, the emphasis was on differentiating between Polish and Jewish origins, and also on
portraying Jews as seeking to destroy Poland. Claims of Jewish inferiority and dehumanisation
were present in both Hungary and Poland. In addition, in Hungary, the narratives also
described Jews as believing in their own superiority, referring to Jews as a race, and
mentioning alleged Jewish physical characteristics.

3.1.4 Holocaust denial and distortion

The narrative category Holocaust denial and distortion was one of the least common categories in all
four countries. In Italy, this category was practically only present in 2024. In Hungary and Romania,
Holocaust denial and distortion appeared mostly on far-right sites, while in Poland and Italy it
appeared on independent (mainstream) media sites.

e Content denying or distorting the Holocaust was present in various forms in all countries. In
Hungary, Romania and Poland it mainly consisted of questioning various facts of the
Holocaust (e.g., the number of victims) or distorting its seriousness or severity. In Hungary,
total denial of the Holocaust also appeared. In Romania and Italy, this category appeared in
the context of the Israel-Hamas war, and in Italy it was claimed that Jews use the Holocaust
as an instrument to justify the actions of the State of Israel. In Poland and Italy, it also
appeared that Jews and Israel have too much adapted to the role of victims and there is no
need to remember it anymore.
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Blurring the responsibility for the Holocaust was present in Hungary, Romania and Poland,
relativising the role of national actors and, in Poland, accusing Ukrainians of being the main
perpetrators of the Holocaust. In Romania, this narrative was often linked to nationalist
movements.

Blaming Jews for the Holocaust was present to a lesser extent in all countries. In Hungary,
Italy, and Poland, it was claimed that Jews (in Italy, Zionists) financed or controlled Adolf
Hitler. Another version of this narrative argued that the Holocaust was created for Jewish
interests, such as the creation of the State of Israel. In Poland, these narratives mainly blamed
the Jews for their passivity during the war and accused them of killing each other or
collaborating with the Nazis during the war. It also appeared that Jews were using the
Holocaust to obtain financial compensation. In Hungary, there were also claims that Jews
were victims of the Holocaust for a reason.

Describing the Holocaust as a positive event was present in all four countries. In Hungary and
Italy, this narrative mainly suggested that the Holocaust should be repeated, while in Romania
and ltaly it was claimed that Hitler was right.

Narratives drawing analogies between the actions of the Nazis during World War Il and the
actions of the Jews today (often referring to Israel) appeared in all countries except Poland.
In Hungary, references to “Jewish Nazis” often appeared as hate speech. In Italy, Jews were
compared to Nazis on the basis that both groups considered themselves superior to others,
in some cases even claiming that Jews were the natural heirs of Nazi culture.

3.1.5 Traditional, religion-based antisemitism

Traditional religion-based antisemitism was one of the least common narrative categories in all

countries. It was the least prevalent category in Hungary, Italy and Poland, and the second least

common in Romania. In Hungary and Italy the emergence of this category was more linked to specific

issues than in the case of the other categories.

Narratives about deicide appeared in all countries except Poland, blaming the Jews for the
death of Jesus, and in Hungary also for his betrayal.

Blood libel/child murder narratives appeared in Hungary and Romania. The blood libel myth
had a historical presence in these countries, claiming that the Jews murder/poison children
and enjoy when children die. In Hungary in 2024, this appeared in connection with the claim
that Israel deliberately kills Palestinian children.

Content depicting Jews as Satan or the Devil was present in all four countries. These claimed
that Jews appeared to be Satanists/Satan's servants. In Hungary, it also appeared that Jews
are the descendants of Satan, while in Romania it was claimed that the Antichrist is or will be
Jewish, setting Jews in opposition to Christianity.

The portrayal of Jews as the “other” (in the religious sense) was common in all countries,
describing the Jewish religion negatively (e.g., as fanatical, violent, heretical, strange, or bad)
and ridiculing Jewish religious rituals. In Poland, there was also content about paedophiles in
rabbinical schools and the mistreatment of non-Jews in the Talmud. In Romania, it was
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claimed that Judaism inherently promotes a sense of superiority, with accusations that Jews
deviate from or oppose Christian beliefs, often labelling them as enemies of the faith. In Italy
and Hungary, negative references to Jews as "the chosen people" also appeared. In Hungary,
circumcision was also frequently mentioned negatively, and was the basis for many code
words for Jews.

3.2 Antisemitic content beyond narratives

3.2.1 Antisemitic hate speech

Hate speech appeared in all the countries surveyed, with the highest prevalence in the Hungarian
dataset.

Two different types of hate speech emerged in almost all countries:
e Hate speech that explicitly targets Jews, and
e Hate speech that includes the word "Jew" as a negative marker.

In Hungary, hate speech appeared mainly in comments on far-right sites, while the second type —
using the word "Jew" negatively but targeting others — was also more common in other media
categories, such as mainstream and biased/hyper-partisan sites. In Italy, hate speech was mainly
present in Facebook comments, often targeting Israel and linked to new antisemitic narratives. In
Poland, hate speech appeared mainly in tabloids, while in Romania it had a conspiratorial tone and
was most common in comments, with the second type of hate speech appearing on far-right and
conspiratorial/fake news sites. In addition, antisemitic jokes and sayings appeared in both Hungary
and Poland.

3.2.2 Antisemitic violence

Content calling for violence against Jews appeared in all countries and also increased significantly in
2024.

In almost all countries, calls for violence against Jews were to some extent linked to events on and
after 7 October. In Italy and Romania, these narratives appeared only in this context, in comments
under articles about the conflict. In Poland, they appeared mainly on tabloid and biased/hyper-
partisan websites. Some of this content was also related to Israel, but calls for Jews to be expelled
from the countries where they live or to be exterminated/killed also appeared. In Hungary,
incitement to violence appeared mainly on far-right sites and mainly called for Jews to be killed. There
were also some against President Volodymyr Zelensky and calls for a new Holocaust.
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3.3 Issues provoking antisemitism

In terms of the issues that provoked antisemitism, the countries analysed can be divided into two
groups. In Italy and Poland, antisemitism was mainly provoked by conflicts in the Middle East and
Israel, especially by the events on and after 7 October 2023. In Italy, the presence of antisemitism
was closely linked to these issues not only in 2024, but also in 2023. In Poland, additional factors also
contributed, such as the antisemitic activities of a far-right politician and various domestic events.

In Hungary and Romania, by contrast, the connection between antisemitic content and specific topics
was less direct. In Romania, antisemitic narratives appeared across a wide range of subjects, though
domestic politics tended to trigger antisemitism in general, while finance and banking were more
likely to provoke conspiratorial narratives. In Hungary, antisemitic content appeared in comments
under almost any topic. Some narrative types, such as traditional, religion-based antisemitism, were
more closely linked to specific subjects, while the topic of an article often influenced the particular
elements of the antisemitic narratives that emerged.

3.4 Code words used for Jews, examples

In all four countries, various code words are used to refer to Jews and Israel. In Hungary, Italy and
Poland, some terms are associated with the alleged, stereotypical Jewish appearances or
occupations. In Hungary and Poland, code words are often based on formal similarities or phonetic
substitutions, using identical or similar-sounding letters. These words typically exploit the similarity
between the first syllable of the word for "Jew" or "Jewish" (in the local language) and other terms.
In addition, word contractions are common as code words in these two countries, often referring not
directly to Jews but to perceived Jewish power and influence. In all countries, highly offensive,
dehumanising and derogatory terms are also used to refer to Jews.
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4. Conclusion

The research analysed changes in online antisemitic narratives following the Hamas terrorist
attack on Israel on 7 October 2023 and the subsequent war.

These events led to a significant increase in online content related to Jews across all countries
examined, with a corresponding rise in the amount of antisemitic content.

In all countries, the amount of data collected in 2024 was higher than in 2023. The smallest
increase was in Hungary, where the data increased by about one and a half times in 2024. In
Romania, the data increased by almost three times, in Poland by almost five times, and in Italy
by almost seven times. In all countries, most of the data consisted of comments, where most
of the antisemitic content was found.

Antisemitic content increased proportionally in 2024 only in Italy. In Poland and Romania it
remained more or less the same as in 2023, while in Hungary it decreased slightly.

The proportion of most narratives also decreased in almost all countries except Italy.
However, new antisemitism increased significantly in all countries, driven due to the events
of 7 October and the subsequent Israel-Hamas war.

In Italy and Poland, new antisemitism was the most prevalent narrative category, while in
Hungary and Poland it was conspiratorial antisemitism.

The content examined was categorised into the previously defined antisemitic narratives, and
almost all of them appeared in the period examined. In addition, a number of code words for
Jews were identified in the content.
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5. Methodology

The research aimed to examine antisemitic narratives in online textual content - such as comments,
articles and Facebook posts - before and after 7 October 2023. We analysed content from websites
and Facebook pages of previously defined media outlets. The content was collected using social
listening software based on pre-defined keywords, covering the same period in both 2023 and 2024.
The research was conducted in four countries (Hungary, Italy, Poland and Romania) by national
research teams coordinated by Political Capital, using the same methodology.

Definition of antisemitism

The basis of the research was the International Holocaust Remembrance Alliance’s (IHRA) working
definition of antisemitism: “Antisemitism is a certain perception of Jews, which may be expressed as
hatred toward Jews. Rhetorical and physical manifestations of antisemitism are directed toward
Jewish or non-Jewish individuals and/or their property, toward Jewish community institutions and
religious facilities.” A detailed explanation of the definition, along with illustrative examples, is
available on the IHRA website?.

5.1 Data collection

In our research, we analysed online textual content: articles, posts and comments from websites and
Facebook pages. The data was collected using social listening software, SentiOne. SentiOne scrapes
data in a given timeframe, from the given media sources based on the given keywords.

5.1.1 Keywords

We defined four keywords that we used to identify potentially relevant content in all countries: 1)
Jews, 2) Israel, 3) Holocaust, 4) Zionism/Zionist. In addition, we included specific keywords relevant
to each country3. In languages where these words could have different endings, we used the base
form of the keywords followed by an asterisk (*). This approach allowed SentiOne to identify results
for all variations and endings of the keywords.

5.1.2 Sources monitored

With input from the national research teams, Political Capital identified six categories of online media
to monitor content from: 1) independent (mainstream) media, 2) mainstream tabloids, 3) (hyper-
)partisan/biased media, 4) right-wing/far-right sites, 5) fake news/conspiratorial sites, 5) left-
wing/far-left sites. We collected pages for each category in all countries, including media outlets’
websites and Facebook pages . In all countries, we selected the three media outlets per category with
the most results for our keywords in the same time period.

2 |HRA working definition of antisemitism: https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-

antisemitism

3 HU: biboldo, bibsi; IT: rabbin, talmudist; PL: zymianie, mycki, pejsy a ndparchy; RO: jid, lud, mosaic, ovre and khazar.
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e Independent (mainstream) media: Independent media in all countries, with content is mainly
focused on public life: politics, economics, international news. In Romania, these platforms
represent diverse political and audience perspectives. In Poland, these media are strongly
associated with left-wing and centrist politics.

e Far-right pages: Pages often promoting nationalist, xenophobic, or extremist ideologies,
including antisemitic narratives. In Poland, they refer to the teachings of the Catholic Church.
In Italy, these sometimes also promote sovereignist, traditionalist, anti-European, and anti-
globalist ideologies, and show affinities with neo-fascism, sometimes recalling Mussolini's
fascist government.

e Mainstream tabloids: Media outlets focusing mainly on celebrity news. These pages focus on
sensationalist and entertainment-driven content, often prioritizing headlines that grab
attention. In Poland, these portals are extremely popular and usually rank in the top in Polish
readership rankings.

e Fake news/conspiratorial sites: Media outlets mainly promoting fake news, disinformation
and conspiracy theories on various topics. In Poland, they are right-wing, anti-EU, and actors
associated with these are also known for antisemitic comments, and are also strongly
associated with the extreme right.

e Pro-government partisan/biased media: Pages promoting content aligned with specific
political or ideological agendas. In Hungary, these media outlets are dominated by pro-
government media conglomerates and focus on promoting the political agenda of the Fidesz
government. In Italy, they are inspired by liberal conservatism, with conservative positions on
social and cultural issues, and liberalist ones on economics. In Poland, these are conservative
portals with strong visible support for Christian traditions and appear as unequivocally right-
wing on the political spectrum.

o Left-wing/far-left pages: Communist- and Marxist-inspired sites, critical of modern capitalism
and modern imperialism. In Italy, these criticise the EU and the globalization. In Hungary, the
one page included is an independent left-wing news portal that publishes daily news,
editorials, analysis and live coverage.

5.1.3 Monitoring period

Based on our previous experiences in coding textual content into previously defined categories and
the resources available to the project, we set a goal of analysing 7,000 pieces of content per country.
Because we wanted to examine changes in antisemitic narratives after 7 October 2023, we chose the
same time period in both 2023 and 2024. This was determined by identifying the country with the
least data for our keywords and calculating how many days were needed, starting from a chosen date
(in this case, 1 April), for the downloaded data in that country to exceed 7,000 pieces of content. As
a result, data collection in all countries was standardised to the same timeframe: April 1 and April 15,
13:00.

5.1.4 The amount of data analysed

We filtered each dataset to include more than 7,000 pieces of content, maintaining the original
proportions of keywords, sources (websites and Facebook pages), and years within the dataset. This
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approach resulted in the following proportions of the total downloaded dataset being analysed in
each country: Romania - 100%, Hungary - 73%, Italy - 44%, and Poland - 35%.

In all countries the amount of data collected in 2024 was higher than in 2023. The smallest increase
was in Hungary, where the data increased by about one and a half times in 2024. In Romania the data
increased by almost three times, in Poland by almost five times and in Italy by almost seven times. In
all countries most of the data consisted of comments.
The amount of data also varied between countries by media category:
e Hungary: The majority of data came from far-right pages, followed by mainstream media,
biased outlets, tabloids, and minimal data from conspiratorial and left-wing sources.
e |taly: Most data came from mainstream media, followed by tabloids, biased outlets, left-wing
and conspiratorial sources, with very little data from far-right pages.
e Poland: Most data came from tabloids, followed by biased outlets, mainstream media, far-
right pages, conspiratorial sites and very little from left-wing sources.
e Romania: Most of the data came from mainstream media, followed by conspiratorial sites,
tabloids, far-right sources, biased outlets and a small amount of data from left-wing sources.

Examined content in media categories
Total T
Mainstream | Far-right | Conspiratorial Biased Tabloid Left amountof | am
data/year ¢
2023 671 1300 38 626 130 22 2787
Hungary
2024 1410 1949 49 646 86 81 4221 7
Italy 2023 704 1 9 19 142 15 890
2024 4987 38 151 284 518 185 6163 7
2023 310 137 51 63 674 1 1236
Poland
2024 601 224 253 1041 3697 2 5818 7
. 12023 809 191 469 85 293 0 1847
Romania
2024 3332 361 959 127 385 1 5165 7

5.2 Coding the data

5.2.1 Conceptual framework

Using publicly available resources, such as studies, research reports, scientific articles, etc., Political
Capital developed a conceptual framework to define the theoretical background of the research. In
addition to stating that the research was based on the IHRA's working definition of antisemitism, the
document thoroughly presented the main categories of antisemitic narratives and sub-narratives on
which the research was based. All partners had the opportunity to discuss, comment on, and add to
the content of the conceptual framework. The conceptual framework was also discussed with
members of the BOND project’s Advisory Board and external experts.
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5.2.2 Finalising the methodology and creating a methodology guide

Finalising the research methodology involved multiple discussions - including consultations with an
expert member of the BOND Advisory Board and several attempts to analyse and code online texts
in different ways. From these efforts, the final categories for coding the data were established. Four
classifications were defined for the nature of content:
1. Antisemitic — Content that contained at least one antisemitic narrative.
2. Potentially antisemitic — Content that included a narrative that could be either interpreted
as both antisemitic and non-antisemitic, or it appeared antisemitic only in light of the context
(the article/post it was responding to).
3. Not understandable — Content that was incomprehensible (this category was almost only
applicable to comments).
4. Not antisemitic — Content that did not include any antisemitic narratives.

Based on the conceptual framework, five main categories of antisemitic narratives were identified,
each containing sub-categories (the details and definitions of these categories will be described
later):

e Classic antisemitic stereotypes
Traditional, religion-based antisemitism (anti-Judaism)
Conspiratorial antisemitism,
Holocaust denial and distortion,

New antisemitism (antisemitism based on criticism of Israel).

Two additional categories were defined: "hate speech" and "call for violence".

The coding process was described in detail in a methodology guide.

As part of the coding process, coders were required to document the antisemitic phrases identified
in the content. For comments, they also had to record the context - specifically, the subject of the
article or post under which the comment was written.

5.2.3 Training of the coders

After sharing the conceptual framework and the methodology guide with the national research
teams, Political Capital organised a meeting to explain and discuss these documents and the process
and to provide space for questions. Throughout the research process, the research teams met
regularly to discuss issues and questions that arose during the research process.

To ensure a common understanding of the theoretical framework and to increase the reliability of
the research - within the constraints of resources and team capacities - the research process included
a learning phase. During this phase, 350 pieces of content were filtered from the dataset while
maintaining the original proportions of results by keyword, media category, and year. A slight
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overrepresentation of results for the keyword "Israel" was included, based on the assumption that
identifying new antisemitism would be the greatest challenge. In each country, two members of the
national research teams coded these data independently. Their results were then compared and
discrepancies were discussed to reach an agreement. In cases where agreement could not be
reached, they were given the opportunity to consult with Political Capital for further clarification.

5.2.4 The coding process

Coding the data followed the same procedure across all countries. The national teams received their
content in an Excel file, which included all relevant properties (e.g., comment/article/post, date of
publishing, source, context, etc.). During the coding process, coders read the content itself and, for
comments, also examined the context.

If antisemitic narratives were identified in the content, coders labelled it as either antisemitic or
potentially antisemitic, defined the antisemitic narrative, and categorised it into a main antisemitic
narrative category along with one of its sub-categories. A single piece of content could be categorised
into multiple (maximum four) narrative categories, as it was possible for more than one antisemitic
narrative to appear within the same text. If the content did not contain any antisemitic narratives, or
if its meaning was not understandable, it was not assigned to any category.
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Introduction to the BOND project

The BOND (Building tOlerance, uNderstanding, and Dialogue across communities) project9 was
implemented from January 2023 to December 2024 in Hungary, Italy, Poland, and Romania. Its
primary goal was to address deep-rooted prejudices, hateful attitudes, and behaviors within society,
particularly those targeting European Jewry. The project also aimed to foster understanding,
tolerance, and dialogue. A significant focus was placed on educating young people about Judaism
and antisemitism, as well as promoting intercultural and inter-religious dialogue. Its activities
included researching antisemitism, monitoring antisemitic narratives, developing educational
curricula, training teachers, organising youth education and exchange programs, facilitating inter-
faith and inter-community dialogue, and hosting local roundtables on tolerance and social inclusion.
The project was guided by the definition of antisemitism established by the International Holocaust
Remembrance Alliance (IHRA).

4 |HRA working definition of antisemitism: https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-
antisemitism
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Research report — Hungary

Antisemitic narratives online in Hungary before and after the 7*" of
October 2023

Key findings

The research aimed to examine antisemitic narratives online before and after the Hamas
terrorist attack on Israel on 7 October 2023.

7008 pieces of content containing one of our keywords were analysed in Hungary, mainly
from far-right sites, mainstream media and biased/hyper-partisan sites, and a smaller number
from fake-news/conspiracy sites and left-wing sites. Most of the content was comments, 10%
were articles and there were some Facebook posts. The amount of data analysed increased
by about one and a half times from 2023 to 2024, showing the impact of 7 October and the
subsequent war.

52% of the analysed content contained either antisemitic or potentially antisemitic narratives,
i.e. narratives that can be interpreted as both antisemitic and not antisemitic. Most of these
were comments, and most antisemitic and potentially antisemitic content appeared on far-
right sites in both 2023 and 2024.

The proportion of antisemitic content decreased slightly in Hungary from 2023 to 2024. In
2023, 50.91% of the data was antisemitic and in 2024, 44.44%. The proportion of potentially
antisemitic content remained more or less the same, with 5.13% in 2023 and 5.45% in 2024.
The most common narrative category in the Hungarian data was conspiratorial antisemitism,
followed by classic stereotypes. New antisemitism (antisemitism based on criticism of Israel)
ranked third, followed by Holocaust denial and distortion, and traditional religion-based
antisemitism.

Even though the extent of antisemitic narratives increased in 2024, their proportion
altogether remained more or less the same. New antisemitism appeared almost seven times
more in 2024 proportionally increasing more than four times, while the proportion of the
other narrative categories decreased.

Antisemitic hate speech was relatively common in the Hungarian data, while content explicitly
calling for violence against Jews was less frequent.

The results show that antisemitism can be triggered by almost any topic. Antisemitic
narratives were found in the comments sections of articles on a wide range of topics, including
celebrity news, government decisions, and neutral topics. However, in many cases, the
subject of the article influenced elements of the appearing narratives, such as actors of a
conspiracy. Some narrative categories were strongly tied to specific topics (e.g. traditional,
religion-based antisemitism/anti-Judaism).

A number of code words are used to describe Jews, which can be divided into several
categories.
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Introduction

The research aimed to analyse changes in online antisemitic narratives following 7 October 2023 —
Hamas’s terror attack on Israel and the subsequent war. These events led to a rise in antisemitism
across Europe, making it necessary to examine how online antisemitic narratives had evolved. The
development of the research methodology and categories were completed in late 2023 and early
2024, and the research began in the spring of 2024.

Recognising and defining antisemitism in relation to Israel, i.e. distinguishing between legitimate and
illegitimate criticism of Israel, has become particularly challenging since 7 October. Our research is
based on the International Holocaust Remembrance Alliance’s (IHRA) working definition of
antisemitism>, which is accepted by 43 countries and several international organisations including
the EU and most of its member states.

The research was conducted simultaneously in four countries—Hungary, Italy, Poland, and
Romania—using the same methodology. It focused on textual content, including articles, comments,
and Facebook posts. The content was collected using social listening software from the websites and
Facebook pages of the most relevant national media outlets across five media categories:
independent (mainstream) media, biased/hyper-partisan media, mainstream tabloids, left-wing
sites, far-right pages, and fake news/conspiratorial sites. The scraping process was guided by
keywords designed to detect antisemitic content. Four core keywords—Jew, Israel, Holocaust, and
Zionism/Zionist—were used in all countries in their respective local languages. Additionally, country-
specific keywords were included. In languages where these words could have different endings, their
base forms were followed by an asterisk (*), enabling the collection of results for all variations and
endings.

The research focused on the period from 1-15 April in both 2023 and 2024, with nearly 7,000 pieces
of content analysed in each country. All content was examined by the national research teams and
classified as either antisemitic, potentially antisemitic (content that could be interpreted as both
antisemitic and not antisemitic), not understandable, or not antisemitic.

Drawing on publicly available resources—such as studies, research reports, and scientific articles—
five main categories of antisemitic narratives were defined: classic antisemitic stereotypes,
conspiratorial antisemitism, traditional religion-based antisemitism, Holocaust denial and distortion,
and new antisemitism (antisemitism based on the criticism of Israel). In addition to these, two
supplementary categories were established: hate speech and calls for violence against Jews. Each
piece of content was thoroughly analysed and assigned to one or more of these categories.

> IHRA working definition of antisemitism: https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-

antisemitism
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1. The extent of antisemitic content in the national dataset
1.1 The extent of antisemitic content in the dataset

Antisemitic and potentially antisemitic content was present in 52% of the Hungarian dataset. Out
of a total 7008 pieces of content, 3295 were labelled as antisemitic, 373 as potentially antisemitic,
3101 as not antisemitic, and 239 as not understandable.

9. Figure: Proportion of antisemitic content in the full dataset.
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W antisemitic M potentially antisemitic B notunderstandable ® notantisemitic

1.2 Distribution of the content examined

The vast majority of the downloaded content were comments, and most antisemitic content
appeared in them. About 87.5% of the downloaded content was comments (6134), about 10.5%
were articles (744), and only about 2% were Facebook posts (130). Antisemitic narratives appeared
predominantly in comments, of which over 53% (3261) were antisemitic, 6% (362) were potentially
antisemitic, 37% (2272) were not antisemitic, and about 4% (239) were not understandable.
Regarding articles, 94% (700) were not antisemitic, 5% (34) were antisemitic, and 1% (10) were
potentially antisemitic. Nearly all posts were not antisemitic, with only one categorised as potentially
antisemitic.
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10. Figure: Distribution of the different types of content examined in the full dataset.
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1.3 Antisemitism in the different types of media

In Hungary, the majority of antisemitic content was found on far-right pages, making up 68.7% of all
antisemitic content in the dataset. This was followed by independent mainstream media outlets
(16.5%), biased/hyper-partisan sites (10.1%), mainstream tabloids (2.3%), fake news/conspiratorial
sites (1.8%), and left-wing sites (0.6%). A similar pattern was observed with potentially antisemitic
content, most of which also appeared on far-right pages (51.2%). Independent mainstream media
outlets accounted for (25.7%), biased/hyper-partisan sites (17.4%), mainstream tabloids (2.4%), left-
wing sites (2.1%), and fake news/conspiratorial sites (1.1%).

With more data in the dataset in 2024, the number of antisemitic content also increased but its
proportion remained relatively stable on mainstream media sites compared the all data from this
media category. However, it increased on left-wing and conspiratorial sites and decreased slightly on
tabloid, biased/hyper-partisan, and far-right pages.

Antisemitic (including both antisemitic and potentially antisemitic) content was most prevalent on
far-right media sites, both quantitatively (2,455 pieces) and proportionally (75.5%), especially in
comments. Proportionally, antisemitic content was also present in 71% of the data collected from
conspiratorial sites, although the absolute number was relatively small (62 pieces). In all other media
categories, the proportion of antisemitic content was quite similar (mainstream - 30.7%, biased -
29.8%, tabloid - 39.3%, and left-wing 28.1%). However, when looking at the total amount of content,
larger differences emerged: the mainstream and biased media categories contained the highest
number of antisemitic content (640 and 379, respectively), while fewer were found in the tabloid (85)
and left-wing (29) media categories.
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11. Figure: Presence of antisemitic content within the different media categories.
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e 2. Overview and extent of the different types of antisemitic
content

2.1 Content with antisemitic narratives

The conceptual framework of the research identified the following five main antisemitic categories.
Within each of these main categories, narratives and sub-narratives were defined.

e Classic stereotypes: Narratives historically rooted in antisemitic prejudice. These encompass
hatred of Jews based on their existence as human beings, not simply as adherents of the
Jewish religion. It does so through contradictory logic that sees Jews as both overly powerful
and weak or even subhuman. Classic stereotypes include for example that Jews are evil,
greedy, disloyal or liars.®

e Traditional, religion-based antisemitism (anti-Judaism): Traditional religion-based
Judeophobia, or traditional antisemitism, refers to anti-Jewish sentiments rooted in beliefs
associated with either the perceived Christian or Jewish religion and traditions. Traditional,

SMatthias J. Becker et al., "Antisemitic Comments on Facebook Pages of Leading British, French,
and German Media Outlets”, Humanities & Social Sciences Communications 9, 2022

https://www.ncbi.nIm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC9520959/#Fn3; Matthias J. Becker et al., "Decoding
Antisemitism " Palgrave Macmillan, 2024, p. 11, 13; ADL Antisemitic Myths. https://antisemitism.adl.org/
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religion-based antisemitic narratives include for example blood libel/child murder, deicide or
Jews are Satanic.’

e Conspiratorial antisemitism: Conspiracy theories have perpetuated antisemitic beliefs by
suggesting that Jews wield undue influence for personal gain and conspire to dominate
spheres such as the media, politics, and the economy. Many of these theories are rooted in
the antisemitic myth of the "hidden hand," and blame Jews, or actors perceived to be Jewish,
for the world's worst tragedies, such as instigating wars or even causing COVID-19.
Conspiratorial antisemitic narratives include for example Jewish power/control, Judeo-
Communism, Great Replacement Theory® or New World Order Theory®.1°

® Holocaust denial and distortion: Holocaust denial or distortion seeks to deny or misrepresent
the historical facts of the Nazi genocide of the Jewish people. Holocaust denial includes
denying the scale or methods used by the Nazis and their allies during the Holocaust.
Holocaust denial and distortion promote the false idea that Jews invented or exaggerated the
Holocaust and they profited from it. Holocaust denial and distortion narratives include for
example blaming Jews for the Holocaust or depicting the Holocaust as a positive event.!?

e New antisemitism: New antisemitism refers to the expression of anti-Jewish sentiment
directed at Israel. A key function of new antisemitism is to enable the expression of
antisemitic views in a way that appears politically acceptable. We define new antisemitism
using Natan Sharansky's 3D test: demonisation, double standards and delegitimisation. New
antisemitism includes for example Nazi/Apartheid/Colonialism Analogy, claiming that Israel is
a terrorist state or that Israeli bears influence on media.'?

The most prevalent narrative category in the Hungarian data was conspiratorial antisemitism,
appearingin 19.1% (1,339 pieces) of the examined content. This was followed by classic stereotypes,

7 1ldiké Barna et al., "Survey of Antisemitic Prejudices in the Visegrad Countries - Research Report”, Tom Lantos Institute,
2022, p. 13.

https://tomlantosinstitute.hu/files/en-205-sapvc-20220420-done-rc-online-new.pdf

8 The Great Replacement Theory is a conspiracy theory rooted in the belief that the white race is under threat of extinction
at the hands of Jews and other minorities. This theory also known as white replacement theory or white genocide theory,
claims there is an intentional effort, led by Jews, to promote mass non-white immigration, inter-racial marriage, and
other efforts that would lead to the “extinction of whites.” https://www.ajc.org/translatehate/great-replacement

The New World Order theory is a conspiracy theory claiming that a small group of powerful individuals working in secret
to establish all-powerful control. The conspiracy theory behind the New World Order involving Jewish leaders is based
on the idea that Jews have formed a power structure in which they control every aspect of humankind — the economy,
media, and political landscape. https://www.ajc.org/translatehate/New-World-Order

101diké Barna et al., "Survey of Antisemitic Prejudices in the Visegrad Countries - Research Report”, Tom Lantos Institute,
2022, pp. 13-14.

https://tomlantosinstitute.hu/files/en-205-sapvc-20220420-done-rc-online-new.pdf

= IHRA Working Definition of Holocaust Denial and Distortion (2013).
https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-holocaust-denial-distortion

12 ADL Antisemitic Myths: Anti-zionism https://antisemitism.adl.org/anti-zionism/
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present in 14.4% (1,011 pieces). New antisemitism ranked third with 11.6% (811 pieces), while
Holocaust denial and distortion appeared in 2.8% (198 pieces), and traditional religion-based
antisemitism in 2.6% (184 pieces).

12. Figure: Proportion of antisemitic narrative categories in the full dataset.
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The proportion of antisemitic content remained roughly the same over two years with most narrative
categories declining proportionally, except new antisemitism. The number of new antisemitic
narratives, rose nearly sevenfold, resulting in a proportional increase of over four times. In contrast,
the amount of other narratives remained relatively stable in 2024, leading to a slight proportional
decrease, with traditional, religion-based narratives showing a more notable decline.

13. Figure: Proportion of antisemitic narratives in the dataset for 2023 and 2024 (separately).
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2.2 Antisemitic content beyond narratives

Besides narratives, two other types of antisemitic content were examined : hate speech and calls for
violence.

e Hate speech: Hateful content that either explicitly targets Jews or includes the word "Jew" as

a negative marker based on antisemitic narratives.

e Call for violence: Content that incites violence of any kind against Jews.
Hate speech was relatively common in the Hungarian data, appearing in 14% (998 pieces) of the
content, with a slight decrease in 2024. Content calling for violence against Jews was less common,
appearing in around 1% (103 pieces) of the data, its amount increased by in 2024 but proportionally
its extent remained unchanged.

14. Figure: Proportion of antisemitic categories beyond narratives in the full dataset.
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15. Figure: Proportion of antisemitic categories beyond narratives in the dataset for 2023 and 2024 (separately).
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3. Types of antisemitic content in the data examined

3.1 Content of antisemitic narratives

3.1.1 Conspiratorial antisemitism

The most common type of antisemitic narrative was conspiratorial antisemitism, which appeared in
19.1% of the data examined. The prevalence of this narrative remained relatively high over the two
years, but its proportion decreased in 2024. As the most widespread narrative type, it was present in
all media categories, mainly in comments and occasionally in articles. These narratives were not tied
to specific topics but appeared in relation to a variety of subjects.

The most common narrative concerned alleged Jewish control/power. It claims that Jews control or
support various actors and fields to pursue their interests. The subject of the narratives - who or what
is controlled by Jews - was in many cases strongly linked to current events. Many versions of Jewish
control appeared, such as:

® Political actors: According to the narratives, many Hungarian and foreign political actors were
controlled by Jews. In many cases, this accusation was made explicitly, or it was stated that
the actor in question was either perceived as Jewish or supported by Jews. Code words were
also used to express this narrative, such as "zsidesz", a combination of the words "Jew"
("zsidd") and the name of the ruling party, "Fidesz". Almost all political actors were accused
of being controlled or supported by Jews, but most often, the narrative focused on the ruling
Fidesz party and Péter Magyar, leader of the newly formed opposition TISZA Party, founded
in 2024. Other opposition actors, such as former Prime Minister Ferenc Gyurcsany and his
Democratic Coalition (Demokratikus Koalicié) party, and the far-right Our Homeland (Mi
Hazank) party and its deputy leader Déra Durd, were also subjects of these narratives. Among
foreign political actors, European leaders were mentioned most frequently: European
Commission President Ursula von der Leyen; former EU High Representative for Foreign
Affairs and Security Policy Josep Borell; leaders of European states, including Emmanuel
Macron, Andrzej Duda, Mateusz Morawiecki, and Volodymyr Zelensky (see below for details).
Vladimir Putin and Joe Biden were also mentioned, as well as the German far-right party AfD,
and historical figures such as Napoleon Bonaparte and Adolf Hitler (see also Holocaust
narratives).

e [nternational organisations: UN, EU, NATO, WHO, charities, etc.

e Countries: Mostly Hungary, Germany and the USA were mentioned, but many other countries
also appeared in this context.

e The world of finance: the local and global economy, banks, the stock market, and
multinational corporations. In some narratives, Jewish big capital was mentioned as a source
of influence.

e Media in Hungary: news media such as Index, Telex, 444, HVG, Lakmusz; television channels
such as ATV, RTL Klub.

® [nstitutions in Hungary: courts, universities, scientific organisations, churches.
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There were also numerous other references to Jewish power, often described as the secret pursuit
of Jewish interests. These included references to the "Jewish lobby" and the belief that Jews were
seeking world domination. A particularly common element of these narratives was the figure of the
"American Jew", which referred to the alleged Jewish control over the United States and its activities.
Some narratives claimed that Jews intended to buy or occupy Hungary by acquiring its waters, lands,
and real estate. There were also claims that Jews spread ideologies such as multiculturalism,
liberalism, communism, anarchism, gender/LGBTQI ideology, and even democracy, which was
mentioned as a tool to establish their dictatorship.

The narrative that Jews control Ukraine through Volodymyr Zelensky, the president of Ukraine, who
allegedly represented Jewish interests, was also prevalent. These narratives took various forms,
claiming that Jews were behind the Russian-Ukrainian war and often included hate speech and
various derogatory markers and code words for Zelensky.

The notion of Judeo-Communism also appeared in some narratives that depicted Jews as Bolsheviks
or Communists who had played a political role under socialism/communism. It was also claimed that
members of the State Protection Authority, the state security service of the communist dictatorship
in Hungary, were Jewish.

The Great Replacement theory was also present in the content examined in Hungary, claiming that
Jews wanted the "white natives" in Europe to disappear. To achieve this, they control migration from
other continents, either by organising it or by backing politicians who support it. Some narratives
suggested that Jews wanted to make Hungary or Ukraine the “new Israel”.

Narratives about the philanthropist George Soros also emerged, often highlighting his alleged
influence on the Western world, the USA, Europe, Hungary and the economy. These narratives often
characterised him with classic antisemitic labels such as liar, traitor, Satan, speculator, etc. The "Soros
Plan" was also mentioned, a term that was introduced in Hungary by the Fidesz government in 2015,
referring to Soros’s alleged plan to bring migrants to Hungary and Europe, resembling the Great
Replacement Theory. Since 2017, the government has used it to discredit various actors - NGOs,
institutions, and politicians - accusing them of being “Soros agents” implementing the “Soros Plan”.

Other less common narratives included the New World Order theory, which posits “Jewish world
domination” and a “Jewish world government”; and the llluminati, with accusations of "Jewish
freemasonry", citing figures such as Prime Minister Viktor Orban and the Hungarian poet Endre Ady
as examples. The COVID-19 pandemic also appeared in some narratives, with the virus and vaccines
pictured as tools for Jewish control of society. A few mentions of The Protocols of the Elders of Zion,
a fraudulent document from the early 20t century from Russia, were also present.
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Off all the narratives, those concerning Jewish control and power were the most common, with their
prevalence increasing from 2023 to 2024. The appearance of the Great Replacement theory and the
New World Order theory also increased slightly by 2024. In contrast, narratives involving Volodymyr
Zelensky, about George Soros, and the COVID-19 pandemic decreased by 2024. The prevalence of
narratives on other topics remained more or less the same.

16. Figure: Sub-narratives of the antisemitic narrative category Conspiratorial antisemitism.
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3.1.2 Classic antisemitic stereotypes

Classic antisemitic narratives were the second most common in the Hungarian dataset, appearing in
14.4% of all examined content and across all media categories. The prevalence of these narratives
remained largely consistent between 2023 and 2024. While they were most frequently present in
comments, they also appeared occasionally in articles. Comments containing classic antisemitism
were present under articles on various topics.

Classic antisemitic narratives most commonly depict Jews as the “other”. These mentions can be
categorised into for groups.
1) Describing Jews as superior
a. Narratives that claim Jews think they are superior: these express that Jews think
they are smart, they know everything; they are arrogant, conceited, narcissistic,
they think they can do anything, nothing is good enough for them;
b. Narratives about Jews perceived as superior: these state that Jews are
intellectuals, they are in a privileged position, they look down on others.
2) Describing Jews as inferior: alleging that Jews are
a. stupid, useless, dirty, smelly, etc.
b. deviant (drug users, paedophiles, homosexuals);
c. parasites and bestial;
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d. not human (e.g. rats, worms, reptilian humanoid);

e. without a soul;

f. diseases of the world/humanity (e.g. cancer, plague).
3) Talking about Jews as a race: mentioning their alleged physical racial traits, such as the
“Jewish nose”.
4) Claiming that Jews are not white and/or not Hungarian.

Claims that Jews are deceivers and liars were also common. These depicted Jews as unfair and
dishonest: thieves, liars, cheaters, unreliable; also manipulative, playing the role of victim, cunning,
and ingenious.

Talk of Jews as evil was also widespread, including the following claims:

e Jews are killers, who want to kill white people/Hungarians/their enemies, they kill for their
interests, they enjoy seeing others die, and human life is not important to them;

e Jews think they are allowed to commit crimes, they don't have a conscience, they are the
people of revenge;

e Jews want bad for others, provoke conflicts and wars, are violent, manipulative, want only
good for themselves and want power;

e Jews poison wells, spread plague and desecrate graves;

e Jews provoked antisemitism by their evilness, so they are to blame for it.

Jews were widely portrayed as greedy and wealthy, with claims that they were rich, profiteering,
dispossessing others (e.g. Hungarians) and dominating big capital. Accusing Jews of disloyalty/dual
loyalty appeared too, by statements that they are traitors, serving foreign interests, stick together,
they are not loyal to Hungary and/or are against Hungarians. Statements that Jews should move to
Israel/ the US, “where they belong”. To a much lesser extent, claims that Jews being beyond criticism
(a taboo of criticism) also appeared.

The presence of the sub-narratives evil, disloyalty/dual loyalty, and taboo of criticism increased
slightly in 2024 within the narrative category, while mentions of Jews as the “other” decreased. Some
sub-narratives appeared only in connection with specific events, such as the campaign of the far-right
party Our Homeland against the registration and taxation of drilled wells, which triggered comments
about Jews allegedly poisoning wells. These sub-narratives disappeared once the issue was off the
political agenda.
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17. Figure: Sub-narratives of the antisemitic narrative category Classic antisemitic stereotypes.
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3.1.4 New antisemitism

New antisemitic narratives appeared in 11.6% of the whole data examined. The prevalence of new
antisemitism changed the most between the two years analysed, with the amount of new antisemitic
content increasing almost sevenfold with a proportional increase almost four times by 2024,
reflecting the impact of 7 October 2023 and the subsequent war. New antisemitic narratives
appeared in some articles and one post but were predominantly present in comments. Although
present in all media categories, this narrative type was most prevalent on far-right and independent
(mainstream) media sites, but its presence also increased on biased/hyper-partisan sites in 2024.
These narratives were primarily associated with war-related articles, with a notable concentration
around the Israeli army's accidental attack on the World Central Kitchen aid convoy on 1 April 2024,
and Iran’s large-scale drone and missile attack on Israel on 13 April.

The majority of new antisemitic content claimed that Israel is a terrorist state in two main forms: 1)
the State of Israel or Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu commits genocide or war crimes or
crimes against humanity; 2) the State of Israel or the Israeli Defence Forces operates as a terrorist
organisation.

Mentioning double standards concerning Israel was also common, either by claiming that Israel’s
actions are judged differently internationally, usually by saying that Israel should be judged more
harshly than it is. or by saying that Israel thinks that it is allowed to do things that others are not (e.g.,
not following rules, not taking responsibility, etc.).

Narratives about Israel’s responsibility for the Arab-Israeli/Hamas-Israeli conflict were also
widespread. These narratives suggested, on the one hand, that Israel had provoked the conflicts and
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was therefore responsible for the 7 October terrorist attack by Hamas, and, on the other hand, that
there had been no peace in the Middle East since Israel had been founded.

The delegitimisation of Israel, i.e. the claim that Israel is not a legitimate state, also emerged, with
calls for its destruction. The demonisation of Israel also appeared, depicting it as evil and picturing it
as a pro-war state which aims to bring the whole world to war. Depicting Israel with classic
antisemitic stereotypes was also common. These narratives claimed that Israel controls other
countries (e.g. Hungary, EU, USA), that it lies, that it is protected by the global Jewish (background)
power, that it always plays the role of the victim, or characterised Israel with derogatory terms often
used for Jews (e.g. rat, satanic).

Some content also used the colonialism analogy to depict Israel as an occupying state which aims to
colonialise areas or that its territory was by default a result of the occupation, stating that it was
stolen from the Palestinians. Claims about Israeli influence on the media were also present, either
stating that the Western media reports along Israel’s interests or that Israel manipulates news and
controls media freedom. Drawing an analogy between Israel’s activities and the Nazis also
appeared, suggesting that Israel’s politics is similar to the Nazis’, and that Israel commits a Holocaust
in Gaza. Narratives claiming Jews’ collective responsibility for Israel’s actions and describing Israel
as an apartheid or oppressor state were also present. Content denying or relativising the Hamas
attack of 7 October also appeared, either doubting that hostages had been taken, accusing Israel of
lying about the attack, claiming that Israel was responsible for the attack and deserved it, or claiming
that Israel was behind the attack and that it was a Mossad operation. One a very small scale,
narratives about the taboo of criticising Israel, accusing Israel for the Holocaust and denying Israel’s
right to self-determination also appeared.

In 2023, mentions of the colonialism analogy and claims that Israel is a terrorist state were the most
common, appearing mostly in comments. These appeared mostly under articles about Israeli actions
related to the Arab-Israeli conflict, such as reports of Israeli airstrikes in Syria, clashes at the Al-Aqgsa
Mosque in Jerusalem, and subsequent attacks from Lebanon and Gaza. In 2024, the prevalence of all
new antisemitic narratives had increased significantly, with a particular rise in describing Israel as a
terrorist state.
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18. Figure: Sub-narratives of the antisemitic narrative category New antisemitism.
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3.1.5 Holocaust Denial and Distortion

Holocaust denial and distortion was the second least common category in the Hungarian dataset,
appearing in 2.8% of all content. Its presence decreased slightly in 2024. These narratives appeared
most frequently in both years on far-right sites, mainly in comments and only occasionally in articles
(one on a far-right site, one on a conspiratorial site, and one on a biased media site).

Narratives denying or distorting the Holocaust mainly either questioned various elements of the
Holocaust, such as the number of victims, distorted its gravity and severity, or denied the Holocaust
altogether.

Blaming Jews for the Holocaust was also present, claiming that Jews were behind the Holocaust, for
example, by controlling Hitler, that they created the Holocaust to have a reason to create Israel
afterwards, that they participated in making the Holocaust happen, or that they became victims for
a reason.

Descriptions of the Holocaust as a positive event also appeared, mainly suggesting that it should
happen again. There were also examples of Nazi analogy, mainly talking about Jewish Nazis, often as
hate speech, and drawing parallels between the actions of the Nazis in World War Il and those of
Israel — or Jews — today. Some content aimed to blur the responsibility of the perpetrators of the
Holocaust, mainly by relativising the role of Hungary or Hungarian actors at the time, such as Miklds
Horthy, Hungary's head of state until October 1944 or Ferenc Szalasi, Hungary’s Nazi leader who
succeeded Horthy.

In 2024 the proportion of narratives denying and distorting the Holocaust decreased slightly, while
describing the Holocaust as a positive event increased a bit. In 2023, narratives denying or distorting
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the Holocaust appeared primarily in connection with articles about the Holocaust Memorial Day and
the death of Benjamin Ferencz, one of the prosecutors at the Nuremberg trials, which also triggered
content describing the Holocaust as a positive event. In 2024, such narratives appeared in connection
with the 80th anniversary of the Hungarian Holocaust and the 100th anniversary of the publication
of Adolf Hitler’'s Mein Kampf.

19. Figure: Sub-narratives of the antisemitic narrative category Holocaust denial and distortion.
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3.1.6 Traditional, religion-based antisemitism

Traditional, religion-based antisemitic narratives were the least common, appearing in 2.6% of all
data. In both 2023 and 2024, these narratives appeared on far-right sites, mostly in comments, with
one exception in an article. In 2024, the frequency of these narratives decreased, appearing in
comments under articles on any topic, but more often in the context of Israel. These narratives often
included various derogatory terms for circumcision, using them as code words for Judaism or Jewish
people.

Content in this category mostly portrayed Jews as the “other” in a religious sense, either speaking
negatively about the Jewish religion (e.g. it is hateful, fanatical/violent, disgusting, lying, immoral,
etc.) or referring negatively to Jews as the “chosen people”. Circumcision was also frequently
mentioned negatively and was the basis for many code words for Jews. Picturing Jews as Satan/devil
was also present, either by claiming that Jews are Satanists/believe in Satan or that they are the
descendants of Satan. Content about blood libel/child murder also appeared, portraying Jews as
child murderers, claiming that they murder/poison children, that they are happy when children die,
and also in connection with Israel deliberately killing Palestinian children. Content about deicide also
appeared on a small scale, claiming that Jews killed/betrayed Jesus.
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In 2023, these narratives appeared mainly in connection with specific events, such as an article about
an old and notorious child murder case in Hungary®3, which triggered much of the content about
blood libel. In 2024, blood libel narratives were more closely associated with the Hamas-Israel war.
Narratives about deicide and depictions of Jews as Satanic or "other" in a religious sense were most
prevalent in comments under articles about Easter.

20. Figure: Sub-narratives of the antisemitic narrative category Traditional, religion-based antisemitism.
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3.2 Antisemitic content beyond narratives

3.2.1 Antisemitic hate speech

Antisemitic hate speech appeared in 14% of the Hungarian dataset, distributed approximately equally
across the two years studied. The vast majority of it was found in comments on far-right pages and
in two far-right articles.

The data analysed revealed two distinct types of antisemitic hate speech:

1) Hate speech that explicitly targets Jews: This was most prevalent in comments on far-
right sites, although it also appeared in other media categories, albeit much less
frequently. Besides various forms of hate speech, antisemitic jokes and sayings also
appeared in this category.

2) Hate speech that includes the word "Jew" as a negative marker: This was also most
common on far-right sites, but appeared slightly more frequently on mainstream and
biased media sites than the previous type

13 The murder of a child in Kérmend in 1998 was portrayed by Hungarian far-right media as a blood libel, claiming that
the young girl was killed by a shochet (an Orthodox Jewish butcher) and that her blood was needed to start a new soft
drink manufacturing plant owned by a Jewish businessman.
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Hate speech was almost completely absent from left-wing sites.

3.2.2 Antisemitic violence

Some narratives explicitly called for violence against Jews. Although this category was the least
common, appearing in 1% of all data and only within comments, it contained deeply hateful
statements. These narratives were primarily found on far-right portals, but there were also
comments calling for violence on other sites, except left-wing sites.

One of the central narratives was the explicit call to kill Jews or the statement that Jews should be
killed/exterminated. Other narratives advocated various forms of harm to Jews. Related narratives
targeted Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky, with calls for his death or assassination. In
addition, Holocaust-related claims were prominent in this category, including calls for a new
Holocaust or the use of Holocaust-related language (e.g., references to shooting Jews in the Danube,
the "final solution", gassing, or burning Jews in boilers) to advocate violence.

3.3 Topics provoking antisemitism

The analysis of the content revealed that almost any topic can provoke antisemitism. Antisemitic
speech appeared in comments on a wide range of topics, from celebrity news to government
decisions to any kind of neutral topic. In many cases, the content of antisemitic speech in comments
was unrelated to the topic of the article under which it was written, although there were cases where
elements of the antisemitic narratives were closely related to the topic of the article. There were
some antisemitic narratives that appeared only under specific topics, such as the blood libel
narrative, which appeared only under articles about a child murder case in Kérmend, and the classic
antisemitic narrative about Jews poisoning wells, which appeared under articles about the far-right
Our Homeland party's petition about drilled wells.

3.4 Code words used for Jews

Several code words were used to describe Jews in the Hungarian dataset. These can be grouped into
the following main categories:

e Code words based on formal similarity: These code words are used to refer to Jews on the
basis of the similarity between their first syllable and the first syllable of the word Jew/Jewish
(zsidd). In general, these words have no direct connection with Jews, but in many cases, they
refer to animals or money, such as “zsiraf” (giraffe), “zsizsik” (weevil), “zsé” (Hungarian slang
word for money).

e Code words created by distorting (e.g., contracting) words based on prejudice: These
artificially created, often demeaning words with a strong negative overtone refer mainly to
perceived Jewish power and influence, such as “Judapest” (a combination of the words Judah
and Budapest), “Jewsa” (a combination of the words Jews and USA), “jewuro” (a combination
of Jew and Euro), “jewtube” (a combination of Jew and YouTube), “zsidesz” (a combination
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of Jew and the ruling party Fidesz), “zsindex” (a combination of Jew and the Hungarian media
outlet Index). However, other words with negative connotations are also used, such as
“Israhell” (a combination of Israel and hell).

e Code words associated with stereotypical Jewish appearance or profession: These terms
often refer to the appearance of Orthodox Jews (e.g. “tet(ilétras” — with lice ladder; “pajeszos”
— with sideburns; “kipds” - wearing a kipa) or to the stereotypical image of Jews (e.g.
“kilincsorrd” - handle-nosed).

o Terms such as “kufarok” (peddlers), and names, such as Rockefeller and Rothschild.

e Code words related to religion: These terms either refer to religious literature (e.g.,
“talmudista” - Talmudist), the religious tradition of circumcision, Jews as descendants of
Satan, religious figures (e.g., Abraham), or Jews being “unbaptised” “biboldé” and “bibsi”
(meaning unbaptised in Romani language).

e Other terms: These include terms such as “spindzdk” (Spinoza), “zionistak” (Zionists).
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5. Conclusion

The research analysed changes in online antisemitic narratives following the Hamas terrorist
attack on Israel on 7 October 2023 and the subsequent war.

These events led to a significant increase in online content related to Jews across all countries
examined, with a corresponding rise in antisemitic content. In Hungary, the amount of data
increased by about one and a half times in 2024. The amount of antisemitic narratives also
increased quantitatively, but proportion of most them decreased slightly, except for new
antisemitism, which quantitatively increased sevenfold in 2024 and proportionally over four
times.

The content examined was categorised into the previously defined antisemitic narratives,
almost all of which appeared in the period examined. In addition, a variety of code words for
Jews were identified in the content.

Antisemitic narratives appeared mainly in comments, but also in some articles, mostly on far-
right sites. Even though antisemitic content appeared in comments in all media categories
examined, it was most frequent both quantitatively and proportionally on far-right sites,
followed by comments on independent (mainstream) media sites. Antisemitic content
appeared in a few articles, mostly on far-right sites.

The presence of antisemitic narratives in comments was generally not related to specific
topics, but appeared in comments under a wide range of subjects. In many cases, however,
the topic of the article influenced elements of the narratives, such as which politician was
mentioned as part of a conspiracy. Some narratives were strongly tied to specific themes,
such as a small amount of traditional, religion-based antisemitism (anti-Judaism).
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6. Methodology

The research aimed to examine antisemitic narratives in online textual content - such as comments,
articles and Facebook posts - before and after 7 October 2023. We analysed content from websites
and Facebook pages of previously defined media outlets. The content was collected using social
listening software based on pre-defined keywords, covering the same period in both 2023 and 2024.
The research was conducted in four countries (Hungary, Italy, Poland and Romania) by national
research teams coordinated by Political Capital, using the same methodology.

Definition of antisemitism

The basis of the research was the International Holocaust Remembrance Alliance’s (IHRA) working
definition of antisemitism: “Antisemitism is a certain perception of Jews, which may be expressed as
hatred toward Jews. Rhetorical and physical manifestations of antisemitism are directed toward
Jewish or non-Jewish individuals and/or their property, toward Jewish community institutions and
religious facilities.” A detailed explanation of the definition, along with illustrative examples, is
available on the IHRA website!4.

6.1 Data collection

In our research, we analysed online textual content: articles, posts and comments from websites and
Facebook pages. The data was collected using social listening software, SentiOne. SentiOne scrapes
data in a given timeframe, from the given media sources based on the given keywords.

6.1.1 Keywords

We defined four keywords that we used to identify potentially relevant content in all countries: 1)
Jews, 2) Israel, 3) Holocaust, 4) Zionism/Zionist. In addition, we included specific keywords relevant
to each country. In Hungary, these were: Holohoax (holokamu in Hungarian) and two code words
used for Jews, biboldd and bibsi. In languages where these words could have different endings, we
used the base form of the keywords followed by an asterisk (*). This approach allowed SentiOne to
identify results for all variations and endings of the keywords.

6.1.2 Sources monitored

With input from the national research teams, Political Capital identified six categories of online media
to monitor content from: 1) independent (mainstream) media, 2) mainstream tabloids, 3) (hyper-
)partisan/biased media, 4) right-wing/far-right sites, 5) fake news/conspiratorial sites, 5) left-
wing/far-left sites. We collected pages for each category in all countries, including media outlets’
websites and Facebook pages. In all countries, we selected the three media outlets per category with

4 |HRA working definition of antisemitism: https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-

antisemitism
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the most results for our keywords in the same time period. In Hungary, we monitored the following
media outlets’ websites and Facebook pages:

o Independent (mainstream) media: 444, Telex, HVG. These online news media are
independent and their content is mainly focused on public life: politics, economics,
international news. The owners of these media are not linked to any political interest
groups.

o Far-right pages: Magyar Jelen, Vadhajtasok, kuruc.info. Magyar Jelen is an unofficial
media outlet of the far-right Our Homeland (Mi Hazank) party. Vadhajtasok is a far-right
news site spreading pro-government narratives. Kuruc.info is one of the most extremist
news sites in Hungary, linked to an Our Homeland MP. There have been several attempts
over the past decade to remove some of its content or to take it down entirely, mainly
because of its Holocaust denial content, but these attempts have been unsuccessful.

o Mainstream tabloids: Blikk, Bors, Meglepetés. These media outlets focus mainly on
celebrity news. Bors is part of the pro-government media conglomerate Mediaworks,
which belongs to the Central European Press and Media Foundation, while the other two
sites, Blikk and Kiskegyed, are published by international publishers.

o Fake news/conspiratorial sites: Vilag Titkai, Kimondott Igazsagok, Mai Vilag. These media
outlets mainly promote fake news, disinformation and conspiracy theories in various
topics.

o Pro-government partisan/biased media: Mandiner, Demokrata, Magyar Nemzet. These
media outlets are dominated by pro-government media conglomerates. These websites
focus on promoting the political agenda of the Fidesz government.

o Left-wing/far-left pages: Mérce, (Partizdn). Mérce is an independent left-wing news
portal that publishes daily news, editorials, analysis and live coverage. Funded entirely by
its readers, the site focuses on labour, social movements, minority rights, and political
economy at local and global levels. Partizan is an independent online YouTube channel
that covers various topics related to public life. We have put it in brackets, because its
content consists mainly of videos and, as we only analysed textual content, almost no data
was downloaded from its channels for the keywords used in this research.

6.1.3 Monitoring period

Based on our previous experiences in coding textual content into previously defined categories and
the resources available to the project, we set a goal of analysing 7,000 pieces of content per country.
Because we wanted to examine changes in antisemitic narratives after 7 October 2023, we chose the
same time period in both 2023 and 2024. This was determined by identifying the country with the
least data for our keywords and calculating how many days were needed, starting from a chosen date
(in this case, 1 April), for the downloaded data in that country to exceed 7,000 pieces of content. As
a result, data collection in all countries was standardised to the same timeframe: April 1 and April 15,
13:00.
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6.1.4 The amount of data analysed

We filtered each dataset to include more than 7,000 pieces of content, maintaining the original
proportions of keywords, sources (websites and Facebook pages), and years within the dataset. This
approach resulted in the following proportions of the total downloaded dataset being analysed in
each country: Romania - 100%, Hungary - 73%, ltaly - 44%, and Poland - 35%.

In all countries the amount of data collected in 2024 was higher than in 2023. The smallest increase
was in Hungary, where the data increased by about one and a half times in 2024. In Romania the data
increased by almost three times, in Poland by almost five times and in Italy by almost seven times. In
all countries most of the data consisted of comments.
The amount of data also varied between countries by media category:
e Hungary: The majority of data came from far-right pages, followed by mainstream media,
biased outlets, tabloids, and minimal data from conspiratorial and left-wing sources.
e Italy: Most data came from mainstream media, followed by tabloids, biased outlets, left-wing
and conspiratorial sources, with very little data from far-right pages.
e Poland: Most data came from tabloids, followed by biased outlets, mainstream media, far-
right pages, conspiratorial sites and very little from left-wing sources.
® Romania: Most of the data came from mainstream media, followed by conspiratorial sites,
tabloids, far-right sources, biased outlets and a small amount of data from left-wing sources.

J

Examined content in media categories
Total T
Mainstream | Far-right | Conspiratorial Biased Tabloid Left amountof | amc
data/year 0
2023 671 1300 38 626 130 22 2787
Hungary
2024 1410 1949 49 646 86 81 4221 7
ltaly 2023 704 1 9 19 142 15 890
2024 4987 38 151 284 518 185 6163 7
2023 310 137 51 63 674 1 1236
Poland
2024 601 224 253 1041 3697 2 5818 7
. 12023 809 191 469 85 293 0 1847
Romania
2024 3332 361 959 127 385 1 5165 7

6.2 Coding the data

6.2.1 Conceptual framework

Using publicly available resources, such as studies, research reports, scientific articles, etc., Political
Capital developed a conceptual framework to define the theoretical background of the research. In
addition to stating that the research was based on the IHRA's working definition of antisemitism, the
document thoroughly presented the main categories of antisemitic narratives and sub-narratives on
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which the research was based. All partners had the opportunity to discuss, comment on, and add to
the content of the conceptual framework. The conceptual framework was also discussed with
members of the BOND project’s Advisory Board and external experts.

6.2.2 Finalising the methodology and creating a methodology guide

Finalising the research methodology involved multiple discussions - including consultations with an
expert member of the BOND Advisory Board and several attempts to analyse and code online texts
in different ways. From these efforts, the final categories for coding the data were established. Four
classifications were defined for the nature of content:
5. Antisemitic — Content that contained at least one antisemitic narrative.
6. Potentially antisemitic — Content that included a narrative that could be either interpreted
as both antisemitic and non-antisemitic, or it appeared antisemitic only in light of the context
(the article/post it was responding to).
7. Not understandable — Content that was incomprehensible (this category was almost only
applicable to comments).
8. Not antisemitic — Content that did not include any antisemitic narratives.

Based on the conceptual framework, five main categories of antisemitic narratives were identified,
each containing sub-categories (the details and definitions of these categories will be described
later):

e Classic antisemitic stereotypes
Traditional, religion-based antisemitism (anti-Judaism)
Conspiratorial antisemitism,
Holocaust denial and distortion,

New antisemitism (antisemitism based on criticism of Israel).
Two additional categories were defined: "hate speech" and "call for violence".
The coding process was described in detail in a methodology guide.

As part of the coding process, coders were required to document the antisemitic phrases identified
in the content. For comments, they also had to record the context - specifically, the subject of the
article or post under which the comment was written.

6.2.3 Training of the coders

After sharing the conceptual framework and the methodology guide with the national research
teams, Political Capital organised a meeting to explain and discuss these documents and the process
and to provide space for questions. Throughout the research process, the research teams met
regularly to discuss issues and questions that arose during the research process.
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To ensure a common understanding of the theoretical framework and to increase the reliability of
the research - within the constraints of resources and team capacities - the research process included
a learning phase. During this phase, 350 pieces of content were filtered from the dataset while
maintaining the original proportions of results by keyword, media category, and year. A slight
overrepresentation of results for the keyword "Israel" was included, based on the assumption that
identifying new antisemitism would be the greatest challenge. In each country, two members of the
national research teams coded these data independently. Their results were then compared and
discrepancies were discussed to reach an agreement. In cases where agreement could not be
reached, they were given the opportunity to consult with Political Capital for further clarification.

6.2.4 The coding process

Coding the data followed the same procedure across all countries. The national teams received their
content in an Excel file, which included all relevant properties (e.g., comment/article/post, date of
publishing, source, context, etc.). During the coding process, coders read the content itself and, for
comments, also examined the context.

If antisemitic narratives were identified in the content, coders labelled it as either antisemitic or
potentially antisemitic, defined the antisemitic narrative, and categorised it into a main antisemitic
narrative category along with one of its sub-categories. A single piece of content could be categorised
into multiple (maximum four) narrative categories, as it was possible for more than one antisemitic
narrative to appear within the same text. If the content did not contain any antisemitic narratives, or
if its meaning was not understandable, it was not assigned to any category.

© 2023 BOND | CERV-2022-EQUAL | Grant Agreement No. 101084724



<
D2.2 - Research briefings on the trends of antisemitic narratives, hate speech and conspiracy theories BO N D

7. Bibliography

The following sources were used to develop the conceptual framework of the research:

v

e “Decoding Antisemitism, ,,Working Paper - Glossary”,” March 30, 2022. https://decoding-
antisemitism.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/03/DA-publications-Glossary.pdf?x89829.

e “Jerusalem Declaration on Antisemitism,” n.d. https://jerusalemdeclaration.org/.

e AIC. “Translate Hate Glossary: How to Spot Antisemitism,” February 8, 2024.
https://www.ajc.org/translatehateglossary.

e Antisemitism Uncovered. “Antisemitism Uncovered: A Guide to Old Myths in a New Era,”
March 20, 2024. https://antisemitism.adl.org/.

e Antisemitism Uncovered. “Antisemitism Uncovered: Myth — Jews Are Greedy,” March 21,
2024. https://antisemitism.adl.org/greed/.

e Barna, Ildiké and Arpad, Knap. “An exploration of coronavirus-related online antisemitism in
Hungary using quantitative topic model and qualitative discourse analysis.” Intersections 7,
no. 3 (2021) https://intersections.tk.hu/index.php/intersections/article/view/801

e Barna, lldikd, Tamads Kohut, Michat Bilewicz, Olga Gyarfasova, Jifi Kocian, Grigorij
Meseznikov, and Maria Babirfska. “Survey on Antisemitic Prejudice in the Visegrad
Countries.” Research Report. Tom Lantos Institute, 2022.
https://tomlantosinstitute.hu/files/en-205-sapvc-20220420-done-rc-online-new.pdf.

e Becker, Matthias J. et al., "Decoding Antisemitism." Palgrave Macmillan, 2024.

e Becker, Matthias J., Laura Ascone, and Hagen Troschke. “Antisemitic comments on
Facebook pages of leading British, French, and German media outlets.” Humanities and
Social Sciences Communications 9, no. 1 (September 29, 2022).
https://doi.org/10.1057/s41599-022-01337-8.

e Decoding Antisemitism. “Decoding Antisemitism First Discourse Report - Decoding
Antisemitism,” April 6, 2022. https://decoding-antisemitism.eu/publications/first-discourse-
report/.

e Decoding Antisemitism. “Decoding Antisemitism Fourth Discourse Report - Decoding
Antisemitism,” November 4, 2022. https://decodingantisemitism.eu/publications/fourth-
discourse-report/.

e Gallagher, Aoife, and Ciaran O’Connor. “The ‘Great Reset.”” IDS-Institute for Strategic
Dialogue, March 14, 2023. https://www.isdglobal.org/explainers/the-great-reset/.

e Gerster, Lea. “An Antisemitic Conspiracy Theory Is Being Shared on Telegram to Justify
Russia’s Invasion of Ukraine.” ID-Institute for Strategic Dialogue, May 5, 2022.
https://www.isdglobal.org/digital dispatches/an-antisemitic-conspiracy-theory-is-being-
shared-on-telegram-to-justify-russias-invasion-of-ukraine/.

e |HRA. “What are Holocaust denial and distortion?- IHRA,” May 8, 2024.
https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-holocaust-denial-
distortion.

e [HRA. “What is antisemitism?,” August 20, 2024.
https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-antisemitism.

© 2023 BOND | CERV-2022-EQUAL | Grant Agreement No. 101084724


https://decoding-antisemitism.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/03/DA-publications-Glossary.pdf?x89829
https://decoding-antisemitism.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/03/DA-publications-Glossary.pdf?x89829
https://jerusalemdeclaration.org/
https://www.ajc.org/translatehateglossary
https://antisemitism.adl.org/
https://antisemitism.adl.org/greed/
https://intersections.tk.hu/index.php/intersections/article/view/801
https://tomlantosinstitute.hu/files/en-205-sapvc-20220420-done-rc-online-new.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1057/s41599-022-01337-8
https://decoding-antisemitism.eu/publications/first-discourse-report/
https://decoding-antisemitism.eu/publications/first-discourse-report/
https://decodingantisemitism.eu/publications/fourth-discourse-report/
https://decodingantisemitism.eu/publications/fourth-discourse-report/
https://www.isdglobal.org/explainers/the-great-reset/
https://www.isdglobal.org/digital_dispatches/an-antisemitic-conspiracy-theory-is-being-shared-on-telegram-to-justify-russias-invasion-of-ukraine/
https://www.isdglobal.org/digital_dispatches/an-antisemitic-conspiracy-theory-is-being-shared-on-telegram-to-justify-russias-invasion-of-ukraine/
https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-holocaust-denial-distortion
https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-holocaust-denial-distortion
https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-antisemitism

<
D2.2 - Research briefings on the trends of antisemitic narratives, hate speech and conspiracy theories BON D .

e International Republican Institute. “Antisemitic Discourse in the Western Balkans: A
Collection of Case Studies | International Republican Institute,” January 19, 2022.
https://www.iri.org/resources/antisemitism-remains-a-key-obstacle-to-democratic-
transition-in-western-balkans/.

e ISGAP International. “‘Decoding Antisemitism online after the October 7th Massacre’ with
Dr. Matthias J. Becker,” November 30, 2023.
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=63Q3usHOjkE.

e Khudish, Pavlo. ““Zelenskyy, a Jewish Nazi’: The Use of Anti-Semitic Tropes by Russian
Propaganda Against Ukraine.” Detektor Media, May 14, 2023.
https://en.detector.media/post/zelenskyy-a-jewish-nazi-the-use-of-anti-semitic-tropes-by-
russian-propaganda-against-ukraine.

e (O’Connor, Ciaran. “The Spread of the Great Reset Conspiracy in the Netherlands.” Vision of
Humanity, March 21, 2024. https://www.visionofhumanity.org/the-spread-of-the-great-
reset-conspiracy-in-the-netherlands/.

© 2023 BOND | CERV-2022-EQUAL | Grant Agreement No. 101084724


https://www.iri.org/resources/antisemitism-remains-a-key-obstacle-to-democratic-transition-in-western-balkans/
https://www.iri.org/resources/antisemitism-remains-a-key-obstacle-to-democratic-transition-in-western-balkans/
https://en.detector.media/post/zelenskyy-a-jewish-nazi-the-use-of-anti-semitic-tropes-by-russian-propaganda-against-ukraine
https://en.detector.media/post/zelenskyy-a-jewish-nazi-the-use-of-anti-semitic-tropes-by-russian-propaganda-against-ukraine
https://www.visionofhumanity.org/the-spread-of-the-great-reset-conspiracy-in-the-netherlands/
https://www.visionofhumanity.org/the-spread-of-the-great-reset-conspiracy-in-the-netherlands/

<
D2.2 - Research briefings on the trends of antisemitic narratives, hate speech and conspiracy theories BON D

Introduction to the BOND project

The BOND (Building tOlerance, uNderstanding, and Dialogue across communities) project!® was
implemented from January 2023 to December 2024 in Hungary, Italy, Poland, and Romania. Its
primary goal was to address deep-rooted prejudices, hateful attitudes, and behaviors within society,
particularly those targeting European Jewry. The project also aimed to foster understanding,
tolerance, and dialogue. A significant focus was placed on educating young people about Judaism
and antisemitism, as well as promoting intercultural and inter-religious dialogue. Its activities
included researching antisemitism, monitoring antisemitic narratives, developing educational
curricula, training teachers, organising youth education and exchange programs, facilitating inter-
faith and inter-community dialogue, and hosting local roundtables on tolerance and social inclusion.
The project was guided by the definition of antisemitism established by the International Holocaust
Remembrance Alliance (IHRA).®

5 Webpage of the BOND project: https://www.bond-project.eu/

6 |HRA working definition of antisemitism: https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-
antisemitism
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Research report — Italy

Antisemitic narratives online in Italy before and after the 7" of October
2023

Key findings

The aim of the research was to analyse online antisemitic narratives perpetrated in the past two
years, 2023 and 2024, with a focus on the October 7 Hamas attack and how much this has affected
antisemitic narratives.

e Our dataset contained 7053 pieces of content, extracted from SentiOne based on the
keywords provided to it.

® Most of the content was user comments (84,2%) on Facebook, followed by online articles
(13,4%) and social posts (2,4%).

e The amount of data analysed has increased almost sevenfold from 2023 to 2024, showing
the impact of 7 October and the subsequent war.

® About 37% of the analysed content contained either antisemitic or potentially antisemitic
narratives, i.e. narratives that can be interpreted as both antisemitic and not antisemitic.

e Most antisemitic and potentially antisemitic content appeared in the comments section of
the online versions of mainstream media in both 2023 and 2024.

e The most common narrative category in the Italian data was New antisemitism, followed by
Conspirational, Classic stereotypes, Holocaust denial and distortion and, finally, Traditional
religion-based antisemitism.

e In 2024, not only did the total number of comments in the dataset increase significantly, but
the proportion of antisemitic narratives to the total content analyzed also increased

e From 2023 to 2024, the percentage distribution of narrative categories changed. Compared
to 2023, the percentage of traditional religion-based antisemitic narratives out of the total
remained almost unchanged, while the percentages of antisemitism related to classical
stereotypes (about -1.87%) and conspiratorial antisemitism (about +0.9%) changed slightly.

e Significant percentage changes, on the other hand, should be noted for the categories New
antisemitism (+14.7% compared to 2023) and Holocaust denial and distortion (more than
doubled from <1% in 2023)

e Hate speech and call for violence are highly present in 2024 in Italy's dataset (hate speech:
11.3 percent of the total, call for violence: 6.2 percent), compared with a negligible
percentage in 2023.

e The results of the analysis show that news stories related to Israel, in particular the conflicts
in the Middle East, are the main trigger of online antisemitism in Italy.

e Antisemitic narratives of a conspiratorial nature were particularly present in user comments
on statements made by top authorities in the Western alliance (heads of European
governments, UN secretary general, US president...).
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Introduction

The research aimed to analyse changes in online antisemitic narratives following 7 October 2023 —
Hamas’s terror attack on Israel and the subsequent war. These events led to a rise in antisemitism
across Europe, making it necessary to examine how online antisemitic narratives had evolved. The
development of the research methodology and categories were completed in late 2023 and early
2024, and the research began in the spring of 2024.

Recognising and defining antisemitism in relation to Israel, i.e. distinguishing between legitimate and
illegitimate criticism of Israel, has become particularly challenging since 7 October. Our research is
based on the working definition of antisemitism of the International Holocaust Remembrance
Alliance’s (IHRA)Y, which is accepted by 43 countries and several international organisations including
the EU and most of its member states.

The research was conducted simultaneously in four countries—Hungary, Italy, Poland, and
Romania—using the same methodology. It focused on textual content, including articles, comments,
and Facebook posts. The content was collected using social listening software from the websites and
Facebook pages of the most relevant national media outlets across five media categories:
independent (mainstream) media, biased/hyper-partisan media, mainstream tabloids, left-wing
sites, far-right pages, and fake news/conspiratorial sites. The scraping process was guided by
keywords designed to detect antisemitic content. Four core keywords—Jew, Israel, Holocaust, and
Zionism/Zionist—were used in all countries in their respective local languages. Additionally, country-
specific keywords were included. In languages where these words could have different endings, their
base forms were followed by an asterisk (*), enabling the collection of results for all variations and
endings.

The research focused on the period from 1-15 April in both 2023 and 2024, with nearly 7,000 pieces
of content analysed in each country. All content was examined by the national research teams and
classified as either antisemitic, potentially antisemitic (content that could be interpreted as both
antisemitic and not antisemitic), not understandable, or not antisemitic.

Drawing on publicly available resources—such as studies, research reports, and scientific articles—
five main categories of antisemitic narratives were defined: classic antisemitic stereotypes,
conspiratorial antisemitism, traditional religion-based antisemitism, Holocaust denial and distortion,
and new antisemitism (antisemitism based on the criticism of Israel). In addition to these, two
supplementary categories were established: hate speech and calls for violence against Jews. Each
piece of content was thoroughly analysed and assigned to one or more of these categories.
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1. The extent of antisemitic content in the national dataset

1.1 The extent of antisemitic content in the dataset

Antisemitic and potentially antisemitic content was present in 36% of the Italian dataset. Out of
atotal of 7053 pieces of content, 1994 were labelled as antisemitic, 581 as potentially antisemitic, 3785
as not antisemitic, and 693 as not understandable.

21. Figure: Proportion of antisemitic content in the full dataset.

m antisemitic = potentially antisemitic m notunderstandable = notantisemitic

1.2 Distribution of the content examined

The vast majority of the downloaded content were comments, and most antisemitic content
appeared in them. antisemitic content appeared in comments. About 68.4% of the downloaded
content was comments (5939), about 13.5% were articles (954), and only about 2.4% were Facebook
posts (169). Antisemitic narratives appeared predominantly in comments, of which over 32.7% (1947)
were antisemitic, 9% (546) were potentially antisemitic, 46.6% (2768) were not antisemitic, and about
11.4% (678) were not understandable. Regarding articles, 90.6% (865) were not antisemitic, 4% (38)
were antisemitic, 3% (29) were potentially antisemitic and 1.4% (13) were not understandable. Nearly
all posts were not antisemitic, with only 5.3% (9) categorised as antisemitic, 3.5% (6) as potentially
antisemitic and 1.2% (2) as not understandable.
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22. Figure: Distribution of the different types of content examined in the full dataset.
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1.3 Antisemitism in the different types of media

With more data in 2024, both the number and proportion of antisemitic content increased in most
media categories, except for left-wing and fake news/conspiratorial sites, where the proportion of
antisemitic content decreased by 2024.

Antisemitic content (including both antisemitic and potentially antisemitic) was most prevalent on
independent media sites, both proportionally (37.4%) in terms of quantity (2,126 pieces), particularly
in comments. This was followed by left-wing sites (35.5%), fake news/conspiratorial sites (35%),
mainstream tabloids, and biased/hyper-partisan sites. However, when considering the amount of
antisemitic content, significant differences emerged: mainstream tabloids (221 pieces) contained the
largest amount, followed by biased/hyper-partisan sites (94 pieces), and left-wing sites (71 pieces) and
fake news/conspiratorial sites (56 pieces) had fewer. In far-right pages, antisemitic content was lower
both proportionally (17.9%) and quantitatively (7 pieces).

23. Figure: Presence of antisemitic content within the different media categories.
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2. Overview and extent of the different types of antisemitic
content

2.1 Content with antisemitic narratives

The conceptual framework of the research identified the following five main antisemitic narratives.
Within each of these main narratives, sub-narratives were also defined.

e Classic stereotypes: Narratives historically rooted in antisemitic prejudice. These encompass
hatred of Jews based on their existence as human beings, not simply as adherents of the
Jewish religion. It does so through contradictory logic that sees Jews as both overly powerful
and weak or even subhuman. Classic stereotypes include for example that Jews are evil,
greedy, disloyal or liars.?

e Traditional, religion-based antisemitism (anti-Judaism): Traditional religion-based
Judeophobia, or traditional antisemitism, refers to anti-Jewish sentiments rooted in beliefs
associated with either the perceived Christian or Jewish religion and traditions. Traditional,
religion-based antisemitic narratives include for example blood libel/child murder, deicide or
Jews are Satanic.

e Conspiratorial antisemitism: Conspiracy theories have perpetuated antisemitic beliefs by
suggesting that Jews wield undue influence for personal gain and conspire to dominate
spheres such as the media, politics, and the economy. Many of these theories are rooted in
the antisemitic myth of the "hidden hand," and blame Jews, or actors perceived to be Jewish,
for the world's worst tragedies, such as instigating wars or even causing COVID-19.
Conspiratorial antisemitic narratives include for example Jewish power/control, Judeo-
Communism, Great Replacement Theory or New World Order Theory.s

e Holocaust denial and distortion: Holocaust denial or distortion seeks to deny or misrepresent
the historical facts of the Nazi genocide of the Jewish people. Holocaust denial includes
denying the scale or methods used by the Nazis and their allies during the Holocaust.
Holocaust denial and distortion promote the false idea that Jews invented or exaggerated the
Holocaust and they profited from it. Holocaust denial and distortion narratives include for
example blaming Jews for the Holocaust or depicting the Holocaust as a positive event.s

e New antisemitism: New antisemitism refers to the expression of anti-Jewish sentiment
directed at Israel. A key function of new antisemitism is to enable the expression of
antisemitic views in a way that appears politically acceptable. We define new antisemitism
using Natan Sharansky's 3D test: demonisation, double standards and delegitimisation. New
antisemitism includes for example Nazi/Apartheid/Colonialism Analogy, claiming that Israel is
a terrorist state or that Israeli bears influence on media.”

The most prevalent narrative category in the Italian data was new antisemitism, appearingin 26.4%

(1861 pieces) of the examined content. This was followed by conspiratorial antisemitic content,
present in 7.4% (521 pieces) of the data. Classical stereotypes were third with 2% (138 pieces), while

© 2023 BOND | CERV-2022-EQUAL | Grant Agreement No. 101084724



<
D2.2 - Research briefings on the trends of antisemitic narratives, hate speech and conspiracy theories BO N D

Holocaust denial and distortion was present in 0.8% (58 pieces) and traditional religion-based
appeared in 0.5% (38 pieces) of the examined content.

24. Figure: Proportion of antisemitic narrative categories in the full dataset.
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The amount of data had increased nearly sevenfold, and so did the content in all narrative categories
both quantitatively and proportionally. The biggest rise was in new antisemitism which proportionally
increased from being present in 20% of the data from 2023 to 27.3% in the data from 2024. The
presence of conspiratorial antisemitism and Holocaust denial and distortion also increased, while
classic stereotypes and traditional, religion-based antisemitism remained more or less the same.

25. Figure: Proportion of antisemitic narratives in the dataset for 2023 and 2024 (separately).
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2.2 Antisemitic content beyond narratives

Besides narratives, two other types of antisemitic content were examined by the research: hate speech
and calls for violence.

© 2023 BOND | CERV-2022-EQUAL | Grant Agreement No. 101084724



<
D2.2 - Research briefings on the trends of antisemitic narratives, hate speech and conspiracy theories BON D .

e Hate speech: Hateful content aimed against Jews and/or based on antisemitic narratives.
e Call for violence: Content that incites violence of any kind against Jews.
Hate speech was relatively common in the Italian dataset, appearing in 4.6% (324 pieces) of content.
Content calling for violence against Jews was also relatively common, appearing in around 2.5% (175
pieces) of the data.

26. Figure: Proportion of antisemitic categories beyond narratives in the full dataset.
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Both categories increased significantly in 2024: hate speech was present in 0.6% of the data from 2023
and 5.2% in 2024, and calls for violence in 0.1% of the data in 2023 and 2.8% in 2024.

27. Figure: Proportion of antisemitic categories beyond narratives in the dataset for 2023 and 2024 (separately).
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3. Types of antisemitic content in the data examined

3.1 Content of antisemitic narratives

3.1.1 New antisemitism

The category of “New Antisemitism” is the one in which the largest number of comments in our
country's dataset fall.

ISRAEL IS A TERRORIST STATE
This sub-category has at least five different versions, including:

1. Israel is committing genocide in Gaza.

N

Israel is like Hamas (if not worse).

3. Hamas is a creation of Israel in anti-PLO function.

4. lsraelis an infanticidal regime.

5. Israel deliberately targets health facilities, schools, hospitals and civilians in general.
NAZI ANALOGY
This sub-category has four main versions:

1. Israelis carrying out a new Holocaust against the Palestinians, repeating what Nazism had
done with the Jews.

2. lIsraeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu is regarded as being on a par with Adolf Hitler.
3. Gaza has been turned into an open-air concentration camp.
4. Zionism is described as a Nazi ideology.

DELEGITIMATION

This sub-category has three versions:

1. Israelis seen as an artificial state, lacking historical or cultural legitimacy, and therefore
should not exist.

2. Zionism is described as a “biblical psycho-pathology” aimed at total control of the “Land of
Israel,” i.e., the territory that, according to tradition, God promised to Abraham and his
descendants.

© 2023 BOND | CERV-2022-EQUAL | Grant Agreement No. 101084724



9
D2.2 - Research briefings on the trends of antisemitic narratives, hate speech and conspiracy theories BON D

3. The inhabitants of Israel are called upon to return illicitly acquired land to its rightful
Palestinian owners.

DEMONISATION
This sub-category has two main versions:

1. The Israeli government is portrayed as demonic, perfidious and sadistic toward its enemies
and the Palestinian people

2. lIsrael is a rogue state that constantly threatens war in the Middle East.

These narratives aim to demonize the Israeli state and its government, painting them as inherently
cruel entities, suggesting in some cases that they take devilish pleasure in striking civilian targets. In
the second version of the subcategory, Israel is accused of provoking third-party states to cause an
escalation of the Middle East conflict on an international scale in order to put pressure on its backers.

DOUBLE STANDARD
This sub-category has two versions:
1. lIsrael is considered a state that does not comply with the norms of international law

2. lIsrael enjoys preferential treatment compared to other countries. Israel's crimes are not
legally prosecuted or sanctioned, as is the case with Russia

The two versions of the “Double standard” sub-category denounce the existence of a double
standard in international treatment between Israel and other states, such as Russia (which, in the
imaginations of users critical of Israel, can be compared to it in terms of its crimes) in relation to
violations of human rights and international law. The democratic qualification of Israel is, therefore,
guestioned.

COLONIALISM AND APARTHEID ANALOGY
This sub-category, similar to the previous two, also has two versions:

1. Israelis accused of colonizing Palestinian territory and the West Bank, with the aim of
restoring the “land of its ancestors promised by God,” perpetuating a form of colonization.

2. lIsrael, through its control of various territories, allegedly established a racist regime in which
Israelis enjoy civil rights and freedoms, while Palestinians are segregated in limited

territories and under the control of the Israeli army.

These narratives compare Israeli policies to colonization and apartheid, accusing Israel of racial
discrimination and oppression against Palestinians.

OTHER NARRATIVES
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Israel is often accused of exercising widespread control over the media, deciding which news to
disseminate and which to censor in order to manipulate public opinion and pursue propaganda
purposes. Some believe that through the dissemination of distorted information, Israel constructs a
narrative favorable to itself, nurturing a positive view among the international community, while
omitting or distorting more inconvenient truths. There are also those who argue that Israel buys the
silence of journalists, paying them to avoid publishing critical articles, thus creating a narrative that
is always favorable to the Israeli government.

Israel and its supporters are also accused of not accepting any kind of criticism and of using the label
of “antisemitism” as a means of deterrence.

In the context of the conflict between Israel and Hamas, some deny or downplay the October 7th
attack by the terrorist organization, claiming that the event never happened or that it was a
maneuver orchestrated by Israel to gain international support, or to create an excuse to justify a
premeditated ethnic cleansing operation in Gaza. According to this view, Israel would also be guilty
of spreading false news about the atrocities committed by Hamas, or amplifying true news in order
to gain global sympathy. For others, the October 7th attack is not considered an act of terrorism, but
rather an act of resistance, the result of years of Israeli occupation and oppression.

There are also those who argue that Jews, Israelis, and Zionists are collectively responsible for Israel’s
actions, accusing them of being complicit in Israeli policies, particularly for having democratically
elected Benjamin Netanyahu, for supporting his leadership, and for not opposing in any way the
massacre of Palestinian civilians.

Finally, Israel is accused of being the main cause of the conflict with Hamas and the Arab-Israeli
conflict. The occupation of Palestine, deemed illegal, is considered the beginning of a chain reaction
that has led to an escalation of the conflict. Israel is held responsible for perpetuating a cycle of
violence that keeps the region in a permanent state of war.

Comparison 2023/2024: In 2024, compared to the same period the previous year, the incidence of
all the sub-categories under the category “New Antisemitism” grew exponentially (Israel is a terrorist
state +706,7%, Nazi analogy +1010%, Delegitimation +251,7%, etc...), primarily due to the October
7th Hamas attack in 2023 and the subsequent Israeli military response, which acted as multipliers of
antisemitism.
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28. Figure: Sub-narratives of the antisemitic narrative category New antisemitism.
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3.1.2 Conspirational

JEWISH CONTROL/POWER

The sub-category "Jewish control/power" presents three versions:

1. Israel benefits from the support and protection of Western countries, particularly the United
States, influencing their policies and gaining advantages.

2. lIsrael enjoys international impunity and does not face sanctions for its actions.

3. Israel exerts control over EU member states and has the power to influence their

governments, causing them to fall if they do not align with its interests.

In the “Conspirational” category, the sub-category "Jewish control/power" deserves the most
attention, as the other sub-categories do not reach a significant number of comments to provide a
comprehensive view useful for drawing meaningful conclusions. Power narratives related to Israel
show a significant presence of the United States in the comments, with the idea of a shadowy Israel-
USA axis being deeply ingrained in the narratives. The idea of power is more frequently associated
with Israel and Zionism than with Jews in general. Many comments reverse the hierarchy of
international sources, asserting that Israel de facto exerts more power than organizations like the

UN, NATO, and the European Union.

ZELENSKY
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Only one comment was catalogued in the sub-category “Zelensky,” which supports the idea that the
Ukrainian president, Volodymyr Zelensky, benefits from the protection exercised by the so-called
“Jewish lobby”

COVID-19
This narrative has several versions, among others very different from each other.

1) Deaths due to the side effects of vaccines are compared to Jews killed by the Nazis. The vaccine is
thus a new Holocaust

2) Jews have been profiting from COVID-19.

3) The Italian minister of health during the pandemic, Roberto Speranza, is a servant of the Rotschilds,
in whose London academy he trained, and therefore serves their interests

SOROS

This narrative is evoked in just two comments, which identify Hungarian Jewish banker George Soros
as the top of the pyramid of Jewish financial power

PROTOCOLS OF THE ELDERS OF ZION

Only one commentary was labeled in this way. In this commentary, the “Protocols of the Saviors of
Zion” are referred to in a derogatory manner (the “Saviors” are called “Noses” - more information at
3.2 Code Words Used for Jews, Examples). In a conspiratorial mood, it is asserted that this document
is evidence of a secret Jewish plot to dominate the world and that anyone who denies its historical
validity, e.g., Umberto Eco in his novel “The Prague Cemetery,” is in bad faith.

NEW WORLD ORDER THEORY

The accusation that Jews have a covert agenda of world control is present in that form in antisemitic
narratives in every country, so it does not have a country-specific connotation

OTHER

Several sub-narratives, also different from each other, have been assigned to this narrative, which
could not fall under other narratives in the category of conspiratorial antisemitism.

1) The American Jewish lobby planned the 9/11 attacks on the World Trade Center so that the U.S.
government would have a free hand in Iraqg, whose oil fields were an attraction for Jewish-Americans

2) Israel agreed with Iran on the latter's missile attack, so that it would be harmless to Israel on the
one hand, and silence partisan demands by the Iranian people to be vindicated on the other
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3) The Mossad was aware of Hamas' plans to cross the barrier between Israel and the Gaza Strip and
carry out a massacre, but did not intervene to give its government an alibi to bomb the Strip
persistently

Comparison 2023/2024: From 2023 to 2024, narratives associated with the idea of Jewish control
and power saw a percentage increase of 1235,9%. The news that catalyzed conspiratorial
antisemitism in 2024 were primarily the Israeli attack on the Iranian consulate in Syria, where seven
officers of the Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps were killed, along with five Iran-backed militants,
one member of Hezbollah, one advisor, and two Iranian civilians. Another triggering factor was the
lack of condemnation of the attack by European leaders, particularly Giorgia Meloni, the current
Italian Prime Minister, and Antdnio Guterres, the UN Secretary-General. Finally, the hypocrisy —
always presumed by users — of U.S. President Joe Biden in urging Israeli leader Benjamin Netanyahu
to show moderation further fueled these narratives.

29. Figure: Sub-narratives of the antisemitic narrative category Conspiratorial antisemitism.
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3.1.3 Classic stereotypes
EVIL

The sub-category "Evil" aims to describe Jews as evil, particularly through the tone of the comments.
Terms like "Zionist" or the adjective "radical" associated with "Jew" take on a threatening charge in
the context in which they are invoked. Users tend to make sweeping generalizations, generating a
sense of fear towards Jews among those reading the comments.

DECEIT AND LIE
In our country, the sub-category "Deceit and Lie" is used in a targeted manner, almost always in

isolated narratives that do not blend with other types of discourse. In these narratives, as in other
categories, Israelis are often targeted more than Jews themselves. It is often questioned everything
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that is claimed by those defending Israel, as, according to a widespread view, "Zionists/Israelis/Jews
lie." While one could reasonably suspect that such comments intend to limit their attack to the Israeli
government alone, it is equally undeniable that stating that Zionists are inherently false or that "lying
is part of their DNA" is a clear derivation of the stereotype that Jews are naturally skilled deceivers.
For this reason, such narratives are included in this sub-category.

GREED AND WEALTH

The sub-category "Greed/Wealth" in our country is associated with "Hate Speech" or "Call for
violence" in about a quarter of the cases. Frequently, it refers to some of the wealthiest Jewish
families (e.g., the Rothschilds and Rockefellers) as negative models of "speculative finance." Wealth,
in these antisemitic comments, is automatically associated with malice and dishonesty. Less frequent,
but still present, are references to the stereotype of Jews as usurers, bankers, and merchants,
portraying them as individuals driven solely by the greed for profit.

Comparison 2023/2024: In 2024, the number of antisemitic comments related to the "Classic
Stereotypes" category significantly increased compared to the previous year. Again, as with the other
categories, the events of October 7th and their consequences played a key role in increasing
antisemitic comments from users. However, available news does not provide a clear specific trigger
for this type of antisemitism. The narratives have remained largely unchanged, with a growing
tendency in 2024 to focus more on Israelis rather than Jews in general. It can be said that traditional
antisemitic stereotypes have been directed with greater intensity towards Israelis and Zionists.

30. Figure: Sub-narratives of the antisemitic narrative category Classic antisemitic stereotypes.
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3.1.4 Holocaust denial and distortion
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BLAMING JEWS

The analysis conducted in our country shows a small but significant number of comments accusing
either Zionists or the Ashkenazi Rothschild family of financing Adolf Hitler and his plan to exterminate
the Jewish people in exchange for a Jewish state in Palestinian land.

NAZI ANALOGY

Although the sub-category "Nazi Analogy" has a significantly higher incidence within the category of
"New Antisemitism," it is also one of the most prevalent in the category of Holocaust denial and
distortion. In these narratives, Jews are compared to Nazis because, while the former consider
themselves the chosen people, the latter considered themselves a superior race. In some cases, it is
even claimed that Jews are the natural heirs of Nazi culture. Such discourse not only minimizes the
suffering of the Jewish people but also contributes to fostering a climate of hate and intolerance.

HOLOCAUST AS A POSITIVE EVENT

This sub-category presents three main versions:
1. Hitler was right to consider Jews a problem to get rid of.
2. Concentration camps were "works of art."
3. The Holocaust should be repeated.

It is no surprise that such narratives are frequently placed in the context of "Hate speech" or "Call for
violence," given the inherent violence of such extreme content.

DENYING OR DISTORTING THE HOLOCAUST IN ANY WAY

During the monitoring phase in our country, no Holocaust denial comments were detected under the
category "Denying or distorting the Holocaust in any way."

However, two alternative versions emerged within this sub-category that deserve analysis:

1. The memory of the Holocaust is being used instrumentally by some members of the Jewish
community to justify the violent actions of the State of Israel.

2. We need to stop "crying" about an event that happened more than eighty years ago.
Comments in this sub-category tend to insist on the perception that Israel is adopting the
victim rhetoric, which seems inappropriate given the temporal distance from the Holocaust.

Additionally, there is a confusion between past and present, where the Holocaust is reduced to an
event that no longer needs to be remembered because it is no longer relevant, blending the suffering
of the Jewish people with the current policies of the State of Israel. In other words, not only is the
historical memory of the Holocaust denied, but the Jewish figure in the historical context of the
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Holocaust is being conflated with the State of Israel, creating a short circuit that undermines the
distinction between the two and risks distorting the understanding of historical and political facts.

Comparison 2023/2024: In 2023, narratives that could be classified under "Holocaust denial and
distortion" were practically absent in our country. One year later, a significant change was observed
in the dataset of analyzed comments. In 2024, there was a noticeable spread of such narratives,
largely fueled by news related to ongoing conflicts, including the war between Israel and Hamas and
the escalation of tensions with Iran.

31. Figure: Sub-narratives of the antisemitic narrative category Holocaust denial and distortion.
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3.1.5 Traditional, religion-based antisemitism

Excluding the "Hate speech" and "Call for violence" categories, the category "Traditional religion-
based antisemitism" is the least present in the dataset of comments analyzed in our country. Due to
the scarcity of comments available, we decided to conduct a single analysis that includes all the
narratives in this category.
In these narratives, Jews, and more often Zionists, are accused of being Satan worshipers. They are
also blamed for the killing of Jesus Christ, and practicing Jews are ridiculed for their religious rituals.
Sometimes the criticism is ambiguously directed at Israel, described as a state that rejects and
discriminates against anyone who professes a different religion.
The most radical part of the Jewish community is accused of justifying Israel’s military actions through
religion, described as a necessary evil carried out in the name of a "holy war against the infidels."
Finally, the myth of the "promised land" and the concept of the "chosen people" are frequently
ridiculed, even using emoticons and colorful expressions, further reinforcing a narrative of contempt
and derision toward Jewish faith and culture.

Comparison 2023/2024: The category "Traditional religion-based antisemitism," like all the others,

has seen a spike in antisemitic comments in recent times. Some sub-categories, such as "Other," "Jew
as Satan/Devil," and "Blood libel/Child murder," which were completely absent in 2023, have
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appeared in 2024, indicating a worrying increase in narratives associating Jews with Satanism and
sacrificial rites.

Antisemitism, in this context, was primarily fueled by news with a religious backdrop. These included
the pilgrimage to Mecca by the Italian singer Ghali, which had already caused controversy due to his
comments during the Sanremo music festival; the broadcast of the Via Crucis by Radio Maria, which
was blocked by Facebook for "nude images"; the closure of a footwear factory in Padova during
Ramadan; and finally, the Molotov cocktail attack on a synagogue in northern Germany.

32. Figure: Sub-narratives of the antisemitic narrative category Traditional, religion-based antisemitism.
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3.2 Antisemitic content beyond narratives

3.2.1 Antisemitic hate speech

The analysis conducted showed that the hate speech detected was predominantly focused on Israel
rather than the Jewish community in general. This phenomenon was almost always related to
updates on the various war fronts in which Israel is engaged (Iran, Lebanon, Gaza, Iraqg, Yemen, Syria,
West Bank). The media category in which antisemitic hate speech appeared the most is the hate
speech-call for violence combination. Next, the media category “New antisemitism,” with the “Israel
is a terrorist state” sub-category predominating, is quite a lot in our country's monitoring file. The
most recurrent accusations against Israel were that it commits war crimes and benefits from
favorable treatment by the international community.

The analysis also showed that the social platform Facebook was the main platform for the spread of
this type of hate speech, compared to the websites of the monitored media outlets. As for hate
speech directly aimed at Jews, this was often in the form of gratuitous and pithy slurs, devoid of
further narrative or subtext. Such disparaging expressions were characterized by foul and offensive
language.
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3.2.2 Antisemitic violence

Analysis of content classified as “call for violence” revealed a similar pattern to that found in hate

|ll

speech. The statistics on the media categories most prevalent under the label “call for violence”
replicate what we have already seen for antisemitic hate-speech in the paragraph above. “New
antisemitism” is the media category most found in phrases encouraging violence against Jews.
Predominantly, threats and incitements to violence were directed at the State of Israel, rather than
the Jewish community as a whole.

News about conflicts in the Middle East and Israeli military interventions acted as catalysts for this
type of speech, generating a climate of tension and fueling feelings of hatred. Users who posted these
comments often incited Arab countries to take violent action against Israel, going so far as to call for
its destruction.

Importantly, although rare, cases of generalization of hatred were also found, with attacks directed
at the Jewish community as a whole. However, as mentioned above, most of the comments had Israel
as their primary target.

A recurring narrative in the comments categorized as a “call for violence” was one that portrayed
Israel as a criminal state, treated favorably by the UN, NATO and supranational bodies, and deserving
instead of severe punishment. This narrative, accompanied by violent and offensive language,
contributed to a climate of polarization and intolerance around Israel and, indirectly, around its
inhabitants and supporters.

User comments emerge as the main channel of dissemination of such content, clearly distinguished
from posts and articles, which rarely feature antisemitic narratives.

3.3 Code words used for Jews, examples

In Italy, as in many other parts of the world, the use of terms to describe Jews has often been
exploited to spread prejudice and discrimination. In our country there are no specific and local
linguistic codes as there are in other countries where antisemitism is more entrenched?, so the terms
used to refer to Jews more or less allusively are the same as those used in any other corner of the
world.

Terms used:

e Sionista (Zionist): Originally related to the political movement that led to the creation of the
State of Israel, this term is often used derogatorily to refer to all Jews, regardless of their
political views.

e Giudeo (Jew): Derived from the biblical name Judah, this term has acquired a negative
connotation over time, often associated with antisemitic stereotypes.

e Nasoni (Noses)/Usurai (Usurers): These terms, based on centuries-old stereotypes, are used
to denigrate Jews, associating them with physical traits (the nose) and alleged economic
activities (usury).

e Kippato: Neologism derived from the Yiddish term for kippah, the Jewish headdress. It is used
in a derogatory sense to identify Jews in a stereotypical way.
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Narrowing the field to Israel, however, a location found in some comments is “banana republic,” a
journalistic term originally used to describe small Latin American states considered politically
unstable and economically dependent. It has been used derogatorily to refer to Israel, with the intent
of discrediting its legitimacy and democratic nature. In this case, the term is not a Jewish-specific
language code, but is used in an antisemitic context to associate Israel with negative stereotypes and
spread prejudice.

3.4 Topics provoking antisemitism

In 2024, there was a significant increase in hateful and contemptuous comments towards Israel and
Jews, closely linked to the Hamas terrorist attack on October 7th. This attack triggered a series of
events, including Israel's military response and the escalation of the conflict. Although antisemitic
comments increased, it is important to contextualize this data. In fact, what grew significantly after
October 7th was the number of articles about Israel in Italian newspapers, suggesting that
antisemitism did not increase directly but that pre-existing sentiments found an "easy" target in
Israel. The intensification of the debate about Israel gave voice to pre-existing grievances, not only
related to Israeli politics but also to broader prejudices.

In 2023, before the incursions of Palestinian militias across the border between Israel and the Gaza
Strip, the main news stories were the Israeli police raid on the Al-Agsa mosque in April, the missile
launches from Gaza and Lebanon, and the subsequent Israeli bombings on Hamas, as well as the
terrorist attack in Tel Aviv that resulted in the death of an Italian tourist and the wounding of five
other people.

In 2024, the news that most triggered antisemitic reactions included the withdrawal of Israeli forces
from the Al-Shifa hospital in Gaza, the death of World Central Kitchen humanitarian workers during
an Israeli raid, the bombing of the Iranian consulate in Damascus, the preventive closure of Israeli
diplomatic missions after the announced Iranian retaliation, Iran's missile attack on Israel, Israel's use
of artificial intelligence systems to identify Hamas militants, and the banning of Al Jazeera.

Although most of the antisemitic comments were directed at Israel and Zionism, these news stories
also fueled antisemitic reactions targeting the entire Jewish community. Traditional antisemitism
blended with political narratives, signaling that there is still confusion among users regarding the
various figures that populate the Jewish imagination (Jews, Israel, Israeli government, Zionists). This
phenomenon is concerning, especially due to the widespread dissemination of such comments
through social media.
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4. Conclusion

During the monitoring period, a rather alarming picture emerged regarding the spread of antisemitic
narratives on social media and other online platforms in Italy. The most widespread narratives are
attributed to the so-called "new antisemitism," which is intolerance and hatred directed at Zionism
and the State of Israel.

Specific characteristics of our country

Italy displays peculiar characteristics in the expression of antisemitism online. The presence of hate
speech and incitement to violence remains the most troubling aspect of such a multifaceted
phenomenon as antisemitism. However, the majority of users have directed disdainful, stereotypical,
or hateful comments towards Israel, rather than towards Jews, masking antisemitic intentions under
the socially accepted guise of anti-Zionism.

Most affected media

Social platforms, particularly Facebook, appear to be the primary channels where antisemitic
narratives proliferate. Analyzing content on traditional media, however, revealed that the press and
online news sites are often involved, but more indirectly, as access channels for user comments.

Countering online antisemitism
To effectively counter online antisemitism, it would be essential to adopt a strategy targeted at
multiple fronts:

e Education and Awareness: Promote a culture of respect and historical knowledge of the
Holocaust and the roots of antisemitism to reduce the spread of prejudice, fake news, and
conspiracy theories about Jews, Israel, and Zionism.

e Active Monitoring and Moderation: Strengthen the presence of moderators on social media
and improve algorithms to identify and remove hate content.

e Collaboration between Institutions and Platforms: Local and international institutions must
work together with digital platforms to ensure a timely and effective response against
antisemitic content.

In conclusion, the fight against online antisemitism requires collective commitment that unites the

government, media, and citizens. Improving historical understanding and promoting a more inclusive
dialogue are key steps in reducing the influence of these dangerous narratives.
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5. Methodology

The research aimed to examine antisemitic narratives in online textual content - such as comments,
articles and Facebook posts - before and after 7 October 2023. We analysed content from websites
and Facebook pages of previously defined media outlets. The content was collected using social
listening software based on pre-defined keywords, covering the same period in both 2023 and 2024.
The research was conducted in four countries (Hungary, Italy, Poland and Romania) by national
research teams coordinated by Political Capital, using the same methodology.

Definition of antisemitism
The basis of the research was the International Holocaust Remembrance Alliance’s (IHRA) working

definition of antisemitism: “Antisemitism is a certain perception of Jews, which may be expressed as
hatred toward Jews. Rhetorical and physical manifestations of antisemitism are directed toward
Jewish or non-Jewish individuals and/or their property, toward Jewish community institutions and
religious facilities.” A detailed explanation of the definition, along with illustrative examples, is
available on the IHRA website®.

5.1 Data collection

In our research, we analysed online textual content: articles, posts and comments from websites and
Facebook pages. The data was collected using social listening software, SentiOne. SentiOne scrapes
data in a given timeframe, from the given media sources based on the given keywords.

5.1.1 Keywords

We defined four keywords that we used to identify potentially relevant content in all countries: 1)
Jews, 2) Israel, 3) Holocaust, 4) Zionism/Zionist. In addition, we included specific keywords relevant
to each country. In Romania, these were: jid, lud, mosaic, ovre and khazar. In languages where these
words could have different endings, we used the base form of the keywords followed by an asterisk
(*). This approach allowed SentiOne to identify results for all variations and endings of the keywords.

5.1.2 Sources monitored

With input from the national research teams, Political Capital identified six categories of online media
to monitor content from: 1) independent (mainstream) media, 2) mainstream tabloids, 3) (hyper-
)partisan/biased media, 4) right-wing/far-right sites, 5) fake news/conspiratorial sites, 5) left-
wing/far-left sites. We collected pages for each category in all countries, including media outlets’
websites and Facebook pages. In all countries, we selected the three media outlets per category with
the most results for our keywords in the same time period. In Romania, we monitored the following
media outlets’ websites and Facebook pages:

e Independent (mainstream) media: Corriere della Sera; Il Fatto Quotidiano, Ansa
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e /Mainstream tabloids: || Messaggero: Include mainstream media that are widespread and
reliable, ensuring quality information through rigorous verification of sources. In the analysis
of our country, two online newspapers, which also come out on newsstands, and one news
agency were included. Editorials are balanced and non-partisan, avoiding partisan stances.

e Far-right pages: Il Primato Nazionale; L'ltalia Mensile; Il Missino. Include online media that
promote sovereignist, traditionalist, anti-European, and anti-globalist ideologies. The two
online newspapers analyzed in Italy show affinities with neo-fascism, sometimes recalling
Mussolini's fascist government. These media have been criticized for spreading fake news and
polarizing public debate.

e Fake news/conspirational pages: Luogocomune; La Cruna dell'Ago; Maurizio Blondet blog.
Include online media that spread false or misleading news, presenting it as revelations. Two
online newspapers monitored in our country offer themselves as an alternative to traditional
media, which have been accused of manipulation. They spread conspiracy theories and
narratives without scientific foundation, presenting themselves as the only reliable source.

e (Hyper-)Partisan/biased media: Osservatorio internazionale per i diritti; Il Tempo; La Verita.
Include online, originally print media with a strong ideological alignment and a partially
partisan approach. They are inspired by liberal conservatism, with conservative positions on
social and cultural issues, and liberalist ones on economics. In our case, they approach the
national center-right and share its values and priorities.

e Left-wing/far-left pages: Potere al Popolo; Contro Piano; L'antidiplomatico. They include
communist- and Marxist-inspired newspapers critical of modern capitalism and modern
imperialism. In our context, they refer to two online magazines and a political blog that
criticize the EU and globalization. They support Palestinian resistance and denounce Israel as
an “apartheid state.”

5.1.3 Monitoring period

Based on our previous experiences in coding textual content into previously defined categories and
the resources available to the project, we set a goal of analysing 7,000 pieces of content per country.
Because we wanted to examine changes in antisemitic narratives after 7 October 2023, we chose the
same time period in both 2023 and 2024.This was determined by identifying the country with the
least data for our keywords and calculating how many days were needed, starting from a chosen date
(in this case, 1 April), for the downloaded data in that country to exceed 7,000 pieces of content. As
a result, data collection in all countries was standardised to the same timeframe: April 1 and April 15,
13:00.

5.1.4 The amount of data analysed

We filtered each dataset to include more than 7,000 pieces of content, maintaining the original
proportions of keywords, sources (websites and Facebook pages), and years within the dataset. This
approach resulted in the following proportions of the total downloaded dataset being analysed in
each country: Romania - 100%, Hungary - 73%, ltaly - 44%, and Poland - 35%.
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In all countries the amount of data collected in 2024 was higher than in 2023. The smallest increase
was in Hungary, where the data increased by about one and a half times in 2024. In Romania the data
increased by almost three times, in Poland by almost five times and in Italy by almost seven times. In
all countries most of the data consisted of comments.
The amount of data also varied between countries by media category:
e Hungary: The majority of data came from far-right pages, followed by mainstream media,
biased outlets, tabloids, and minimal data from conspiratorial and left-wing sources.
e [taly: Most data came from mainstream media, followed by tabloids, biased outlets, left-wing
and conspiratorial sources, with very little data from far-right pages.
e Poland: Most data came from tabloids, followed by biased outlets, mainstream media, far-
right pages, conspiratorial sites and very little from left-wing sources.
® Romania: Most of the data came from mainstream media, followed by conspiratorial sites,
tabloids, far-right sources, biased outlets and a small amount of data from left-wing sources.

Examined content in media categories

Far- Total Total
Mainstream right Conspiratorial | Biased | Tabloid | Left |amount of| amount
data/year | of data

Hungary 2023 671| 1300 38 626 130 22 2787
2024 1410 1949 49 646 86 81 4221| 7008

Italy 2023 704 1 9 19 142 15 890
2024 4987 38 151 284 518| 185 6163| 7053

Poland 2023 310 137 51 63 674 1 1236
2024 601 224 253 1041 3697 2 5818| 7054

. [2023 809 191 469 85 293 0 1847

Romania

2024 3332 361 959 127 385 1 5165| 7012

5.2 Coding the data

5.2.1 Conceptual framework

Using publicly available resources, such as studies, research reports, scientific articles, etc., Political
Capital developed a conceptual framework to define the theoretical background of the research. In
addition to stating that the research was based on the IHRA's working definition of antisemitism, the
document thoroughly presented the main categories of antisemitic narratives and sub-narratives on
which the research was based. All partners had the opportunity to discuss, comment on, and add to
the content of the conceptual framework. The conceptual framework was also discussed with
members of the BOND project’s Advisory Board and external experts.
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5.2.2 Finalising the methodology and creating a methodology guide

Finalising the research methodology involved multiple discussions - including consultations with an
expert member of the BOND Advisory Board and several attempts to analyse and code online texts
in different ways. From these efforts, the final categories for coding the data were established. Four
classifications were defined for the nature of content:

1. Antisemitic — Content that contained at least one antisemitic narrative.

2. Potentially antisemitic — Content that included a narrative that could be either
interpreted as both antisemitic and non-antisemitic, or it appeared antisemitic only in
light of the context (the article/post it was responding to).

3. Not understandable — Content that was incomprehensible (this category was almost only
applicable to comments).

4. Not antisemitic — Content that did not include any antisemitic narratives.

Based on the conceptual framework, five main categories of antisemitic narratives were identified,
each containing sub-categories (the details and definitions of these categories will be described
later):

e Classic antisemitic stereotypes

e Traditional, religion-based antisemitism (anti-Judaism)

e Conspiratorial antisemitism,

e Holocaust denial and distortion,

e New antisemitism (antisemitism based on criticism of Israel).

Two additional categories were defined: "hate speech" and "call for violence".
The coding process was described in detail in a methodology guide.

As part of the coding process, coders were required to document the antisemitic phrases identified
in the content. For comments, they also had to record the context - specifically, the subject of the
article or post under which the comment was written.

5.2.3 Training of the coders

After sharing the conceptual framework and the methodology guide with the national research
teams, Political Capital organised a meeting to explain and discuss these documents and the process
and to provide space for questions. Throughout the research process, the research teams met
regularly to discuss issues and questions that arose during the research process.

To ensure a common understanding of the theoretical framework and to increase the reliability of
the research - within the constraints of resources and team capacities - the research process included
a learning phase. During this phase, 350 pieces of content were filtered from the dataset while
maintaining the original proportions of results by keyword, media category, and year. A slight
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overrepresentation of results for the keyword "Israel" was included, based on the assumption that
identifying new antisemitism would be the greatest challenge. In each country, two members of the
national research teams coded these data independently. Their results were then compared and
discrepancies were discussed to reach an agreement. In cases where agreement could not be
reached, they were given the opportunity to consult with Political Capital for further clarification.

5.2.4 The coding process

Coding the data followed the same procedure across all countries. The national teams received their
content in an Excel file, which included all relevant properties (e.g., comment/article/post, date of
publishing, source, context, etc.). During the coding process, coders read the content itself and, for
comments, also examined the context.

If antisemitic narratives were identified in the content, coders labelled it as either antisemitic or
potentially antisemitic, defined the antisemitic narrative, and categorised it into a main antisemitic
narrative category along with one of its sub-categories. A single piece of content could be categorised
into multiple (maximum four) narrative categories, as it was possible for more than one antisemitic
narrative to appear within the same text. If the content did not contain any antisemitic narratives, or
if its meaning was not understandable, it was not assigned to any category.
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Introduction to the BOND project

The BOND (Building tOlerance, uNderstanding, and Dialogue across communities) project® was
implemented from January 2023 to December 2024 in Hungary, Italy, Poland, and Romania. Its
primary goal was to address deep-rooted prejudices, hateful attitudes, and behaviors within society,
particularly those targeting European Jewry. The project also aimed to foster understanding,
tolerance, and dialogue. A significant focus was placed on educating young people about Judaism
and antisemitism, as well as promoting intercultural and inter-religious dialogue. Its activities
included researching antisemitism, monitoring antisemitic narratives, developing educational
curricula, training teachers, organising youth education and exchange programs, facilitating inter-
faith and inter-community dialogue, and hosting local roundtables on tolerance and social inclusion.
The project was guided by the definition of antisemitism established by the International Holocaust
Remembrance Alliance (IHRA).x
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Research report — Poland

Online antisemitic narratives in Poland before and after the 7" of October
2023

Key findings

Antisemitism in the material studied was somewhat surprising. It appeared most often in clearly
right-wing media or from people who described their views as clearly right-wing. Several phenomena
were observed.

e There was a surprising amount of antisemitic content.

e Many commenters did not see the difference between Jews and Israel. In many comments,
the use of the word Jew was synonymous with the word Israel. These comments were
classified as new antisemitism. In the vast majority of them, Jews were collectively accused
of the actions of the State of Israel.

e Among antisemitic content, stereotypes proved very popular. Ascribing wealth and greed to
Jews turned out to be the most common stereotype. Within the CLASSIC STEREOTYPE
category, the dominant comments were those portraying Jews as evil.

e A lot of antisemitic content was related to attacking the state of Israel for its activities in the
Middle East, especially in the Gaza Strip.

e There was relatively little content that could be classified as INCITING VIOLENCE.

e |t is easy to point out which events were the triggers for the wave of antisemitic comments.
A small number of antisemitic content appeared in smaller categories or without context at
all. Nevertheless, completely neutral content was also a pretext for antisemitic comments.

e In Polish, it is very easy to create antisemitic words naming Jews and it is easy to edit existing
ones so that they are harder to catch by automatic filters. There were many in the analyzed
material. These words are usually easy to understand and it is not a problem to guess that it
is the Jewish community that is meant.

e The word JEW often appeared in a negative context as an insult. It was often used to offend
someone, lower the level of trust in that person or institution, and this is a disturbing
phenomenon.

e A large amount of antisemitic content concerned conspiracy theories. The myth of Judea-
Communism and the identification of Jews from Russia with the guilt for communism in
Poland are still strong in Poland.

It was common to criticize political events (regardless of the party and side of the political dispute)
and link them to Jewish control if they were not identical with the views of the person commenting.
Polish politics were often blamed for Jewish influence.

© 2023 BOND | CERV-2022-EQUAL | Grant Agreement No. 101084724



P‘
D2.2 - Research briefings on the trends of antisemitic narratives, hate speech and conspiracy theories BO N D .

Table of contents

Introduction 97

1. The extent of antisemitic content in the dataset 97

1.1 The extent of antisemitic content in the datasets 98
1.2 Distribution of the content examined 98

1.3 Antisemitism in the different types of media 99

2. Overview and extent of the different types of antisemitic content 100

2.1 Content with antisemitic narratives 100

2.2 Antisemitic content beyond narratives 101

3. Types of antisemitic content in the data examined 103

3.1 Content of antisemitic narratives 103

3.1.1 New antisemitism 103

3.1.2 Conspiratorial antisemitism 105

3.1.3 Classic stereotypes 107
3.1.4 Holocaust denial and distortion109
3.1.5 Traditional, religion-based antisemitism 110

3.2 Antisemitic content beyond narratives 111
3.2.1 Antisemitic hate speech111
3.2.2 Antisemitic violence 111

3.3 Topics provoking antisemitism 112

3.4 Code words used for Jews 113

4. Conclusion 114

5. Methodology 115
5.1 Data collection 115
5.1.1 Keywords 115
5.1.2 Sources monitored 115
5.1.3 Monitoring period 116

5.1.4 The amount of data analysed 116
5.2 Coding the data 117
5.2.1 Conceptual framework 117

5.2.2 Finalising the methodology and creating a methodology guide 118
5.2.3 Training of the coders 118

5.2.4 The coding process 119

6. Bibliography 120

Introduction to the BOND project 122

© 2023 BOND | CERV-2022-EQUAL | Grant Agreement No. 101084724


about:blank
about:blank
about:blank
about:blank
about:blank
about:blank
about:blank
about:blank
about:blank
about:blank
about:blank
about:blank
about:blank
about:blank
about:blank
about:blank
about:blank
about:blank
about:blank
about:blank
about:blank
about:blank
about:blank
about:blank
about:blank
about:blank
about:blank
about:blank
about:blank
about:blank
about:blank
about:blank
about:blank
about:blank

9
D2.2 - Research briefings on the trends of antisemitic narratives, hate speech and conspiracy theories BON D

Introduction

The research aimed to analyse changes in online antisemitic narratives following 7 October 2023 —
Hamas’s terror attack on Israel and the subsequent war. These events led to a rise in antisemitism
across Europe, making it necessary to examine how online antisemitic narratives had evolved. The
development of the research methodology and categories were completed in late 2023 and early
2024, and the research began in the spring of 2024.

Recognising and defining antisemitism in relation to Israel, i.e. distinguishing between legitimate and
illegitimate criticism of Israel, has become particularly challenging since 7 October. Our research is
based on the International Holocaust Remembrance Alliance’s (IHRA) working definition of
antisemitism?’, which is accepted by 43 countries and several international organisations including
the EU and most of its member states.

The research was conducted simultaneously in four countries—Hungary, Italy, Poland, and
Romania—using the same methodology. It focused on textual content, including articles, comments,
and Facebook posts. The content was collected using social listening software from the websites and
Facebook pages of the most relevant national media outlets across five media categories:
independent (mainstream) media, biased/hyper-partisan media, mainstream tabloids, left-wing
sites, far-right pages, and fake news/conspiratorial sites. The scraping process was guided by
keywords designed to detect antisemitic content. Four core keywords—Jew, Israel, Holocaust, and
Zionism/Zionist—were used in all countries in their respective local languages. Additionally, country-
specific keywords were included. In languages where these words could have different endings, their
base forms were followed by an asterisk (*), enabling the collection of results for all variations and
endings.

The research focused on the period from 1-15 April in both 2023 and 2024, with nearly 7,000 pieces
of content analysed in each country. All content was examined by the national research teams and
classified as either antisemitic, potentially antisemitic (content that could be interpreted as both
antisemitic and not antisemitic), not understandable, or not antisemitic.

Drawing on publicly available resources—such as studies, research reports, and scientific articles—
five main categories of antisemitic narratives were defined: classic antisemitic stereotypes,
conspiratorial antisemitism, traditional religion-based antisemitism, Holocaust denial and distortion,
and new antisemitism (antisemitism based on the criticism of Israel). In addition to these, two
supplementary categories were established: hate speech and calls for violence against Jews. Each
piece of content was thoroughly analysed and assigned to one or more of these categories.

7 IHRA working definition of antisemitism: https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-

antisemitism
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1. The extent of antisemitic content in the dataset

1.1 The extent of antisemitic content in the datasets

Antisemitic and potentially antisemitic content was present in 47% of the Polish dataset. Out of a
total of 7054 pieces of content, 3128 were labelled as antisemitic, 191 as potentially antisemitic, 3110
as not antisemitic, and 625 as not understandable.

33. Figure: Proportion of antisemitic content in the full dataset.

m antisemitic = potentially antisemitic m notunderstandable = notantisemitic

1.2 Distribution of the content examined

The vast majority of antisemitic content appeared in comments. About 78% of the downloaded
content were comments (5500), about 16.2% were posts (1143), and 5.8% were articles (411).
Antisemitic narratives appeared predominantly in comments, of which over 51.6% (2840) were
antisemitic. 2.9% (162) of them were labelled as potentially antisemitic, 36.6% (2014) as not
antisemitic, and about 8.8% (484) as not understandable. Regarding articles, 84.4% (347) were
labelled as not antisemitic, 5.6% (23) as antisemitic, 0.5% (2) as potentially antisemitic and 2.9% (12)
as not understandable. 23.2% (265) of the posts were labelled as antisemitic, 2.4% (27) as potentially
antisemitic, 11.3% (129) as not understandable and 63.2% (722) as not antisemitic.

34. Figure: Distribution of the different types of content examined in the full dataset.
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1.3 Antisemitism in the different types of media

With more data in 2024, both the number and proportion of antisemitic content increased in most
media categories, except for left-wing and fake news/conspiratorial sites, where the proportion of
antisemitic content remained unchanged, and mainstream media sites, where antisemitic content
proportionally decreased slightly.

Antisemitic content (including both antisemitic and potentially antisemitic) was the most prevalent
on tabloid sites in terms of quantity (1853 pieces of content in the two years together), but
proportionally these content appeared the most on biased/hyper-partisan (59.5%), fake
news/conspiratorial (59.4%) and independent mainstream media sites (54.3%). Quantitatively the
amount of antisemitic content in these categories varied (658 pieces on tabloid sites, 495 on
mainstream media sites, and only 180 pieces on fake news/conspiratorial sites). The smallest amount
of antisemitic and potentially antisemitic content was found on far-right pages (132 pieces, 29.9%).
Data from left-wing sites were nearly absent from the Polish dataset.

35. Figure: Presence of antisemitic content within the different media categories.
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2. Overview and extent of the different types of antisemitic
content

2.1 Content with antisemitic narratives

The most prevalent narrative category in the Polish data was new antisemitism, appearing in 18%
(1268 pieces) of the examined content. This was followed by conspiratorial antisemitic narratives,
present in 12.8% (902 pieces) of the dataset. Classical stereotypes were third with 7.5% (526 pieces),
while Holocaust denial and distortion was present in 4.3% (124 pieces) and traditional religion-based
appeared in 1.8% (70 pieces) of the content examined.

36. Figure: Proportion of antisemitic narrative categories in the full dataset.
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Although the proportion of antisemitic content remained roughly the same, most narrative
categories declined proportionally. The number of new antisemitic narratives, however, rose
fourteenfold, resulting in a proportional increase of over three times. The amount of content with
other narratives increased by 2024, but proportionally these slightly decreased, with classical
stereotypes showing a more notable decline.

37. Figure: Proportion of antisemitic narratives in the dataset for 2023 and 2024 (separately).
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2.2 Antisemitic content beyond narratives
Besides narratives, two other types of antisemitic content were examined: hate speech and call for
violence.
e Hate speech: Hateful content that either explicitly targets Jews or includes the word "Jew" as
a negative marker based on antisemitic narratives .
e Call for violence: Content that incites violence of any kind against Jews.

Hate speech was relatively common in the Polish dataset, appearing in 8.5% (603 pieces) of content,
with a slight decrease in proportions to 2024. Content calling for violence against Jews also appeared
in around 2.2% (158 pieces) of the data. Its amount increased by 2024 and proportionally its extent

remained unchanged.

38. Figure: Proportion of antisemitic categories beyond narratives in the full dataset.
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39. Figure: Proportion of antisemitic categories beyond narratives in the dataset for 2023 and 2024
(separately).
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3. Types of antisemitic content in the data examined

3.1 Content of antisemitic narratives

3.1.1 New antisemitism

The leading media in this category are WYKOP (posts and comments), TV REPUBLIKA (posts
and comments) and DO RZECZY (posts and comments), but it is surprising that as many examples
from this category appeared on WYBORCZA.PL (comments only) as on DO RZECZY. As for articles,
they appeared in this category in media such as NEON 24 and MAGNA POLONIA.

The most popular category in the material being developed was NEW ANTISEMITISM. The
most common subcategory is recognizing Israel as a terrorist country. In that subcategory, there were
many comments accusing Israel of committing genocide and war crimes in the Gaza Strip, and
eliminating Palestinians. Israelis were often called murderers. There were accusations of torture,
attempts to starve Palestinians to death, ethnic cleansing, and starting World War lll. Saying that
Israel's goal was defined as murdering every last Palestinian. Israelis were often referred to as
barbarians, terrorists, bandits, or criminals. Israel's actions in Palestine were also called a massacre
of civilians. There were many accusations of Israel murdering women and children, and, in general
innocent civilians. Several times, there were calculations, as well as comparisons with the number of
victims (women and children) on the Ukrainian side in the war with Russia. Israel was called a violent
and aggressive country, and that’s way compared to Russia or sometimes even Nazi Germany. The
narrative that sometimes appeared indicated Israel's provocations to be attacked and have a pretext
to attack other countries. The attack on October 7 was also perceived by some people as a
provocation to attack Palestine. What is more, the event in the Polish parliament, where Grzegorz
Braun, a far-right politician and antisemite, put out Hanukkah candles with a fire extinguisher during
the celebration of Hanukkah was compared to the actions of Israel and different reactions of Polish
politicians that to the crimes in the Middle East.

Many antisemitic comments in this category appeared in the context of the death of a Polish
humanitarian worker in the Gaza Strip. This event and the comments of the Israeli ambassador on
the situation caused a wave of criticism, quite often very aggressive and referring also to the category
HATE SPEECH. Israel was also called a terrorist country in this context. There were many comments
that these actions were carried out with premeditation, on purpose, that Israel murdered
humanitarian workers in cold blood.

An event that was also widely commented on was the Iranian attack on Israel after the Israeli
bombing of the Iranian embassy in Syria. Many comments also referred to Jews and the actions of
the state of Israel, but these comments were included in another subcategory described later.

Comments related to this category often included fragments from the category of "taboo
criticism" or “double standards”, where they were also classified. Many people commented
negatively on the passivity of the international community and the lack of clear opposition from other
countries. They pointed out the disproportion in the number of Israelis killed by Hamas in October
2023 and the Palestinians killed by Israel. Commentators also wrote that Israel does whatever it
wants, is unpunished, and although it violates human rights and international law, it does not face
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any consequences because of the American support and finances. The European Union, NATO, and
the United States were accused of being guardians of genocide and supporting war crimes. Also,
Polish government was criticized for that.

The narrative of many comments focused exclusively on civilians suffering and dying during
warfare and presented Israel's actions as criminal and murderous. In non-antisemitic comments,
there was also a narrative about Israel's fight against terrorism and combating Hamas. However, the
antisemitic comments seemed to murdering civilians was Israel's primary goal.

Most comments in the category Collective responsibility of the Jews for Israel also described
Israel's actions as terrorist, but instead of Israel, they wrote that Jews are terrorists, murderers and
genocidal perpetrators. In this subcategory, the bombing of Palestine, the deaths of women and
children were attributed simply to Jews without separating them from the state of Israel.
Antisemitism and hatred of Jews were very often justified by Israeli war actions. Jews were attributed
with responsibility for the bombing of a humanitarian convoy in Gaza, in which a Pole was killed, and
with responsibility for Iran's attack on Israel as a consequence of Jewish actions. These two events
also seem to be the most triggering. Jews were often called antisemitic offensive names, which was
included in the HATE SPEECH category.

Another popular subcategory was "Israel is responsible for the Arab-Israeli/Hamas-Israeli
conflict". This category included accusing Israel (sometimes also Jews, as mentioned earlier) of
financing Hamas and building its power, and the events related to this were later described as
consequences of this. Israel's actions were often described as provocative and as leaving Iran and
Hamas no other option than to attack Israel. There were frequent comments that Israel itself had
organized the October Hamas attack on Israel, in order to have a pretext to start a war. Israel was
then accused of massacring its own citizens. Israel's policy was also described as aggressive towards
other countries, which had to end in conflict. The events that caused the biggest stir were the conflict
between Israel and Iran and the Iranian missile attack on Israel after the bombing of the Iranian
embassy in Syria, as well as the situation in the Gaza Strip. Israel was accused of being exclusively
responsible for the situation in the Gaza Strip, very bad, inhumane living conditions, just to clean that
territory. The commentators wrote that since 1948/the beginning, Israelis have murdered people and
committed genocide of Palestinians ["Holocaust"], built illegal settlements in their area, and bombed
refugee camps. Very often they called them occupants.

In the NEW ANTISEMITISM category, a lot of content also concerned the subcategory "Nazi
analogy". Many comments simply called Israel or Jews Nazis. The situation in the Gaza strip was often
compared to World War Il and the building of the ghetto and the Gaza Strip was called a
concentration camp created by Israel. They wrote about starving Palestinians and murdering
“innocent people”, especially children. It was common in this subcategory to compare Israel and Jews
to the SS, and even write that Hitler was better and murdered less or that they have learned from
him. The methods of warfare were very often compared to those of Nazi Germany.

The categories of "Nazi analogy" and "Accusing Israel of the Holocaust" were difficult to
distinguish, but accusing Israel of actions such as the Holocaust against Palestinians in several places
was unambiguous. The actions in the Gaza Strip were called Holocaust 2.0, and Israelis — Nazis.
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In the category of NEW ANTISEMITISM, several more subcategories appeared, in fewer
numbers than the previous subcategories. "Taboo of criticism" and “Double standards” appeared,
where the world was accused of passivity in response to Israel’s crimes, the silence of the UN, the
lack of reliable information from the world media for fear of criticizing Israel. The subcategory “Israeli
influence on the media” also included comments about the deliberate concealment of Israel’s actions
in the media and the control that Jews and Israel have over the media in the world. Israel was
described as evil, bad intentions were attributed, and people were called barbarians. Delegitimization
of Israel occurred as often as demonization. One of the main politicians of the far right, known for his
antisemitic comments and the event in the Polish parliament, where he put out Hanukkah candles
with a fire extinguisher during the celebration of Hanukkah — Grzegorz Brown — referred to Israel as
the “State Located in Palestine”. This narrative was repeated several times as an obvious information
that Israel occupies the land of Palestine and should not have been established there. There were
chambers that Israel should disappear from the world map and the lands on which it is located should
return to Palestine. Also, it was questioned its right to create the state after World War Il.
“Colonialism analogy” didn’t appear at all, and “Apartheid analogy” appeared only two times.

40. Figure: Sub-narratives of the antisemitic narrative category New antisemitism.
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3.1.2 Conspiratorial antisemitism

The leading media in this category are WYKOP, TV REPUBLIKA and DO RZECZY, but also NCZAS
(all only comments). As far as articles are concerned, they appeared in this category in such media as
NEON 24, W POLITYCE and MAGNA POLONIA.

Another category that turned out to be very popular is “Conspiratorial”. The most content
appeared in the subcategory “Jewish control/power”, but many comments classified here also fit into
the subcategory “The new world order theory”. It turned out that the most common comment in the
entire document examined was an advertisement for a “patriotic” book. The comment was of a
recommendatory nature. It was long and summarized the book, which according to the author of the
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comment is banned by censorship, but available for download online. The comment said that Jews
are behind the creation of most political parties in Poland, but also Germans and Americans. All three
of these groups allegedly control the Polish political system. The evidence of Jewish control over
Polish politics is supposed to be the joint celebration of Hanukkah in the Polish Parliament, the
unanimous condemnation of Braun’s act (an extreme right-wing MP who blew out Hanukkah candles
with a fire extinguisher during the Hanukkah celebration in the parliament), the unanimous transfer
of PLN 100 million for the renovation of the Jewish cemetery in Warsaw. This comment appeared in
various contexts, on many websites. Mainly in the Fake news/conspiratorial category and in right-
wing media. In addition, there were often comments about GAZETA WYBORCZA (a popular
nationwide opinion-forming socio-political daily with a centro-liberal profile) and his editor-in-chief
is Adam Michnik (He was born from an informal union of pre-war communist activists of Jewish origin.
A former politician, historian journalist). The newspaper was accused of Jewish control in many
comments, its name was changed in a vulgar way. GAZETA WYBORCZA was accused of manipulation,
using Jewish methods, and was called a Jewish newspaper for Poles. It was also denied the right to
comment on some events because it was a Jewish newspaper. TVN (the most popular Polish
commercial television station) was also accused of Jewish control. Also, Polish politicians were
accused of Jewish influence, especially Andrzej Duda, Donald Tusk, Radostaw Sikorski (the latter
mainly because of his wife). The commentators suggested that because they are afraid of Jews, they
don’t condemn Israel for its crimes and don’t criticize the Ambassador of Israel to Poland. What is
more, Jews from America were suspected of steering Polish or Israeli policy, and they finance Israel’s
acts.

Jewish control was often mentioned in comments about the European Union, calling it
NEUROPE. The entire world, the US, and NATO were also seen as ruled by Jews. Polish politicians
were accused of sucking up to Jews, but they were also said to be Jews in order to discredit them
(comments using the word Jew as an insult were classified as HATE SPEECH). Politicians who
supported Israel were called traitors. The comment that appeared many times was about Polish
history, 1944, when Jews from Moscow (leftists) sent to Poland other Jews that were placed in crucial
places like media, movie schools, prosecutor's office, courts to make a new rule and keel the Russian
plan working. The comment says that there are still Jews in Polish politics — from Platforma
Obywatelska (PO) or Prawo | Sprawiedliwos¢ (PiS).

There were many comments about Jewish control. You can read in them that Jews control,
for example, banks, media, all kinds of institutions, products of Israeli production are accused of
espionage and deception, just like Jews themselves. Many comments came down to the sentence -
Jews are everywhere in the world and they decide about everything. Sometimes they involved calls
for a boycott of Israel and Israeli products.

There were also many comments in the subcategory "Judeo-communist" as there is still a
threat that communism was created by Jews. Sometimes it was used to insult or discredit someone.
“Jews are communists” was a very popular comment.

A big stir among commentators was caused by the Ukrainian President's visit to Poland. Most
comments focused on Zelensky's Jewish background (“mean Ukrainian Jew”, “Russian Jew”), and the
fact that Jews caused the war in Ukraine. The writers raised the issue of the lack of apology for the
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Massacres of Poles in Volhynia and Eastern Galicia. It was often connected with HATE SPEECH and
CALL FOR VIOLENCE.

Subcategories that practically did not appear or appeared once, without any major
significance, were "Protocols of the Elders of Zion", "llluminati", "The great replacement theory",
"Soros". The contexts in which comments in this category appeared most often were the Polish
elections, and Polish politics in general. Events in the Middle East were of marginal importance,
although the death of a Polish humanitarian worker in the Gaza Strip appeared as a context in dozens
of cases. There were a few comments concerning ties of Jews to the pandemic “COVID 19”.

41. Figure: Sub-narratives of the antisemitic narrative category Conspiratorial antisemitism.
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3.1.3 Classic stereotypes

The leading media in this category are WYKOP, WYBORCZA, TV REPUBLIKA and DO RZECZY.

The "Classical stereotype" category was also a large category. The most numerous among
them was the portrayal of Jews as EVIL. There were descriptions of individual situations in which
people of Jewish origin behaved in a specific way, which was supposed to be proof that all Jews are
evil and unlikable (for example bad judge = “Jewish judge”). The classic mechanism of how
stereotypes work appeared in this subcategory. All Jews were described through the prism of
individual situations. Several comments spoke of spreading diseases, which sounds like a narrative
from the thirties. There were also comments that Jews hate Poles, and sometimes there were
comments that Jews hate everyone. Many comments that referred to Jews as murderers, criminals
and terrorists were included in the category of attributing responsibility to Jews for the actions of the
state of Israel, if the context of the statement referred to the conflict in the Middle East, and that
they can't even apologize. There was also a narrative that Jews are fed up everywhere in the world
and it is no wonder that other countries are expelling them from each other. Jews were also accused
of being the cause of most of the problems in the world. Often it was connected with HATE SPEECH
and CALL FOR VIOLENCE.

© 2023 BOND | CERV-2022-EQUAL | Grant Agreement No. 101084724



9
D2.2 - Research briefings on the trends of antisemitic narratives, hate speech and conspiracy theories BON D

A large subcategory was also comments referring to the classic stereotype of Jews —
“Greed/Wealth”. Among others, calling someone a Jew because they are stingy appeared here, but
also the narrative that Jews do everything for money, that they only care about business, that they
believe that the whole world owes them some money and that they value money over human life, or
even steal. There were suggestions that they accuse of the Holocaust just to get compensation. In
Polish, the word "POZYDZIC" is also very common - means that someone is a bit greedy and doesn't
wat to spend money on something. This also appeared in the material being developed.

Referring to Jews as OTHER also appeared in this category. In some cases, Jews of Polish origin were
separated from Poles, there was talk of Jewish surnames and that Jews change them to Polish ones
in order to blend in with Poles, while Poles never change their surnames to Jewish ones. On the other
hand, the commentators searched for Jewish origin to explain someone’s bad behavior. There were
also comments bordering on dehumanization. Jews were also referred to as the enemy of Poland,
persons who want to destroy Poland. It was also written that no Poles were kidnapped by Hamas,
but it was Jews were born in Poland.

In the subcategory "Deceit and lie" there were comments that Jews cannot be trusted because they
lie, cheat, they are traitors, but also portals and newspapers were called Jewish, in order to lower the
level of trust in them. It was connected with so-called Jewish propaganda, but it was related also with
the category NEW ANTISEMITISM.

Less significant subcategories were "Disloyalty/Dual loyalty" and "Taboo of criticism". In the
subcategory "Taboo of cticiticism" most of the content concerned the lack of criticism from the
international community towards Israel's actions, which is why these comments were included in the
category NEW ANTISEMITISM. According to commentators, Jews are “untouchable.” Only a few
appeared in this category.

Among the unclassified content there were comments that Jews are anti-Polish, several about
denying the existence of antisemitism in Poland, standing up for an antisemitic MP who blew out the
Hanukkah candles in parliament. There were also those related to appearance, mainly concerning
the shape of the nose.

42. Figure: Sub-narratives of the antisemitic narrative category Classic antisemitic stereotypes.
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3.1.4 Holocaust denial and distortion

The most content from this category appeared on WYKOP (posts and comments). Next were
WYBORCZA (comments), TV REPUBLIKA (comments), MAGNA POLONIA (comments).

The next category in order of content quantity was "Holocaust denial distortion". It was not a
very numerous category (about several dozen of comments). The narratives that appeared here were
mainly accusing Jews of complicity in the Holocaust (“Blaming Jews”), their passivity during the war,
examples of how Jews killed other Jews in camps or collaborated with the Nazis, but there were also
stories of Jews killing Poles to prove that they did not deserve to be called victims of the Holocaust.
A theory appeared that Hitler was financed by wealthy Jews. The Holocaust was presented as a
positive event several times. There were also questions about the number of Jewish victims of the
Holocaust and accusations against the Jewish community of appropriating the suffering during World
War Il and leading the narrative that Jews were the only victims. It is difficult to say precisely what
events prompted such comments, because there were relatively few of them, but often there were
discussion about World War Il in general, the anniversary of the Warsaw Ghetto Uprising and the war
in Ukraine — Ukrainians were accused of being the main perpetrators of the Holocaust and Poles were
denied killing Jews (“Blur the responsibility”). The argument that Jews use the Holocaust for their
own purposes, especially to the financial compensation, was very popular.

43. Figure: Sub-narratives of the antisemitic narrative category Holocaust denial and distortion.
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3.1.5 Traditional, religion-based antisemitism

The most content from this category appeared on WYKOP (posts and comments). Next were
DO RZECZY (comments), NEON 24 (comments).

"Traditional religion-based" was a small category. A dozen or so comments referred mainly
referring to Satanism and Satan or deicide. A similar number of comments were made about making
fun of Judaism, and the appearance of the orthodox, and that the Jewish religion is it's bad or weird.
Also, the authors wrote that Jews lie or “tell the ties” with reference to their religion. Sometimes
there were related to “Jew as the "other" (in religious sense)”. There was some comments concerned
the pedophiles in rabbinical schools. They pointed to the Talmud and the resulting mistreatment of
the non-Jews. There were only two examples of “Blood libel/Child murder”. Bigger category turned
out “Deicide”. It simply repeated the phrase that the Jews killed Jesus.

44. Figure: Sub-narratives of the antisemitic narrative category Traditional, religion-based
antisemitism.
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3.2 Antisemitic content beyond narratives

3.2.1 Antisemitic hate speech

The most hate speech appears in the comments. Most often, hate speech came down to calling Jews
derogatory names or insulting others by calling them Jews. The most hate speech appears in the
media known as tabloids. This is mainly because the sites where antisemitism has appeared most
often are created by users. The topics that caused a great deal of commotion and where the most
hate speech appeared were the Iranian attack on Israel, the situation when a far-right, antisemitic
politician put out the Hanukkah candles with a fire extinguisher in the Polish parliament, the film of
Agnieszka Holland about immigrants, the anniversary of Smolensk air disaster, Zelensky's visit in
Poland, and definitely the whole situation around the death of a Polish humanitarian worker in Gaza
who was killed by Israeli shelling and connected with this event — words of the Ambassador of Israel
to Poland, and also the wrong —in the opinion of the writers — reaction of Polish politicians to Israel’s
acts. The comments often had a character of CALL FOR VIOLENCE, too. This category also included
antisemitic jokes and sayings.

3.2.2 Antisemitic violence

Calls for violence turned out to be a category in which not so many comments appeared. The context
in which most appeared was the Iranian attack on Israel and the interview of Israeli Ambassador to
Poland after a Polish volunteer killed in the Gaza Strip. Among others, there appeared that Jews
should be dead or that they should be bombed by Iran. Calls to expel Jews from the countries where
they live, especially Israeli Ambassador to Poland, calls to exterminate/kill them, break off diplomatic
relations or to annihilate the state of Israel were repeated. It was connected with the comments
talking about the genocide against Palestinians. Also, calls like “Fuck the Jews” were quite often. Texts
like: "Fuck the Jewish scumbags", "Fuck those Semitic thugs” or “Fuck Israelis' terrorists” have
appeared. What is more, the authors of the comments wanted to exclude Israel from different sport
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playing. In this category, Israel was often compared to Russia or even Nazi Germany. The comments
had a character of HATE SPEECH, too. If it comes to media the largest number of examples of "calls
to violence" appeared on TV REPUBLIKA and WYKOP.

3.3 Topics provoking antisemitism

The topics that seem to be the main triggers for antisemitic content are conflicts in the Middle East,
which can be broken down into more narrow contexts. One of the most popular is Iran's missile attack
on Israel, where the most content appeared in the NEW ANTISEMITISM category and less, although
still a lot of HATE SPEACH. An event strongly related to the situation in the Middle East, which was a
context for antisemitism, is the death of a Polish humanitarian worker in the Gaza Strip, who died
after a car belonging to the CETRAL KITCHEN organization was hit by the Israeli army. This event
generated by far the most antisemitic comments. It can be divided into smaller contexts (comments
by the Israeli Ambassador to Poland, an interview with him, comments by the Palestinian
Ambassador, the funeral of a humanitarian worker, a demand from Polish politicians for an apology
and compensation from Israel). This situation also caused many comments about Jews as evil
(CLASSIC STEREOTYPE), and accusations of Jewish influence among Polish politicians
(CONSPIRATIONAL).

A big stir among commentators was caused by the Ukrainian President's visit to Poland. Most
comments focused on Zelensky's Jewish background (“mean Ukrainian Jew”, “Russian Jew”), and the
fact that Jews caused the war in Ukraine. The writers raised the issue of the lack of apology for the
Massacres of Poles in Volhynia and Eastern Galicia. It was often connected with HATE SPEECH and
CALL FOR VIOLENCE.

A very inflammatory event also turned out to be when a far right, antisemitic politician - Grzegorz
Braun from the Konfederacja party put out the Hanukkah candles with a fire extinguisher in the Polish
parliament (when Hanukkah was celebrated in the Parliament). Punishing an antisemitic MP was also
a trigger. It should be added that MP Grzegorz Braun is known for his antisemitism and anti-Ukrainian
approach. He is perceived as a pro-Russian politician and his behavior had no connection with the
conflict between Israel and Palestine. Wherever the word "Israel" appeared, one could expect
antisemitic content. Many people strongly and unequivocally accused Jews of Israel's actions and
these words were often used interchangeably. In the comments, sometimes there was not only
hatred for Jews, but also for Muslims, often both in one comment. Antisemitic comments also
appeared when someone wanted to lower someone's credibility, discredit him by calling them a Jew,
but also to lower trust in certain content, especially the WYBORCZA newspaper (“Jewish
newspaper”). Ascribing Jewish roots to politicians in Poland, searching for Jewish ancestors or
modifying their surnames to sound Jewish had a similar goal, no matter real or not (for example with
Radostaw Sikorski’s wife). It doesn't matter which side of the political dispute in Poland a specific
politician stood on. Also, the film of Agnieszka Holland about the refugee crisis on the border with
Belarus and the anniversary of Smolensk air disaster became the pretexts for antisemitic comments.
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Many times, the context, i.e. the post or article had no connection with Israel, Jews or the Middle
East in general, but antisemitism appeared in the comments. It could refer to internal Polish politics,
feasts or motherhood.

A lot of antisemitism also appeared in the context of various events in Poland. Elections, the
economic situation, support for Ukraine, fuel prices, abortion law. Less, although not a little, in the
context of World War Il. The topic of the Holocaust was usually called on occasion NEW
ANTISEMITISM category.

3.4 Code words used for Jews'®

In Polish comments, you can find many recurring words describing Jews. Several of them are clearly
popular. The most frequently appearing words include the word PARCHY, which the dictionary
translates to SCABS. Very contemptuous, strongly associated with illness. Another very popular word
is PEJSY. This word means SIDELOCKS. An equally popular word is ZYMIANIE or RZYMIANIE. These
words were created in order to bypass internet censorship by publicists. These words are a spelling
of the word ROMANS in Polish, but using a different, identically sounding letter. Another way to avoid
the censorship is writing 7YD.

Many other words are often diminutives used in a contemptuous manner. These words are ZYDKI,
ZYDZIOSZKI, ZYDOWECZKI. There also appeared augmentatives of words and various other forms of
the word ZYDZI-JEWS (ZYDY, ZYDOWSTWO, ZYDOSTWO, ZYDOWY, ZYDtA, ZYDOWIZNY,
ZYDAJSTWO). There were also several combinations of the word JEW with other words. Such as the
combination of the words ZYDZI (Jews) and PASOZYT (parasite)- PASOZYDZI. Another combination
was the combination of the words JEWS and SZCZYNY (vulgarly about urine)- ZYDOSZCZYNY. There
were also several modifications of politicians' names. For example... From the surname of the Polish
former Prime Minister Beata Szydto (ZYD£O) or Volodymyr Zelensky (JEWLENSKI or ZYDENSKI). There
were also cases of using the names of countries described as controlled by Jews. Poland - POLIN,
Ukraine - UKROPOLIN, EU-NEUROPA or UNIA JEW-ROPEJSKA. Very often, people were called JEWS to
belittle, discredit or simply offend. Many politicians were thus attributed with Jewish roots.
Arguments between users also often ended with calling each other JEWS to offend.

18 Examples: parchy, pasozydy, zydowstwo, zydoszczyny, pejsy, zydki, zydzioszki, zymianie, zydéwy, zydajstwo, zydy,
zydowizna, rzymianie, zydostwo, garbate nosy, izraelska/zydowska dziwka/kurwa, rzydzi, szabesgoje, syjonistyczny
nowotwor, obrzezany qutas, starozakonny, zydto, 7ydowski, 7yzdy, 7ydzi, zydojebancy
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4. Conclusion

A surprising amount of antisemitism has appeared on the Polish internet. The platform with the most
of it was definitely WYKOP.PL. The amount of antisemitic content made up almost half of all
antisemitic content. This site does not seem to control the content posted there by commenters well
enough. Nevertheless, it is difficult to automatically control and remove antisemitic content, because
in Polish it is easy to create new antisemitic words or modify existing ones in such a way that they
are not caught by filters. In order for filters to be more effective, it would be necessary to monitor
the media from time to time and find new words used to spread antisemitic content.

A lot of antisemitic content concerned Polish politics, which means that stereotypes related
to Jews are still very much alive and popular. The word JEW was often used to insult others, and any
dissatisfaction with the opinions or political views of others was often associated with Jewish control.
Even completely trivial and neutral topics could be a trigger. There weren't many such situations, but
they happened often enough to be noticeable.

Current events in the Middle East generated waves of antisemitic comments. In recent years,
a group strongly antagonized by the previous Law and Justice government were Muslims (mainly
refugees), which is why the number of antisemitic comments in the context of the conflict in the
Middle East is surprising. There were also anti-Muslim comments, and even anti-Muslim and
antisemitic comments in one, but it was still a large number of antisemitic comments and those
where the commenters were rooting for Iran during the bombing of Israel, for example.

Analysis of the material also showed how common it is to identify all Jews with Israel. Content
often appeared where the word JEW was synonymous with the word ISRAEL.

Stereotypical thinking about the Jewish community also turned out to be common. Perceiving
Jews through the prism of individual cases and attributing characteristics of individual people to the
entire nation has appeared many times. There is still too little education in Poland about stereotypes
and disarming the mechanisms of their creation. Young people and adults are not taught enough
about strategies for controlling stereotypes and using them consciously.

The topic of Jews in Poland is still very polarizing. Antisemitic comments are very likely to
appear when the topic of an article or post concerns events in the Middle East or Jews directly.
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5. Methodology

The research aimed to examine antisemitic narratives in online textual content - such as comments,
articles and Facebook posts - before and after 7 October 2023. We analysed content from websites
and Facebook pages of previously defined media outlets. The content was collected using social
listening software based on pre-defined keywords, covering the same period in both 2023 and 2024.
The research was conducted in four countries (Hungary, Italy, Poland and Romania) by national
research teams coordinated by Political Capital, using the same methodology.

Definition of antisemitism

The basis of the research was the International Holocaust Remembrance Alliance’s (IHRA) working
definition of antisemitism: “Antisemitism is a certain perception of Jews, which may be expressed as
hatred toward Jews. Rhetorical and physical manifestations of antisemitism are directed toward
Jewish or non-Jewish individuals and/or their property, toward Jewish community institutions and
religious facilities.” A detailed explanation of the definition, along with illustrative examples, is
available on the IHRA website®®.

5.1 Data collection

In our research, we analysed online textual content: articles, posts and comments from websites and
Facebook pages. The data was collected using social listening software, SentiOne. SentiOne scrapes
data in a given timeframe, from the given media sources based on the given keywords.

5.1.1 Keywords

We defined four keywords that we used to identify potentially relevant content in all countries: 1)
Jews, 2) Israel, 3) Holocaust, 4) Zionism/Zionist. In addition, we included specific keywords, in Poland:
zymianie, mycki, pejsy a ndparchy. In languages where these words could have different endings, we
used the base form of the keywords followed by an asterisk (*). This approach allowed SentiOne to
identify results for all variations and endings of the keywords.

5.1.2 Sources monitored

With input from the national research teams, Political Capital identified six categories of online media
to monitor content from: 1) independent (mainstream) media, 2) mainstream tabloids, 3) (hyper-
)partisan/biased media, 4) right-wing/far-right sites, 5) fake news/conspiratorial sites, 5) left-
wing/far-left sites. We collected pages for each category in all countries, including media outlets’
websites and Facebook pages . In all countries, we selected the three media outlets per category with
the most results for our keywords in the same time period.

9 |HRA working definition of antisemitism: https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-

antisemitism

© 2023 BOND | CERV-2022-EQUAL | Grant Agreement No. 101084724


https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-antisemitism
https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-antisemitism

9
D2.2 - Research briefings on the trends of antisemitic narratives, hate speech and conspiracy theories BON D

e Independent (mainstream) media: gazeta.pl; Wyborcza.pl; Oko press. The mainstream
media analyzed in the project can be described as pro-democratic. The two most important
portals (gazeta.pl and wyborcza.pl) belong to one company, the third was created with the

support of this company and has an informational and opinion-forming character. These
media are strongly associated with left-wing and centrist politics. They do not publish
antisemitic content, but antisemitic comments appear under their articles.

e Far-right pages: Fronda.pl; Magna Polonia; Tygodnik Solidarnos¢. These are socio-political

media with a conservative profile. They refer to the teachings of the Catholic Church. Some
of them are controversial even on the right.
e Mainstream tabloids: Fakt; Super Express; Wykop. Two of them are entertainment, gossip,

but also provide local and national news about the lives of celebrities, as well as health,
culture, business, politics, sports and social issues. These portals are extremely popular and
usually rank in the top in Polish readership rankings. One, however, is social news. There is a
lot of controversy associated with it. It is created by the community.

e Fake news/conspiratorial sites: Najwyzszy czas; W Realu 24; neon24. They are of an

informational and journalistic nature with socio-political themes. They are right-wing, anti-
EU, and people associated with them are also known for antisemitic comments. They are
strongly associated with the extreme right. They use specific language. They appear as media
that are not silent and speak the truth.

e (Hyper-)Partisan/biased media: tv_republika; dorzeczy; wpolityce. information and

journalistic media. The analyzed portals are conservative in nature with a strong visible
support for Christian traditions. The position of the portals on the political spectrum in Poland
is clear and they appear as unequivocally right-wing.

e Left-wing/far-left pages: Lewicza There aren't many media outlets that are clearly left-wing.
The one that took part in the study isn't very popular either.

5.1.3 Monitoring period

Based on our previous experiences in coding textual content into previously defined categories and
the resources available to the project, we set a goal of analysing 7,000 pieces of content per country.
Because we wanted to examine changes in antisemitic narratives after 7 October 2023, we chose the
same time period in both 2023 and 2024. This was determined by identifying the country with the
least data for our keywords and calculating how many days were needed, starting from a chosen date
(in this case, 1 April), for the downloaded data in that country to exceed 7,000 pieces of content. As
a result, data collection in all countries was standardised to the same timeframe: April 1 and April 15,
13:00.

5.1.4 The amount of data analysed

We filtered each dataset to include more than 7,000 pieces of content, maintaining the original
proportions of keywords, sources (websites and Facebook pages), and years within the dataset. This
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approach resulted in the following proportions of the total downloaded dataset being analysed in
each country: Romania - 100%, Hungary - 73%, Italy - 44%, and Poland - 35%.

In all countries the amount of data collected in 2024 was higher than in 2023. The smallest increase
was in Hungary, where the data increased by about one and a half times in 2024. In Romania the data
increased by almost three times, in Poland by almost five times and in Italy by almost seven times. In
all countries most of the data consisted of comments.
The amount of data also varied between countries by media category:
e Hungary: The majority of data came from far-right pages, followed by mainstream media,
biased outlets, tabloids, and minimal data from conspiratorial and left-wing sources.
e |taly: Most data came from mainstream media, followed by tabloids, biased outlets, left-wing
and conspiratorial sources, with very little data from far-right pages.
e Poland: Most data came from tabloids, followed by biased outlets, mainstream media, far-
right pages, conspiratorial sites and very little from left-wing sources.
e Romania: Most of the data came from mainstream media, followed by conspiratorial sites,
tabloids, far-right sources, biased outlets and a small amount of data from left-wing sources.

Examined content in media categories
Total
Mainstream | Far-right | Conspiratorial | Biased Tabloid Left amount of
data/year
2023 671 1300 38 626 130 22 2787
Hungary
2024|1410 1949 49 646 86 81 4221
Ital 2023 | 704 1 9 19 142 15 890
a
y 2024 | 4987 38 151 284 518 185 6163
2023|310 137 51 63 674 1 1236
Poland
2024 | 601 224 253 1041 3697 2 5818
. 12023809 191 469 85 293 0 1847
Romania
2024 | 3332 361 959 127 385 1 5165

5.2 Coding the data

5.2.1 Conceptual framework

Using publicly available resources, such as studies, research reports, scientific articles, etc., Political
Capital developed a conceptual framework to define the theoretical background of the research. In
addition to stating that the research was based on the IHRA's working definition of antisemitism, the
document thoroughly presented the main categories of antisemitic narratives and sub-narratives on
which the research was based. All partners had the opportunity to discuss, comment on, and add to
the content of the conceptual framework. The conceptual framework was also discussed with
members of the BOND project’s Advisory Board and external experts.
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5.2.2 Finalising the methodology and creating a methodology guide

Finalising the research methodology involved multiple discussions - including consultations with an
expert member of the BOND Advisory Board and several attempts to analyse and code online texts
in different ways. From these efforts, the final categories for coding the data were established. Four
classifications were defined for the nature of content:
1. Antisemitic — Content that contained at least one antisemitic narrative.
2. Potentially antisemitic — Content that included a narrative that could be either interpreted
as both antisemitic and non-antisemitic, or it appeared antisemitic only in light of the context
(the article/post it was responding to).
3. Not understandable — Content that was incomprehensible (this category was almost only
applicable to comments).
4. Not antisemitic — Content that did not include any antisemitic narratives.

Based on the conceptual framework, five main categories of antisemitic narratives were identified,
each containing sub-categories (the details and definitions of these categories will be described
later):

e Classic antisemitic stereotypes
Traditional, religion-based antisemitism (anti-Judaism)
Conspiratorial antisemitism,
Holocaust denial and distortion,

New antisemitism (antisemitism based on criticism of Israel).

Two additional categories were defined: "hate speech" and "call for violence".

The coding process was described in detail in a methodology guide.

As part of the coding process, coders were required to document the antisemitic phrases identified
in the content. For comments, they also had to record the context - specifically, the subject of the
article or post under which the comment was written.

5.2.3 Training of the coders

After sharing the conceptual framework and the methodology guide with the national research
teams, Political Capital organised a meeting to explain and discuss these documents and the process
and to provide space for questions. Throughout the research process, the research teams met
regularly to discuss issues and questions that arose during the research process.

To ensure a common understanding of the theoretical framework and to increase the reliability of
the research - within the constraints of resources and team capacities - the research process included
a learning phase. During this phase, 350 pieces of content were filtered from the dataset while
maintaining the original proportions of results by keyword, media category, and year. A slight
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overrepresentation of results for the keyword "Israel" was included, based on the assumption that
identifying new antisemitism would be the greatest challenge. In each country, two members of the
national research teams coded these data independently. Their results were then compared and
discrepancies were discussed to reach an agreement. In cases where agreement could not be
reached, they were given the opportunity to consult with Political Capital for further clarification.

5.2.4 The coding process

Coding the data followed the same procedure across all countries. The national teams received their
content in an Excel file, which included all relevant properties (e.g., comment/article/post, date of
publishing, source, context, etc.). During the coding process, coders read the content itself and, for
comments, also examined the context.

If antisemitic narratives were identified in the content, coders labelled it as either antisemitic or
potentially antisemitic, defined the antisemitic narrative, and categorised it into a main antisemitic
narrative category along with one of its sub-categories. A single piece of content could be categorised
into multiple (maximum four) narrative categories, as it was possible for more than one antisemitic
narrative to appear within the same text. If the content did not contain any antisemitic narratives, or
if its meaning was not understandable, it was not assigned to any category.
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Introduction to the BOND project

The BOND (Building tOlerance, uNderstanding, and Dialogue across communities) project9 was
implemented from January 2023 to December 2024 in Hungary, Italy, Poland, and Romania. Its
primary goal was to address deep-rooted prejudices, hateful attitudes, and behaviors within society,
particularly those targeting European Jewry. The project also aimed to foster understanding,
tolerance, and dialogue. A significant focus was placed on educating young people about Judaism
and antisemitism, as well as promoting intercultural and inter-religious dialogue. Its activities
included researching antisemitism, monitoring antisemitic narratives, developing educational
curricula, training teachers, organising youth education and exchange programs, facilitating inter-
faith and inter-community dialogue, and hosting local roundtables on tolerance and social inclusion.
The project was guided by the definition of antisemitism established by the International Holocaust
Remembrance Alliance (IHRA).?°

20 |HRA working definition of antisemitism: https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-
antisemitism
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Research report — Romania

Antisemitic narratives online in Romania before and after the 7th of
October 2023

Key Findings

By analyzing 7.012 pieces of content posted during 2023-2024, including articles, posts, and
comments, it is possible to bring in insight into the current Romanian antisemitic discourse and how
it has unfolded in response to both internal and external events.

The findings exhibit a consistency in the conspiratorial narrative, a rise in new antisemitism following
the events of October 7th, the persistence of classic antisemitic stereotypes, and the role of specific
media outlets concerning the public opinion. Below are the key findings from the analysis of 7.012
pieces of content:

. Antisemitic: 1.605 pieces of content (22.9%)

. Potentially Antisemitic: 256 pieces of content (3.7%)
. Not understandable: 366 pieces of content (5.2%)

. Not antisemitic: 4.785 pieces of content (68.2%)

Throughout the monitoring process, antisemitic content was categorized into seven main narratives
so as to better understand its forms and themes. These include: classic stereotypes, which perpetuate
traditional stereotypes and prejudices about Jewish individuals or communities; traditional religion-
based narratives, drawing on theological arguments or historical accusations; conspiratorial content,
which associates Jewish people with hidden agendas and global manipulation; Holocaust denial or
distortion, seeking to undermine, falsify or misrepresent historical truths; new antisemitism,
targeting the State of Israel or Zionism as a guise for broader prejudice; hate speech, including explicit
insults or dehumanizing language; and call for violence, inciting or endorsing harm against Jewish
individuals or communities.
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Introduction

The research aimed to analyse changes in online antisemitic narratives following 7 October 2023 —
Hamas’s terror attack on Israel and the subsequent war. These events led to a rise in antisemitism
across Europe, making it necessary to examine how online antisemitic narratives had evolved. The
development of the research methodology and categories were completed in late 2023 and early
2024, and the research began in the spring of 2024.

Recognising and defining antisemitism in relation to Israel, i.e. distinguishing between legitimate and
illegitimate criticism of Israel, has become particularly challenging since 7 October. Our research is
based on the working definition of antisemitism of the International Holocaust Remembrance
Alliance’s (IHRA)?!, which is accepted by 43 countries and several international organisations
including the EU and most of its member states.

The research was conducted simultaneously in four countries—Hungary, Italy, Poland, and
Romania—using the same methodology. It focused on textual content, including articles, comments,
and Facebook posts. The content was collected using social listening software from the websites and
Facebook pages of the most relevant national media outlets across five media categories:
independent (mainstream) media, biased/hyper-partisan media, mainstream tabloids, left-wing
sites, far-right pages, and fake news/conspiratorial sites. The scraping process was guided by
keywords designed to detect antisemitic content. Four core keywords—Jew, Israel, Holocaust, and
Zionism/Zionist—were used in all countries in their respective local languages. Additionally, country-
specific keywords were included. In languages where these words could have different endings, their
base forms were followed by an asterisk (*), enabling the collection of results for all variations and
endings.

The research focused on the period from 1-15 April in both 2023 and 2024, with nearly 7,000 pieces
of content analysed in each country. All content was examined by the national research teams and
classified as either antisemitic, potentially antisemitic (content that could be interpreted as both
antisemitic and not antisemitic), not understandable, or not antisemitic.

Drawing on publicly available resources—such as studies, research reports, and scientific articles—
five main categories of antisemitic narratives were defined: classic antisemitic stereotypes,
conspiratorial antisemitism, traditional religion-based antisemitism, Holocaust denial and distortion,
and new antisemitism (antisemitism based on the criticism of Israel). In addition to these, two
supplementary categories were established: hate speech and calls for violence against Jews. Each
piece of content was thoroughly analysed and assigned to one or more of these categories.

2L |HRA working definition of antisemitism: https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-

antisemitism
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1. The extent of antisemitic content in the national dataset

1.1 The extent of antisemitic content in the dataset

Antisemitic and potentially antisemitic content was present in 27% of the Romanian dataset. Out
of a total of 7012 pieces of content, 1605 were labelled as antisemitic, 256 as potentially antisemitic,
4785 as not antisemitic, and 366 as not understandable.

45. Figure: Proportion of antisemitic content in the full dataset.
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1.2 Distribution of the content examined

The vast majority of the downloaded content were comments, and most antisemitic content
appeared in them. antisemitic content appeared in comments. About 75.4% of the downloaded
content was comments (5288), about 19.2% were articles (1346), and only about 5.4% were
Facebook posts (378). Antisemitic narratives appeared predominantly in comments, of which over
29% (1567) were antisemitic, 4.6% (247) were potentially antisemitic, 59% (3115) were not
antisemitic, and about 6.8% (359) were not understandable. Regarding articles, 96% (1296) were not
antisemitic, 2.7% (37) were antisemitic, and 0.6% (9) were potentially antisemitic. Nearly all posts
were not antisemitic, with only one categorised as potentially antisemitic and three as not
understandable.
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46. Figure: Distribution of the different types of content examined in the full dataset.
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1.3 Antisemitism in the different types of media

Most of the antisemitic content was found in comments on independent (mainstream) pages,
followed by fake news media sites. With more data in 2024, the number of antisemitic content also
increased, but their proportion remained more or less the same in most media categories, except
biased media pages, where it increased slightly, and mainstream media sites, where it decreased
lightly.

Antisemitic (including both antisemitic and potentially antisemitic) content was the most prevalent
on independent media sites quantitatively (1025 pieces), but proportionally it was about a quarter of
the data (24.8%). Proportionally antisemitic content was the most common in far-right pages (58.8%),
while number-wise it was less (297 pieces) than in the previous category. These were followed by
biased/hyper-partisan sites (30.7%) and on a quite similar level with fake news/conspiratorial sites
(23%), and mainstream tabloids (21.7%). However, when looking at the total amount of antisemitic
content, larger differences emerged: data from the fake news/conspiratorial sites contained the
highest number of antisemitic narratives (327), followed by mainstream tabloid sites (147), and
biased/hyper-partisan pages (65). Only one not antisemitic content appeared on the left-wing site.
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47. Figure: Presence of antisemitic content within the different media categories.
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2. Overview and extent of the different types of antisemitic
content

2.1 Content with antisemitic narratives

The conceptual framework of the research identified the following five main antisemitic narratives.
Within each of these main narratives, sub-narratives were also defined.

e Classic stereotypes: Narratives historically rooted in antisemitic prejudice. These encompass
hatred of Jews based on their existence as human beings, not simply as adherents of the
Jewish religion. It does so through contradictory logic that sees Jews as both overly powerful
and weak or even subhuman. Classic stereotypes include for example that Jews are evil,
greedy, disloyal or liars.??

e Traditional, religion-based antisemitism (anti-Judaism): Traditional religion-based
Judeophobia, or traditional antisemitism, refers to anti-Jewish sentiments rooted in beliefs
associated with either the perceived Christian or Jewish religion and traditions. Traditional,
religion-based antisemitic narratives include for example blood libel/child murder, deicide or
Jews are Satanic.?3

e Conspiratorial antisemitism: Conspiracy theories have perpetuated antisemitic beliefs by
suggesting that Jews wield undue influence for personal gain and conspire to dominate
spheres such as the media, politics, and the economy. Many of these theories are rooted in
the antisemitic myth of the "hidden hand," and blame Jews, or actors perceived to be Jewish,
for the world's worst tragedies, such as instigating wars or even causing COVID-19.
Conspiratorial antisemitic narratives include for example Jewish power/control, Judeo-
Communism, Great Replacement Theory?* or New World Order Theory?>.26

22\atthias J. Becker et al., "Antisemitic Comments on Facebook Pages of Leading British, French,
and German Media Outlets”, Humanities & Social Sciences Communications 9, 2022

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC9520959/#Fn3; Matthias J. Becker et al., "Decoding
Antisemitism " Palgrave Macmillan, 2024, p. 11, 13; ADL Antisemitic Myths. https://antisemitism.adl.org/

23 Idiké Barna et al., "Survey of Antisemitic Prejudices in the Visegrad Countries - Research Report”, Tom Lantos Institute,
2022, p. 13.

https://tomlantosinstitute.hu/files/en-205-sapvc-20220420-done-rc-online-new.pdf

2% The Great Replacement Theory is a conspiracy theory rooted in the belief that the white race is under threat of
extinction at the hands of Jews and other minorities. This theory also known as white replacement theory or white
genocide theory, claims there is an intentional effort, led by Jews, to promote mass non-white immigration, inter-racial
marriage, and other efforts that would lead to the “extinction of whites.” https://www.ajc.org/translatehate/great-
replacement

% The New World Order theory is a conspiracy theory claiming that a small group of powerful individuals working in
secret to establish all-powerful control. The conspiracy theory behind the New World Order involving Jewish leaders is
based on the idea that Jews have formed a power structure in which they control every aspect of humankind — the
economy, media, and political landscape. https://www.ajc.org/translatehate/New-World-Order

26 |diké Barna et al., "Survey of Antisemitic Prejudices in the Visegrad Countries - Research Report”, Tom Lantos Institute,
2022, pp. 13-14.
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e Holocaust denial and distortion: Holocaust denial or distortion seeks to deny or misrepresent
the historical facts of the Nazi genocide of the Jewish people. Holocaust denial includes
denying the scale or methods used by the Nazis and their allies during the Holocaust.
Holocaust denial and distortion promote the false idea that Jews invented or exaggerated the
Holocaust and they profited from it. Holocaust denial and distortion narratives include for
example blaming Jews for the Holocaust or depicting the Holocaust as a positive event.?’

e New antisemitism: New antisemitism refers to the expression of anti-Jewish sentiment
directed at Israel. A key function of new antisemitism is to enable the expression of
antisemitic views in a way that appears politically acceptable. We define new antisemitism
using Natan Sharansky's 3D test: demonisation, double standards and delegitimisation. New
antisemitism includes for example Nazi/Apartheid/Colonialism Analogy, claiming that Israel is
a terrorist state or that Israeli bears influence on media.?®

The most prevalent narrative category in the Romanian data was conspiratorial antisemitism,
appearing in 31% (657 pieces) of the examined content. This was followed by new antisemitism,
present in 28% (584 pieces). Classical stereotypes ranked third with 18.6% (392 pieces), while
traditional religion-based appeared in 7% (146 pieces), and Holocaust denial and distortion in 5%
(110 pieces).

48. Figure: Proportion of antisemitic narrative categories in the full dataset.
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The amount of the analysed data increased in general in 2024, and so did the amount of antisemitic
content. However, the proportion of most narrative categories declined, except for new

https://tomlantosinstitute.hu/files/en-205-sapvc-20220420-done-rc-online-new.pdf

2 IHRA Working Definition of Holocaust Denial and Distortion (2013).
https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-holocaust-denial-distortion

28 ADL Antisemitic Myths: Anti-zionism https://antisemitism.adl.org/anti-zionism/
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antisemitism. The number of new antisemitic narratives rose nearly fourteen times, resulting in a five
times increase proportionally (from 2.1% to 10.6%). Proportionally conspiratorial antisemitic
narratives decreased the most (from 16.6% to 6.8%).

49. Figure: Proportion of antisemitic narratives in the dataset for 2023 and 2024 (separately).
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2.2 Antisemitic content beyond narratives

Besides narratives, two other types of antisemitic content were examined by the research: hate
speech and calls for violence.

e Hate speech: Hateful content aimed against Jews and/or based on antisemitic narratives.

e Call for violence: Content that incites violence of any kind against Jews.
Hate speech was relatively common in the Romanian dataset, appearing in 2.6% (183 pieces) of
content. Content calling for violence against Jews was less common, appearing in around 0.4% (28
pieces) of the data, and appearing only in 2024.
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50. Figure: Proportion of antisemitic categories beyond narratives in the full dataset.
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The amount of hate speech also increased in 2024, but proportionally it remained largely unchanged.
As call for violence did not appear in 2023, in 2024 it increased both quantitatively and proportionally
(appearing in 0.5% of the data from 2024).

51. Figure: Proportion of antisemitic categories beyond narratives in the dataset for 2023 and 2024 (separately).
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3. Types of antisemitic content in the data examined

3.1 Content of antisemitic narratives

3.1.1 Conspiratorial antisemitism

Conspiratorial antisemitism increased sharply, especially with the Jewish control/power sub-narrative
(177 to 258), which claims that Jews secretly control global politics, finance, or media, often
manipulating world events for their benefit. Other prominent conspiracies included the New World
Order theory (6 to 31), suggesting that a secret elite, often linked to Jews, is working to create a global
government, eroding national sovereignty. While mentions of the llluminati (19 to 14) and Soros (27
to 12) saw a decrease, both still feature prominently in conspiracies: the llluminati sub-narrative
claims a hidden group, often involving Jews, is orchestrating world affairs, and the Soros conspiracy
centers around George Soros, who is accused of using his wealth to destabilize governments or
advance a political agenda, framed through antisemitic lenses. The Great Replacement theory (37 to
25) dropped slightly, but it still suggests that Jewish influence is part of a plot to replace native
populations and weaken traditional societies. Covid-19-related conspiracies (4 to 10) saw an increase,
with false claims linking Jews to the creation or spread of the pandemic for control or financial gain.
Mentions of Judeo-Communism (17 to 26) also grew, suggesting that Jews are behind communist
movements aimed at subverting capitalist societies. Additionally, the Zelensky sub-narrative, focused
on accusations that Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky was part of a larger Jewish conspiracy,
once prevalent (63), dropped significantly to 29.

The general theme of the conspiratorial antisemitic pieces of content suggests that Jews secretly
control economic, political, and media systems. Jews are depicted as manipulative, controlling and
exploiting, especially in relation to financial and political spheres, in order to serve their own
interests.

A predominant narrative in the Romanian sector involves the idea that Jews control or significantly
influence Romanian politics. For example, there have been persistent accusations that Jews
manipulate political figures or parties, especially those in power. (e.g. “Nicolae Ciuca is the servant
of the Khazarian satanists who turned the Holy Romania into a colony,” “Jews control the people in
positions of power like Mircea Geoana,” “Marcel Ciolacu is the servant of America and the Kykes,”
“the Jewish freemasons are numerous in all the parties, but AUR”)

In 2023, the antisemitic messages with a conspiratorial undertone centered on the Russo-Ukrainian
war or on accusations about the Jews' desire to divide Christians and destroy Christianity. (e.g. “Israel
wants to outlaw Christianity,” “Christianity is manipulated by Jews”) The moment the Israeli-
Palestinian conflict began, however, brings to the forefront a new face of this category, namely
accusations of Jewish control and power in the US. Along these lines, criticism of US support for Israel
is becoming increasingly common, and Romania is not immune from similar accusations.
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The bulk of this category is represented by the Jewish control power sub-narrative. The next most
prevalent narrative, though with fewer occupancies, is equally significant and encompasses
conspiracy theories about President Zelensky and his Jewish ethnicity.

The conspiratorial narrative had a steady dynamic across both years. In 2023, there were 507 pieces
of conspiratorial antisemitic content, and this number increased to 550 in 2024. (e.g. “When will we
get rid of all kinds of Jewish experiments, such as communism, democracy, plandemic, the great
reset, globalization, new world order, the EU and its subsidiaries, NATO with the related scumbags,
bilderberg, davos, g7”)

52. Figure: Sub-narratives of the antisemitic narrative category Conspiratorial antisemitism.
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3.1.2 New antisemitism

New antisemitism targeting Israel spiked alarmingly in 2024, especially in the sub-narratives of
demonization (6 to 178), delegitimization (3 to 52), and colonialism analogies (1 to 43), indicating an
increase in public hostility toward Israel. Other notable sub-narratives also saw significant rises,
including accusations of Israel as a terrorist state (11 to 84), collective responsibility (3 to 38), and
Israel being solely responsible for the Arab-Israeli conflict (2 to 49). These shifts reflect a troubling
trend toward the vilification of Israel and its supporters, with broader generalizations affecting the
Jewish community as a whole. The apartheid analogy (4 to 27) compares Israel’s policies toward
Palestinians to South Africa’s racial segregation system, suggesting Israel practices systemic
oppression. The collective responsibility sub-narrative holds all Jews collectively accountable for
Israel’s actions, fostering widespread blame on individuals based on their ethnic or religious identity.
The Nazi analogy (3 to 44) draws comparisons between Israeli actions and those of Nazi Germany,
while the taboo of criticism (6 to 30) refers to the belief that criticism of Israel is often shut down
unjustly, while denying the right of refers to rejecting Israels’ right to exist or defend itself. These sub-
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narratives have intensified the atmosphere of hostility and polarization surrounding discussions of
Israel in the public sphere.

New antisemitism often recontextualizes traditional antisemitic tropes in the context of political
issues Jewish states’ policies and Israel, sometimes blending these types of criticism with globalist
conspiracies.

Unlike other narrative categories, the new antisemitic content presented the most substantial
increase, in response to the events of October 7. In 2023, there were 38 cases of new antisemitic
comments, whereas in 2024, the number has increased to 546.

As a general expression, the new antisemitic narrative in Romania is largely rooted in the
disagreement with Israels’ actions subsequent October 7™. However, the 584 pieces of content
considered antisemitic went beyond mere criticism of the Israeli policies, embodying broader anti-
Zionist and anti-Israeli rhetoric. This discourse blurs the line between political critique and outright
antisemitism, fact that determined a high degree of difficulty in classifying them.

As previously mentioned, among the subcategories of the new antisemitism narrative, the most
encountered ones were: demonisation, Israel perceived as a terrorist state, and the assertion that
Israel is solely responsible for the Arab-Israeli conflict, followed closely by delegitimization, the
colonialism analogy and claims about the influence on the media.

The pieces of content that were classified in the demonisation section, portray Israel as a malevolent
force, as a villain or a historical oppressor. (e.g. “the genocidal criminal state of Israel,” “the
exponents of the Zionist regime are possessed by an evil spirit”) The sub-narrative labeled Israel is a
terrorist state also saw an increase following the October 7t events. It embodies a series of critical
comments about the Israeli actions in the region, which cross into antisemitism if the statements
portray Israel as inherently malevolent or uses it as a proxy to promote hostility against Jews. (e.g.
“in Israel you get eaten if you say things against the terrorist regime there,” “Israel is a terrorist state
run by criminals”) The Israel is solely responsible for the Arab-Israeli conflict sub-narrative includes
comments that imply a reductive perspective that places all blame for the long-standing and complex
regional conflict exclusively on Israel. (e.g. “Israelis are responsible for all bad things that happen in
the Middle East,” “the challenges in the area are manufactured only by Jews and their Jewish
American mates”)

Delegitimization involves questioning or denying Israels’ right to exist as a legitimate state, and
regarding the Middle East conflict that escalated in 2024, the antisemitic comments often claim that
the Jewish state has no historical or moral foundation. (e.g. “Israel is a randomly and wrongly

Y N

invented country”, “Jews have no right to the promised land”)
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The colonialism analogy likens Israel to a colonial power, implying that it is occupying land that does
not belong to it. (e.g. “Israel is full of colonists who steal, rob and kill”) This type of narrative depicts
the conflict with an imperial domination overtone, rather than a complex geopolitical issue.

The sub-narrative that suggests an Israeli influence on the media claims that Israel and some Jewish
figures control or influence the media not only in Romania, but also worldwide, in order to
manipulate the public opinion regarding the Arab-Israeli conflict. (e.g. “Israel owns the media”)

53. Figure: Sub-narratives of the antisemitic narrative category New antisemitism.
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3.1.3 Classic stereotypes

In Romania, classic antisemitic stereotypes have fluctuated significantly between 2023 and 2024. The
sub-narrative of Evil (33 to 118) saw a drastic increase, while accusations of Greed/wealth (44 to 45)
and Deceit and lie (36 to 39) remained relatively stable. The stereotype of Disloyalty/dual loyalty grew
(8 to 18), and Jew as the "other" also rose (15 to 23). However, the Taboo of criticism remained
unchanged (8 to 8).

This category includes classic stereotypes about the Jew being evil, greedy, deceitful, disloyal or
dangerous to society, the enumeration representing also some of the subcategories of this narrative.
It often reinforces the idea that Jews are inherently problematic members of society.

In Romania, these age-old stereotypes are oftentimes invoked in economic contexts, with Jews being
accused of financial crises or portrayed as hoarding wealth insatiably (e.g. “no one ever saw a poor
Kyke”). These presumptions are specifically evident in the financial industry or business discourse,
where Jews are often considered to be manipulative and predatory. The year 2023 reveals that the
greed/wealth sub-narrative was much more prevalent among antisemitic views.
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Within this category, there is a worrying rise in the year 2024, particularly in the evil sub-narrative.
In the context of the Romanian space, this stereotype has often been associated with the idea that
Jews are an evil force, involved in conspiracies to control economies, governments or media
institutions. This myth of the Jew as "evil" is often linked to the idea that Jews would seek to
undermine the majority societies in order to impose their own agenda, being perceived as
manipulators or even as a "threat" to national identity. Usually, this narrative goes alongside
conspiratorial accusations of Jewish control/power. (e.g. “the US is 100% under the control of the
Jews, more than 50% of US senators are Jews,” “Zionists form the 1% "elite" who, through criminal
means, own the world's resources”)

The deceit and lie stereotype portray Jews as inherently untrustworthy, accusing them of using
deception and manipulation for personal or communal gain. (e.g. “Jews are wolves in sheep's

”n «u

clothing,” “nothing you see or are told in Israel is what it seems, they are two faced liars”)
The antisemitic comments in the disloyalty/dual loyalty sub-narrative often align with conspiratorial
claims, suggesting that Jews prioritize a global agenda over national loyalties. (e.g. “in Romania, many

i

Israeli swindlers deceived people,” “snitching Jews should go to hell”)

The taboo of criticism sub-narrative asserts that freedom of expression is restricted when addressing
topics related to Jews or Israel. Antisemitic comments often claim that such topics are deliberately
censored, frequently linking these allegations to broader conspiracies like "Jewish control of the
media”. (e.g. “Stanzas have been taken from the Lord's Proclamation, not to anger the Jews,” “Jewish
attack on free speech continues”)

Coded predominantly under the "Jew as the other" category were messages and posts that enhanced

the us versus them mentality, as well as messages that blamed Jews for the antisemitism that has
always existed.
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54. Figure: Sub-narratives of the antisemitic narrative category Classic antisemitic stereotypes.
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3.1.4 Traditional, religion-based antisemitism

Traditional religious-based antisemitism remains present, with deicide accusations (15 to 9 cases)
and blood libel (5 to 3) decreasing. The blood libel sub-narrative refers to the false accusation that
Jews engage in blood-related rituals. The Jew as Satan/devil stereotype remains significant (29 to 21).
However, the sub-narrative Jews as the “other” surged significantly (24 to 45).

The traditional religion-based antisemitic narrative has four subcategories: deicide, blood libel/child
murder, jews as Satan/Devil, and Jew as the other (in religious sense). The activity regarding this
narrative was also constant during 2023 (74 antisemitic pieces of content) and 2024 (72 antisemitic
pieces of content), only a slight decrease can be noticed.

For this narrative, was often selected the deicide subcategory. (e.g. “the Kykes crucified Jesus and
chose the thief, this defines their entire history”) However, Jew as the other subcategory was chosen
even more often, as many comments focused on themes of extreme segregation stemming from the
perceived “higher status” that Jews are believed to claim. This presumption is often linked to the
notion that Judaism inherently fosters a sense of superiority. Some of the comments in this sub-
narrative involve accusations portraying Jews as deviating from or opposing Christian beliefs, often
labeling them as enemies of the faith. (e.g. “heretic, pagan, Antichrist worshipper jews,” “the
suffering of Jews is a result of their own wrongdoing and as a punishment from God,” “Jews are evil
and sinners”) These narratives are particularly encountered in certain Christian fundamentalist circles
and among extreme nationalist groups; these two groups generally converge.

The blood libel sub-narrative in Romanian antisemitism refers to the longstanding, false accusation

that Jews engage in some obscure rituals. This blood libel myth has had a historical presence, with
notable prevalence during the interwar period and under the influence of fascist ideologies. In the
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recent years, this accusation shows a slight decrease in occurrences of the blood libel sub-narrative,
from 2023 to 2024 (from 5 to 3), which may suggest that its usage has diminished. (e.g. “shocking

” u

history of Zionism, occultism and satanism surrounding red heifer sacrifice rituals,” “occult and

satanic Jewish practices”)

It is noticeable the presence of Jews as Satan/Devil type of views in 2023. This sub-narrative included
messages calling Jews inherently Satanist in terms of their religion and traditions, being placed in
opposition to Christianity. Likewise, content pieces arguing that the anti-Christ is/will be Jewish were
included here. (e.g. “the money sent to the Nazi Khazar Satan-Yehova worshippers goes to the
manufacture of adrenochrome”, “anti-Christ will be Jewish”)

55. Figure: Sub-narratives of the antisemitic narrative category Traditional, religion-based antisemitism.
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3.1.5 Holocaust Denial and Distortion

The Holocaust narrative saw a rise in regard to denial or distortion (15 to 27) and Holocaust as a
positive event (1 to 6), while Nazi analogies dropped (31 to 11). Instances of blaming Jews for the
Holocaust doubled (3 to 6) but remained in small numbers. Narratives attempting to blur the
responsibility for the Holocaust, which seek to shift or dilute culpability by attributing it to broader or
alternative factors and minimizing the accountability of the primary perpetrators, declined from 19
to 7. Mentions of Judeo-Communism, meanwhile, emerged minimally (0 to 2).

This category connotes the rejection or diminishment of the Holocaust, often questioning the
magnitude of the atrocities or insinuate a manner that minimizes the suffering of the victims.

In the Romanian landscape, this narrative is oftentimes tied to nationalist movements that seek to
minimize or even negate the role of Romania in the Holocaust. This narrative often emerges in far-
right media pieces of content, where the Holocaust is portrayed as a fabricated story or as an event
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exaggerated for political reasons. The number of these type of pieces of content increased from 53
in 2023 to 57 in 2024.

The first subcategory, Denying or distorting the Holocaust, shows the largest jump between the two
years, with a significantly higher representation in 2024. This may reflect the growing prevalence of
outright denial or attempts to manipulate historical facts to downplay the magnitude and reality of
the Holocaust, in the context of the Israel — Palestine conflict.

The sub-narrative, Blaming Jews, increased from 3 to 6 pieces of content. (“the massacre was carried
out by Soviets, mostly Ukrainians and Jews”) Similarly, the notion of Holocaust as a positive event
grew slightly from 1 in 2023 to 6 in 2024. (“The Jews have destroyed everything. If Hitler and
Antonescu had been alive, the world would have been free of thieves”) All of these sub-narratives
seek to undermine the historical truth of the Holocaust, distorting its significance and impact.

The use of Nazi analogies has risen sharply in 2024, making it one of the most prominent categories.
This involves drawing inappropriate or exaggerated comparisons between Nazi policies and modern
political or social issues, often as a rhetorical device. Such analogies trivialize the Holocaust, eroding
its unique historical significance and desensitizing audiences to the atrocities committed during that
period.

56. Figure: Sub-narratives of the antisemitic narrative category Holocaust denial and distortion.
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3.2 Antisemitic content beyond narratives

3.2.1 Antisemitic hate speech

Out of 7.012 analyzed pieces of content, 183 were classified as hate speech. A majority of these
comments carried also a conspiratorial shade.
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Most of the pieces of content falling into this category were racial slurs such as the most common
example "jidan". Another type of content included in the range of this category consisted of
expressions using the word Jew as an insult. These were most commonly found in the following media
categories: Far-right pages, Fake news/conspiratorial sites. However, the comment sections of all
media categories were not free from such antisemitic remarks.

Hate speech without any sub-narratives refers offensive or abusive statements about Jews.

Out of 7,012 analyzed pieces of content, 183 were identified as hate speech, with a significant portion
carrying a conspiratorial undertone. The majority of this hateful content consisted of racial slurs, with
"jidan" being the most frequently encountered example. Another common form of antisemitic
expression involved using the term "Jew" as an insult. These instances were most prevalent on far-
right pages and fake news/conspiratorial sites, which frequently serve as breeding grounds for such
rhetoric. However, it is important to note that antisemitic remarks were not confined to these
platforms; hateful comments appeared across the comment sections of all monitored media
categories, highlighting the pervasive nature of this issue.

The main topics generating such reactions are: the Israel-Palestine conflict, Zelensky and the war in
Ukraine, but also other domestic political issues.

3.2.2 Antisemitic violence

A total of 28 comments fell under the category of call for violence. Notably, all these comments were
posted in 2024 and were directly linked to discussions surrounding the events that followed October
7™ in the Middle East.

Most of the pieces of content in this category were exclamations chanting the death or disappearance
of the Jews/state of Israel.

As mentioned before, this category contains the smallest number of antisemitic comments and as
the new antisemitism narrative, it is tied to the October 7t event.

The majority of the content in this category consisted of violent exclamations calling for the death or
disappearance of Jews and the state of Israel. These statements often took the form of inflammatory
rhetoric, inciting harm or advocating for the annihilation of Jewish individuals and the dissolution of
Israel.

3.3 Topics provoking antisemitism

The data suggests that antisemitism can arise in response to a broad spectrum of topics,
demonstrating a concerning adaptability of antisemitic narratives. However, certain themes were
more likely to provoke antisemitism, often reflecting historical stereotypes and prejudices. For
example, discussions around finance, banking, or perceived global influence frequently triggered
antisemitic tropes about Jewish control or manipulation. These responses often invoked
conspiratorial themes, reinforcing age-old stereotypes.
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Certain themes, regardless of context, consistently incited antisemitic responses: most of the
antisemitic conspiratorial instances were generated by issues in Romanian politics. Almost any
problem could be linked to the presence of a Jew who either corrupts politicians or is himself part of
the political scene, which facilitates the fulfilment of his despicable purposes.

Topics touching on Jewish religious practices or cultural differences sometimes spurred
discriminatory or prejudiced responses. Misunderstandings or mischaracterizations of Jewish
customs were also a common source.

Conversations regarding Israel, particularly its policies or conflicts in the Middle East, were highly
likely to provoke antisemitism. Antisemitic rhetoric often blurred distinctions between criticism of
Israeli politics and prejudice against Jewish people more broadly.

Unexpectedly, neutral or unrelated topics, such as discussions about holidays, celebrities,
philanthropy, or even certain foods associated with Jewish culture, occasionally provoked antisemitic
remarks.

Antisemitic narratives showed an ability to adapt to contemporary issues, such as public health
debates or digital currency discussions, repurposing older prejudices for new contexts.

3.4 Code words used for Jews, examples

The selection of the keywords for analysis in Romania targeted the most frequently used terms which
describe Jewish individuals and groups, spanning references from ethnicity and religion to, notably,
words with pejorative charge. The study utilized seven primary terms along with additional related
words from the same lexical field. The first five terms in the sequence are neutral, referring to Jewish
individuals. As opposed, the last two terms carry a derogatory overtone, reflecting a pejorative
connotation aimed at denigrating the Jewish community.

1. “evreu” — This term, meaning “Jew,” originates from the Hebrew root [1.2.V.] with its literal
sense “to cross”. The term aligns with the English equivalent, “Hebrew” and it is commonly
used to denote ethnicity. Here are some examples of antisemitic remarks including the
codeword “evreu”: “the Jew lies even when asking a question,” “Jews can't help being
wretched”.

“ovreu” — An alternative to ,evreu” with a similar neutral meaning.

2. “iudeu” — “Jew,” “Judean,” “from Judea,” derived from Latin /udaeus, Greek loudaios or
Hebrew'Tin' (Yehudi). (e.g. “Who is this Judean? He should be kicked out of Romania”).

3. “Israel”, “israelian” — Referring to “Israel,” “Israeli” (e.g. “Israel must fall”, “Israel is a bunch
of criminal racists and country thieves”).

4. “zionist” / “sionist” — “Zionist” (e.g. “It’s time to eliminate the Zionist criminal fanatics and
country thieves”).

5. “mozaic” — “Mosaic” (regarding the religious paradigm — “the Mosaic Covenant/Law,” for
example; relating to Moses). In the comments section the term is usually employed in
religious discussions.

6. “jidan” — “Kyke,” “Jew,” “Judean” (derived from the Slavic “jid” — jew, plus the augmentative
suffix “-an”, used as a pejorative term; “jidov” - also “Jew,” “Judean,” but in some regions:
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cockroach, whose ankles have a yellow, foul-smelling discharge. These terms are considered
highly offensive and derogatory. It is often associated with conspiratorial or dehumanizing
rhetoric. (e.g. “since forever the Kykes have done only evil deeds, a nation of wretched
people”).

7. “khazar” - a semi-nomadic Turkic people who converted to Judaism. (e.g. “the attack of the
Nazi terrorist satanist Khazarians, [...] the terrorists led by Bibi Satanyahu”).

The last term, “khazar”, exhibited particular challenges during the monitoring process. Some of the
comments revealed a distinction between Jewish identity and Khazarian origins, where the latter is
not genuinely Jewish, but rather a pretender. In contrast, other pieces of content insinuated that
“Khazar” was synonymous with “Jew”, blurring the lines between the two. Examples of antisemitic
content include: “Khazars and snake people - the worst of the Jews”, “Romania is full of Kykes,
Khazars, Jews.” Nevertheless, the term is used preponderantly in contexts that suggest an
antagonistic undertone.

Notably, “sionist” frequently appeared in conspiratorial contexts with negative connotations, and the
most prevalent derogatory terms were “jidan” and “khazar.”
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4. Conclusion

The analysis of Romanian antisemitic discourse during 2023-2024 reveals a multifaceted and evolving
issue, deeply influenced by internal sociopolitical dynamics and global events. The persistence of
conspiratorial narratives highlights a deeply rooted tendency to scapegoat Jews for economic,
political, and societal challenges. The significant rise in new antisemitism, particularly following the
October 7t events, reflects the fluid nature of such rhetoric, where traditional stereotypes are
recontextualized to align with contemporary geopolitical narratives, such as anti-Zionist rhetoric that
equates legitimate political critique with antisemitism.

While far-right and conspiratorial platforms emerge as dominant propagators of antisemitic content,
mainstream medias’ substantial share of problematic comments indicates the need for enhanced
moderation and awareness even in ostensibly neutral spaces. This underscores how antisemitic
rhetoric transcends ideological boundaries, appearing not only in overtly biased outlets but also
infiltrating mainstream discourses through unmoderated public interactions.

The growing prevalence of Holocaust denial, trivialization through Nazi analogies, and violent rhetoric
post-October 7™ points to a dangerous shift in the discourse, where historical revisionism and
incitement to violence gain traction. The overwhelming presence of such content in the comment
sections highlights social medias’ dual role as a platform for public expression and a conduit for
unchecked hate speech.

These findings underscore the urgent need for a comprehensive response encompassing public
awareness, educational initiatives, and stricter content moderation to address and mitigate the
spread of antisemitism in Romanian digital and media spaces.
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5. Methodology

The research aimed to examine antisemitic narratives in online textual content - such as comments,
articles and Facebook posts - before and after 7 October 2023. We analysed content from websites
and Facebook pages of previously defined media outlets. The content was collected using social
listening software based on pre-defined keywords, covering the same period in both 2023 and 2024.
The research was conducted in four countries (Hungary, Italy, Poland and Romania) by national
research teams coordinated by Political Capital, using the same methodology.

Definition of antisemitism

The basis of the research was the International Holocaust Remembrance Alliance’s (IHRA) working
definition of antisemitism: “Antisemitism is a certain perception of Jews, which may be expressed as
hatred toward Jews. Rhetorical and physical manifestations of antisemitism are directed toward
Jewish or non-Jewish individuals and/or their property, toward Jewish community institutions and
religious facilities.” A detailed explanation of the definition, along with illustrative examples, is
available on the IHRA website?.

5.1 Data collection

In our research, we analysed online textual content: articles, posts and comments from websites and
Facebook pages. The data was collected using social listening software, SentiOne. SentiOne scrapes
data in a given timeframe, from the given media sources based on the given keywords.

5.1.1 Keywords

We defined four keywords that we used to identify potentially relevant content in all countries: 1)
Jews, 2) Israel, 3) Holocaust, 4) Zionism/Zionist. In addition, we included specific keywords relevant
to each country. In Romania, these were: jid, lud, mosaic, ovre and khazar. In languages where these
words could have different endings, we used the base form of the keywords followed by an asterisk
(*). This approach allowed SentiOne to identify results for all variations and endings of the keywords.

5.1.2 Sources monitored

With input from the national research teams, Political Capital identified six categories of online media
to monitor content from: 1) independent (mainstream) media, 2) mainstream tabloids, 3) (hyper-
)partisan/biased media, 4) right-wing/far-right sites, 5) fake news/conspiratorial sites, 5) left-
wing/far-left sites. We collected pages for each category in all countries, including media outlets’
websites and Facebook pages. In all countries, we selected the three media outlets per category with
the most results for our keywords in the same time period. In Romania, we monitored the following
media outlets’ websites and Facebook pages:

2 |HRA working definition of antisemitism: https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-

antisemitism
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e Independent (mainstream) media: Digi 24, Cotidianul, Hotnews. These represent news
outlets that operate outside direct governmental while maintaining a significant audience
reach and influence. The monitored Romanian media platforms represent diverse political
and audience perspectives, essential for evaluating how antisemitism is addressed, ignored,
or perpetuated in mainstream narratives.

e Far-right pages: Incorect Politic, Activenews, Diana lovanovici-Sosoacad, Senator. These pages
often promote nationalist, xenophobic, or extremist ideologies, including antisemitic
narratives. Analyzing these pages helps track the spread, evolution, and influence of such
narratives within fringe and potentially mainstream discourse.

e Mainstream tabloids: Click!, Fanatik, RomaniaTV. These pages focus on sensationalist and
entertainment-driven content, often prioritizing headlines that grab attention. These tabloid
sites influence monitoring by showcasing how antisemitic stereotypes can be subtly
embedded in sensationalist content, reaching large audiences and potentially normalizing
harmful narratives.

e Fake news/conspiratorial sites: Stiripesurse.ro, SACCSIV, Flux 24. These pages spread
misinformation and promote unverified or extremist narratives, often exploiting societal
fears. Their monitoring is critical for identifying the role of misinformation in shaping
antisemitic beliefs, tracking the dissemination of harmful ideas.

e (Hyper-)Partisan/biased media: Buna Ziua lasi (BZI), 60m, 5news.ro. These pages promote
content aligned with specific political or ideological agendas. Monitoring this type of media is
extremely important for understanding biases that are potentially polarizing public opinion
on Jewish-related topics.

o Left-wing/far-left pages: might intersect with or unintentionally perpetuate antisemitic
stereotypes, such as conspiracy theories about Jewish influence in finance or politics. The
analyzed sites might reveal how antisemitism can manifest within anti-capitalist rhetoric.
However, none of these were included. The single article extracted from such a source, was
not antisemitic.

5.1.3 Monitoring period

Based on our previous experiences in coding textual content into previously defined categories and
the resources available to the project, we set a goal of analysing 7,000 pieces of content per country.
Because we wanted to examine changes in antisemitic narratives after 7 October 2023, we chose the
same time period in both 2023 and 2024.This was determined by identifying the country with the
least data for our keywords and calculating how many days were needed, starting from a chosen date
(in this case, 1 April), for the downloaded data in that country to exceed 7,000 pieces of content. As
a result, data collection in all countries was standardised to the same timeframe: April 1 and April 15,
13:00.
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5.1.4 The amount of data analysed

We filtered each dataset to include more than 7,000 pieces of content, maintaining the original
proportions of keywords, sources (websites and Facebook pages), and years within the dataset. This
approach resulted in the following proportions of the total downloaded dataset being analysed in
each country: Romania - 100%, Hungary - 73%, ltaly - 44%, and Poland - 35%.

In all countries the amount of data collected in 2024 was higher than in 2023. The smallest increase
was in Hungary, where the data increased by about one and a half times in 2024. In Romania the data
increased by almost three times, in Poland by almost five times and in Italy by almost seven times. In
all countries most of the data consisted of comments.
The amount of data also varied between countries by media category:
e Hungary: The majority of data came from far-right pages, followed by mainstream media,
biased outlets, tabloids, and minimal data from conspiratorial and left-wing sources.
e |taly: Most data came from mainstream media, followed by tabloids, biased outlets, left-wing
and conspiratorial sources, with very little data from far-right pages.
e Poland: Most data came from tabloids, followed by biased outlets, mainstream media, far-
right pages, conspiratorial sites and very little from left-wing sources.
® Romania: Most of the data came from mainstream media, followed by conspiratorial sites,
tabloids, far-right sources, biased outlets and a small amount of data from left-wing sources.

J

Examined content in media categories
Total T
Mainstream | Far-right | Conspiratorial Biased Tabloid Left amountof | amc
data/year 0
2023 671 1300 38 626 130 22 2787
Hungary
2024 1410 1949 49 646 86 81 4221 7
Italy 2023 704 1 9 19 142 15 890
2024 4987 38 151 284 518 185 6163 7
2023 310 137 51 63 674 1 1236
Poland
2024 601 224 253 1041 3697 2 5818 7
. 12023 809 191 469 85 293 0 1847
Romania
2024 3332 361 959 127 385 1 5165 7

5.2 Coding the data

5.2.1 Conceptual framework

Using publicly available resources, such as studies, research reports, scientific articles, etc., Political
Capital developed a conceptual framework to define the theoretical background of the research. In
addition to stating that the research was based on the IHRA's working definition of antisemitism, the
document thoroughly presented the main categories of antisemitic narratives and sub-narratives on
which the research was based. All partners had the opportunity to discuss, comment on, and add to
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the content of the conceptual framework. The conceptual framework was also discussed with
members of the BOND project’s Advisory Board and external experts.

5.2.2 Finalising the methodology and creating a methodology guide

Finalising the research methodology involved multiple discussions - including consultations with an
expert member of the BOND Advisory Board and several attempts to analyse and code online texts
in different ways. From these efforts, the final categories for coding the data were established. Four
classifications were defined for the nature of content:
5. Antisemitic — Content that contained at least one antisemitic narrative.
6. Potentially antisemitic — Content that included a narrative that could be either interpreted
as both antisemitic and non-antisemitic, or it appeared antisemitic only in light of the context
(the article/post it was responding to).
7. Not understandable — Content that was incomprehensible (this category was almost only
applicable to comments).
8. Not antisemitic — Content that did not include any antisemitic narratives.

Based on the conceptual framework, five main categories of antisemitic narratives were identified,
each containing sub-categories (the details and definitions of these categories will be described
later):

e (Classic antisemitic stereotypes
Traditional, religion-based antisemitism (anti-Judaism)
Conspiratorial antisemitism,
Holocaust denial and distortion,

New antisemitism (antisemitism based on criticism of Israel).
Two additional categories were defined: "hate speech" and "call for violence".
The coding process was described in detail in a methodology guide.

As part of the coding process, coders were required to document the antisemitic phrases identified
in the content. For comments, they also had to record the context - specifically, the subject of the
article or post under which the comment was written.

5.2.3 Training of the coders

After sharing the conceptual framework and the methodology guide with the national research
teams, Political Capital organised a meeting to explain and discuss these documents and the process
and to provide space for questions. Throughout the research process, the research teams met
regularly to discuss issues and questions that arose during the research process.
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To ensure a common understanding of the theoretical framework and to increase the reliability of
the research - within the constraints of resources and team capacities - the research process included
a learning phase. During this phase, 350 pieces of content were filtered from the dataset while
maintaining the original proportions of results by keyword, media category, and year. A slight
overrepresentation of results for the keyword "Israel" was included, based on the assumption that
identifying new antisemitism would be the greatest challenge. In each country, two members of the
national research teams coded these data independently. Their results were then compared and
discrepancies were discussed to reach an agreement. In cases where agreement could not be
reached, they were given the opportunity to consult with Political Capital for further clarification.

5.2.4 The coding process

Coding the data followed the same procedure across all countries. The national teams received their
content in an Excel file, which included all relevant properties (e.g., comment/article/post, date of
publishing, source, context, etc.). During the coding process, coders read the content itself and, for
comments, also examined the context.

If antisemitic narratives were identified in the content, coders labelled it as either antisemitic or
potentially antisemitic, defined the antisemitic narrative, and categorised it into a main antisemitic
narrative category along with one of its sub-categories. A single piece of content could be categorised
into multiple (maximum four) narrative categories, as it was possible for more than one antisemitic
narrative to appear within the same text. If the content did not contain any antisemitic narratives, or
if its meaning was not understandable, it was not assigned to any category.
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Introduction to the BOND project

The BOND (Building tOlerance, uNderstanding, and Dialogue across communities) project3® was
implemented from January 2023 to December 2024 in Hungary, Italy, Poland, and Romania. Its
primary goal was to address deep-rooted prejudices, hateful attitudes, and behaviors within society,
particularly those targeting European Jewry. The project also aimed to foster understanding,
tolerance, and dialogue. A significant focus was placed on educating young people about Judaism
and antisemitism, as well as promoting intercultural and inter-religious dialogue. Its activities
included researching antisemitism, monitoring antisemitic narratives, developing educational
curricula, training teachers, organising youth education and exchange programs, facilitating inter-
faith and inter-community dialogue, and hosting local roundtables on tolerance and social inclusion.
The project was guided by the definition of antisemitism established by the International Holocaust
Remembrance Alliance (IHRA).3!

30 Webpage of the BOND project: https://www.bond-project.eu/

31 |HRA working definition of antisemitism: https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-
antisemitism
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Kutatasi jelentés — Magyarorszag
Online antiszemita narrativak Magyarorszagon 2023 oktober 7.
elott és utan

Vezetoi 6sszefoglald

e A kutatas célja az volt, hogy megvizsgalja az online antiszemita narrativakat a Hamasz
2023. oktdber 7-én lzrael ellen elkdvetett terrortamaddasa el6tt és utan.

e Magyarorszagon 7008 valamely el6re meghatdrozott, az antiszemitizmushoz
kapcsolddd kulcszsé egyikét tartalmazd online tartalom kerilt elemzésre, féként a
széls6jobboldali oldalakrdl, a mainstream médiabdl és a kormanyzati iranyitasu
oldalakrél, valamint kisebb szamban alhiroldalakrdl és baloldali oldalakrél. Az elemzett
tartalmak nagy része komment volt, 10%-a cikk, és par Facebook-poszt. Az elemzett
adatok mennyisége 2023-r6l 2024-re mintegy masfélszeresére nétt, ami jél mutatja
oktéber 7. és az azt kdvetd hdboru hatdsat.

e Az elemzett tartalom 52%-a tartalmazott antiszemita vagy potencialisan antiszemita
(antiszamitanak és nem antiszemitanak is érthet6) narrativdkat. Ezek tobbsége
komment volt, és a legtdbb antiszemita és potencidlisan antiszemita tartalom 2023-
ban és 2024-ben is a széls6jobboldali fellileteken jelent meg.

e Az antiszemita tartalmak aranya 2023-rél 2024-re enyhén csdkkent Magyarorszdgon.
Az adott évi adatok 50,91%-a volt antiszemita 2023-ban, 2024-ben pedig 44,44%-a. A
potencialisan antiszemita tartalmak ardnya nagyjabdél azonos maradt, 2023-ban
5,13%, 2024-ben pedig 5,45% volt.

e A leggyakrabban megjelend narrativa kategdria az 0Osszeeskivésen alapuld
antiszemitizmus volt, amelyet a klasszikus sztereotipidk (klasszikus antiszemitizmus)
kovettek. A harmadik helyen az uj antiszemitizmus (lzrael kritikajan alapuld
antiszemitizmus) allt, majd a holokauszttagadas és -torzitds, valamint a hagyomanyos-
valldsi antiszemitizmus kovetkezett.

e Bar az antiszemita narrativdk mennyisége 2024-ben nétt, ardnyuk 6sszességében
nagyjabdl véaltozatlan maradt. Az 4j antiszemitizmus 2024-ben ardnyaiban tébb mint
négyszeresére novekedve csaknem hétszer t6bbszor jelent meg a vizsgalt adatban,
mikdzben a tobbi narrativa kategdria aranya csokkent.

e Az antiszemita gy(iloletbeszéd viszonylag gyakori volt a vizsgalt tartalmakban, mig a
kifejezetten zsiddk elleni erészakra felszdlitd tartalmak ritkdbban fordultak eld.

e Az eredmények azt mutatjdk, hogy az antiszemitizmust szinte barmilyen téma
kivalthatja. Megjelentek antiszemita narrativak a legkilonfélébb témaju cikkek
kommentszekcidiban, beleértve a hirességekkel kapcsolatos hireket, kormanyzati
dontéseket és semleges témakat is. Sok esetben azonban a cikk témaja befolyasolta a
megjelend narrativak egyes elemeit, példaul az adott 6sszeeskiivés szereplGit. Néhany

1
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narrativa kategdria erfsen koét6dott bizonyos témakhoz (pl. hagyomanyos-vall3si
antiszemitizmus/antijudaizmus).
o A zsidok leirdasara szamos, tbb kategdéridba sorolhato kddszdé megjelent az adatban.
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Bevezetés

A kutatas célja az volt, hogy elemezze az online antiszemita narrativakban bekévetkezett
valtozdsokat a 2023. oktdber 7-i, a Hamdsz dltal Izrael ellen elkdvetett, hdborut eredményezé
terrortamadds utan. Ezek az események Eurdpa-szerte az antiszemitizmus novekedéséhez
vezettek, ami szlikségessé tette az online antiszemita narrativak vdltozasainak vizsgalatat. A
kutatasi médszertan és a kategdriak kidolgozdsa 2023 végén és 2024 elején fejez6dott be, a
kutatds pedig 2024 tavaszan kezd6dott.

Az lzraellel kapcsolatban megfogalmazott antiszemitizmus felismerése és meghatdrozasa,
azaz az lzraellel szembeni jogos és jogtalan kritika megkllonboztetése oktéber 7-e 6ta
kiléndsen nagy kihivast jelent. Kutatasunk az International Nemzetkozi Holokauszt
Emlékezési Szbvetség (IHRA) antiszemitizmusra vonatkozé munkadefiniciéjan alapul® ,
amelyet 43 orszag és szamos nemzetkozi szervezet, koztik az EU és legtobb tagdllama is
elfogadott.

A kutatdst négy orszagban - Magyarorszagon, Olaszorszagban, Lengyelorszagban és
Romanidban - egyidejlileg végeztiik, azonos mddszertannal. A kutatas a szoveges tartalmakra
fokuszalt, beleértve cikkeket, a kommenteket és Facebook-post. A tartalmakat egy social
listenint szoftver segitségével gy(ijtottik 6ssze a kutatads témajahoz relevansabb médiumok
honlapjairdl és Facebook-oldalairdl 6t média kategdridban: fliggetlen (mainstream) média,
kormanyzati irdnyitdsd média, bulvar médiumok, baloldali, szélsGjobboldali, és
alhireket/Gsszeeskiivéseket tartalmazé fellletek. Az adatgy(ijtés az antiszemita tartalmak
felderitésére szolgdld kulcsszavak alapjan tortént. Négy alapvet6 kulcsszot (zsido, lzrael,
holokauszt és cionizmus/cionista) hasznaltunk minden orszagban a helyi nyelven. Emellett
orszagspecifikus kulcsszavak is segitették az adatgydjtést. Azokon a nyelveken, ahol ezeknek
a szavaknak kilonb6z6 végzédésik lehetett, az alapformdakat egy csillag jel (*) kovette,
lehet6vé téve az eredmények 6sszegylijtését minden valtozatra és végzGdésre vonatkozdan.

A kutatds a 2023. és 2024. aprilis 1-15. kozotti idGszakra 6sszpontositott, és minden orszagban
kozel 7000 tartalmat elemezett. A helyi kutatdécsoportok minden tartalmat megvizsgaltak, és
antiszemita, potencidlisan antiszemita (antiszemitaként és nem antiszemitaként is
értelmezhetd), nem érthet6, vagy nem antiszemita kategéridba soroltak. Nyilvdnosan
elérhet6 forrasok (tanulmanyok, kutatdsi jelentések, tudomanyos cikkek) alapjan az
antiszemita narrativak ot f6 kategodriajat hataroztuk meg: klasszikus antiszemitizmus,
Osszeesklivésen alapuld antiszemitizmus, hagyomanyos valldsi antiszemitizmus,
holokauszttagadas és torzitads, valamint Uj antiszemitizmus (az Izraellel szembeni kritikan
alapulé antiszemitizmus). Ezek mellett két kiegészit6 kategoériat is létrehoztunk:

1 Az antiszemitizmus IHRA munkadefiniciéja: https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-
definition-antisemitism
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gyliloletbeszéd és a zsidok elleni erészakra valé felhivas. Minden egyes tartalmat alaposan
elemeztiink, és a felsorolt kategdriak koziil besoroltunk egybe vagy tobb kategdriaba is.

6
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1. Az antiszemita tartalom mértéke a nemzeti adatallomanyban

1.1 Az antiszemita tartalom mértéke az adatallomanyban

A magyar adatok 52%-aban jelent meg antiszemita vagy potencialisan antiszemita tartalom.
Az 6sszesen 7008 tartalombdl 3295 volt antiszemita, 373 potencialisan antiszemita, 3101 nem
volt antiszemita és 239 nem volt érthet6.

Abra 1. Az antiszemita tartalom mértéke az adatdllomdnyban

W antiszemita M potencialisan antiszemita B nem érthet6 M nem antiszemita

1.2 Avizsgalt tartalmak megoszlasa

A letoltott tartalmak tulnyomo tébbsége komment volt, és ezekben jelent meg a legtobb
antiszemita tartalom. A let6ltott tartalmak 87,5%-a volt komment (6134), 10,5%-a cikk (744),
és csak 2%-a volt Facebook-poszt (130). Az antiszemita narrativak tulnyomérészt a
kommentekben jelentek meg, amelyek tébb mint 53%-a (3261) antiszemita volt, 6%-a (362)
potencialisan antiszemita volt, 37%-a (2272) nem volt antiszemita, és korulbelll 4%-a (239)
nem volt érthetd. A cikkek 94%-a (700) nem volt antiszemita, 5%-a (34) antiszemita volt, 1%-
a (10) pedig potencidlisan antiszemita. A Facebook-posztok tulnyomd tébbsége nem volt
antiszemita, csak egy mindsilt potencidlisan antiszemitanak.

7
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Abra 2. Az kiilénbéz6 tartalomtipusok megoszidsa az adatdllomdnyban
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H antiszemita M potencialisan antiszemita B nem érthet6 B nem antiszemita

1.3 Antiszemitizmus a kiilonb6z6 médiakategoriakban

Magyarorszagon az antiszemita tartalmak tobbsége a széls6jobboldali fellleteken jelent meg,
az adathalmazban szereplS G6sszes antiszemita tartalom 68,7%-at kitéve. Ezt kovették a
flggetlen mainstream médiumok (16,5%), a kormanyzati irdnyitdsi oldalak (10,1%), a
bulvarlapok (2,3%), az alhiroldalak (1,8%) és a baloldali feltiletek (0,6%). Hasonlé mintdzat volt
megfigyelhet6 a potencialisan antiszemita tartalmak esetében is, amelyek tobbsége szintén a
széls6jobboldali feliileteken jelent meg (51,2%), melyet a fliggetlen mainstream médiumok
(25,7%), a kormanyzati irdnyitasu oldalak (17,4%), a bulvarlapok (2,4%), a baloldali oldalak
(2,1%), illetve az alhiroldalak kévettek (1,1%).

Azzal, hogy 2024-ben tobb adat kerilt be az adatdllomanyba, az antiszemita tartalmak szama
is n6tt, de aranyuk viszonylag stabil maradt a mainstream médiaoldalakon ezen
médiakategdria 0sszes adatahoz képest. A baloldali és alhiroldalakon azonban nétt, a bulvar,
kormanyzati irdnyitasu és széls6jobboldali fellileteken pedig kissé csokkent.

Az antiszemita tartalmak (beleértve az antiszemita és potencialisan antiszemita tartalmakat

is) a széls6jobboldali médiaoldalakon voltak a legelterjedtebbek, mind mennyiségileg (2455

darab), mind aranyosan (75,5%), kiilondsen a kommentekben. Ardnyosan az alhiroldalakon

gylijtott adatok 71%-dban szintén jelen volt antiszemita tartalom, bar abszolit szamuk

viszonylag alacsony volt (62 darab). Az Osszes tobbi médiakategéridban az antiszemita

tartalmak aranya meglehetdsen hasonld volt (mainstream - 30,7%, kormanyzati irdnyitasu-
8
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29,8%, bulvar - 39,3%, baloldali - 28,1%). A tartalom teljes mennyiségét vizsgalva azonban
nagyobb kilonbségek mutatkoztak: a mainstream és a kormdnyzati iranyitasu
médiakategdridkban volt a legtobb antiszemita tartalom (640, illetve 379), mig a bulvar (85)
és a baloldali (29) feltleteken kevesebb.

Abra 3. Az antiszemita tartalmak jelenléte a kiilénb6z6 médiakategdridkban

Flggetlen mainstream 2023 RS
Flggetlen mainstream 2024 IS
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W antiszemita M potencialisan antiszemita B nem érthet6 M nem antiszemita

2. Az antiszemita tartalmak kiilonboz6 tipusainak attekintése és
ezek mértéke

2.1 Az antiszemita narrativakat tartalmazoé adatok

A kutatds fogalmi kerete a 6t f6 antiszemita kategoridt hatdrozott meg (mindegyiketet tovabbi
alnarrativakkal kiegészitve):

o Klasszikus sztereotipidk (klasszikus antiszemitizmus): Torténetileg antiszemita
eléitéletekben gybkerezé narrativak. Ide tartozik a zsidékkal szembeni, csupan a
[étezésiikon és zsido vallason alapulé gydldlet. Ez egy olyan ellentmondasos logikan
keresztiil jelenik meg, mely a zsidékat egyszerre tekinti er6snek és gyengének, sét
ember alatti [ényeknek. A klasszikus sztereotipiak kozé tartozik példaul, hogy a zsidok
gonoszak, kapzsik, hiitlenek vagy hazugok.?

e Hagyomanyos-vallasi antiszemitizmus (antijudaizmus): A hagyomanyos, vallasi alapu
judeofdbia vagy hagyomdnyos antiszemitizmus olyan zsiddellenes érzelmekre utal,
amelyek vagy a vélt keresztény vagy a vélt zsidé vallashoz és hagyomanyokhoz
kapcsolédd hiedelmekben gydkereznek. A hagyomanyos, valldsi alapu antiszemita

2 Matthias J. Becker et al., "Antisemitic Comments on Facebook Pages of Leading British, French,
and German Media Outlets”, Humanities & Social Sciences Communications 9, 2022
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC9520959/#Fn3; Matthias J. Becker et al., "Decoding
Antisemitism " Palgrave Macmillan, 2024, p. 11, 13; ADL Antisemitic Myths. https://antisemitism.adl.org/
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narrativak kozé tartozik példaul a vérvad/gyermekgyilkossag, az istengyilkossag vagy
hogy a zsidok satanistak/ordigiek.3

e (sszeeskiivésen alapulé antiszemitizmus: Az 6sszeeskiivés-elméletek fenntartottak
az antiszemita hiedelmeket azzal, hogy azt sugalltdk, hogy a zsidék személyes
haszonszerzés céljabdl befolyast gyakorolnak, és 6sszeeskiivést sz6nek, hogy uraljak
az olyan teriileteket, mint a média, a politika és a gazdasag. Sok ilyen elmélet a "rejtett
kéz" antiszemita mitoszaban gyokerezik, és a zsidokat vagy zsidénak vélt szerepléket
okolja a vilag legsulyosabb tragédidiért, példaul a haboruk kirobbantdsaért vagy akar
a COVID-19-ért. Az Osszeeskivésen alapuld antiszemita narrativdk kozé tartozik
példaul a zsidé kontroll/ hatalom , a judeobolsevik 0Osszeeskiivés, a Nagy
Lakossagcsere elmélet?, vagy az Uj Vildgrend elmélet.>.6

e Holokauszttagadas és torzitas: A holokauszttagadds vagy torzitds a zsidd nép elleni
naci népirtas torténelmi tényeinek tagaddsdra vagy elferditésére torekszik. A
holokauszttagadas magaban foglalja a nacik és szovetségeseik altal a holokauszt soran
alkalmazott moddszerek és  kegyetlenségliik  mértékének  tagadasat. A
holokauszttagadas és torzitds azt a hamis elképzelést is hirdeti, hogy a zsidok talaltak
ki vagy tuloztak el a holokausztot hogy hasznot hizzanak bel6le. A holokauszttagadas
és a torzitds tovabbi alnarrativdi kozé tartozik példaul a zsidék hibdaztatasa a
holokausztért, vagy a holokauszt pozitiv eseményként vald dbrazoldsa.’

e Uj antiszemitizmus: Az 0j antiszemitizmus az lzrael ellen irdnyulé zsiddellenes
érzelmek kifejez6désére utal. Az Uj antiszemitizmus egyik legfontosabb funkcidja,
hogy lehet6vé tegye az antiszemita nézetek politikailag elfogadhatdnak t(in6 médon
torténé kifejezését. Az Uj antiszemitizmust Natan Sharansky 3D-tesztjének
segitségével hatarozzuk meg: démonizacio, kett6s mérce és delegitimizacio. Az Uj
antiszemitizmushoz tartozik példaul a naci/apartheid/kolonializmus analdgia, az az
allitas, hogy lzrael terrorista allam, vagy hogy lzrael befolyast gyakorol a médiara.®

A magyar adatokban a leggyakoribb narrativa kategdria az 0Osszeeskivésen alapuld
antiszemitizmus volt, amely a vizsgdlt tartalmak 19%-dban (1339 darab) jelent meg. Ezt

3 |ldiké Barna et al., "Survey of Antisemitic Prejudices in the Visegrad Countries - Research Report”, Tom Lantos
Institute, 2022, p. 13.

https://tomlantosinstitute.hu/files/en-205-sapvc-20220420-done-rc-online-new.pdf

4 A Nagy Lakossag-csere egy dsszeeskiivés-elmélet, amely abban a hitben gydkerezik, hogy a fehér fajt a zsidok
és mas kisebbségek keze altal a kihalas veszélye fenyegeti. Ez az elmélet, amelyet fehér csereelméletnek vagy
fehér népirtas elméletének is neveznek, azt allitja, hogy a zsidok altal vezetett szandékos eréfeszités folyik a nem
fehér tomeges bevandorlas, a fajkdzi hazassagok és mas olyan térekvések elémozditdsara, amelyek a fehérek
,kihaldsdhoz” vezetnek. https://www.ajc.org/translatehate/great-replacement

5 Az Uj Vildgrend elmélet egy 6sszeeskiivés-elmélet, amely azt allitja, hogy egy kis csoport hatalommal biré egyén
titokban dolgozik azon, hogy vilaghatalmi irdnyitast hozzon létre. Az Uj Vildgrend mogott allé dsszeeskiivés-
elmélet, amelyben zsidé vezet6k is részt vesznek, azon az elképzelésen alapul, hogy a zsidék olyan hatalmi
strukturat hoztak létre, amelyben az emberiség minden teriletét - a gazdasagot, a médiat és a politikai életet -
6k iranyitjak. https://www.ajc.org/translatehate/New-World-Order

511dik6 Barna et al., "Survey of Antisemitic Prejudices in the Visegrad Countries - Research Report”, Tom Lantos
Institute, 2022, pp. 13-14.

https://tomlantosinstitute.hu/files/en-205-sapvc-20220420-done-rc-online-new.pdf

7 IHRA Working Definition of Holocaust Denial and Distortion (2013).
https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-holocaust-denial-distortion

8 ADL Antisemitic Myths: Anti-zionism https://antisemitism.adl.org/anti-zionism/
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kovette a klasszikus antiszemitizmus, amely14%-ban (1011 darab) volt jelen. A harmadik
helyen az Uj antiszemitizmus allt 12%-kal (811 darab), mig a holokauszttagadas és torzitas 3%-
ban (198 darab), valamint a hagyomanyos-vallasi antiszemitizmus (184 darab) jelent meg.

Abra 4. Az antiszemita narrativa kategdridk arénya az adatdllomdnyban

Klasszikus 14%

Uj antiszemitizmus 12%

Holokauszttagadas, torzitas - 3%

Hagyomanyos, vallasi - 3%

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25%

Bar az antiszemita tartalmak aranya a teljes adatban két év alatt nagyjabdl azonos maradt, a
legtobb narrativa kategdria aranyosan csokkent az adatban. Az (j antiszemita narrativak
szama azonban kozel hétszeresére nétt, ami aranyaiban tébb mint négyszeres névekedést
jelentett. A tobbi narrativa mennyisége viszonylag stabil maradt 2024-ben, ami a
megjelenésiik aranydban kisebb csokkenést jelentett. A hagyomanyos-vallasi narrativaknadl a
tobbi kategdridnal jelentésebb csokkenés kovetkezett be 2024-re.

Abra 5. Az antiszemita narrativdk ardnya az adatdllomdnyban kiilén 2023-ra és 2024-re vonatkozdan
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2.2 A narrativakon tuli antiszemita tartalmak

Az antiszemita narrativak mellett az antiszemita tartalmak két masik csoportjat is elemeztiik:
a gy(loletbeszédet és az er6szakra vald felhivast.

e Gyliloletbeszéd: Gydlloletkelt6 tartalom, amely vagy kifejezetten zsidék ellen iranyul,
vagy a "zsidd" sz6t az antiszemita narrativdkban megjelend jelentésen alapuld negativ
jelz6ként haszndlja.

e Felhivas er8szakra: A zsidék elleni barmilyen erGszakra buzdité tartalom.

Abra 6. A narrativdkon tuli antiszemita tartalmak ardnya az adatdllomdnyban

Gydlloletbeszéd 14,2%

Felhivas er6szakra 1,5%

0,0% 2,0% 4,0% 6,0% 8,0 10,0% 12,0% 14,0% 16,0%

A gy(loletbeszéd viszonylag gyakori volt a magyar adatokban, a tartalmak 14%-aban (998
darab) jelent meg, enyhe csokkenést mutatva 2024-ben. A zsiddk elleni erészakra felszolitd
tartalmak kevésbé voltak gyakoriak, az adatok mintegy 1.5%-aban (103 darab) jelentek meg,
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mennyiségiik 2024-ben novekedett, de megjelenésiik arany az adatmennyiséghez képest
nem valtozott.

Abra 7. A narrativékon tuli antiszemita tartalmak ardnya az adatdllomdnyban kiilén 2023-ra és 2024-re

vonatkozdan
17,9%
2023
11,8%
2024
1,5%
0,0% 5,0% 10,0% 15,0% 20,0%

B Gylloletbeszéd W Felhivas erészakra

3. Antiszemita tartalmak a vizsgalt adatokban

3.1 Az antiszemita narrativak tartalma

3.1.1 Osszeeskiivésen alapulé antiszemitizmus

Az antiszemita narrativak leggyakoribb tipusa az 6sszeeskilivésen alapuld antiszemitizmus
volt, amely a vizsgdlt adatok 19.1%-4ban jelent meg. Ennek a narrativdnak az elterjedtsége a
két év soran viszonylag magas maradt, de 2024-re aranyaiban csokkent. A leggyakrabban
megjelend narrativa kategdriaként, minden médiakategdriaban jelen volt, féként a
kommentekben, kisebb mértkben a cikkekben. Ezek a narrativak nem kot6dtek konkrét
témakhoz, hanem valtozatos témakhoz kapcsolédva jelentek meg.

A leggyakoribb narrativa az allitélagos zsidé iranyitasrél/hatalomrol szolt. Ez a narrativa azt
allitja, hogy a zsidék kiilonbozé szereplSket és terlileteket iranyitanak vagy tamogatnak
érdekeik érvényesitése érdekében. A narrativak targya — hogy éppen kit/mit iranyitanak a
zsiddk -, sok esetben erésen kapcsolddott aktualis eseményekhez. A zsidé kontroll szdmos
valtozata megjelent a vizsgdlt adatokban, példaul:

e Politikai szereplék: A narrativak szerint szdmos magyar és kilféldi politikai szerepl6t
zsidok irdnyitanak. Sok esetben ez a vad explicit mddon jelent meg, illetve az adott
szerepl6t vagy zsiddnak tartottak, vagy azt dllitottdk, hogy zsidék tamogatjak.
Kddszavakat is hasznaltak ennek a narrativanak a kifejezésére, mint példaul a "zsidesz"
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(a zsido és a Fidesz szavak kombinacidja). Szinte minden politikai szereplé meg lett
vadolva, hogy zsiddk irdnyitjak vagy tdmogatjak, de a narrativa leggyakrabban Fideszre
és Magyar Péterre, a 2024-ben alapitott, Ujonnan alakult ellenzéki TISZA part
vezetGjére Osszpontositott. Mas ellenzéki szerepl6k, példaul Gyurcsany Ferenc volt
miniszterelnok és a Demokratikus Koalicié, valamint a széls6jobboldali Mi Hazank part
és annak helyettes vezet6je, DUré Doéra szintén gyakran felbukkantak ezekbek a
narrativakbak. A kilfoldi politikai szerepl6k koziil az eurdpai vezetéket emlitették a
leggyakrabban: Ursula von der Leyen, az Eurépai Bizottsag elndke; Josep Borell, az EU
kordbbi kiilligyi és biztonsagpolitikai f6képviselSje; eurdpai allamok vezetdit, kdztik
Emmanuel Macront, Andrzej Duda-t, Mateusz Morawieckit és Volodimir Zelenszkijt
(lasd késébb). Vlagyimir Putyin és Joe Biden is széba kerilt, valamint a német
szélsGjobboldali part, az AfD, és olyan torténelmi személyiségek, mint Bonaparte
Napodleon és Adolf Hitler (ldsd még a holokauszt-narrativakat).

o Nemzetkézi szervezetek: ENSZ, EU, NATO, WHO, jétékonysagi szervezetek, stb.

e Orszdgok: A legtobbszor Magyarorszag, Németorszag és az Egyesiilt Allamok keriiltek
emlitésre, de szamos mds orszag is megjelent ebben a kontextusban.

e Pénzvildg: a helyi és globalis gazdasag, a bankok, a t6zsde és a multinacionalis
vallalatok. Egyes narrativdkban felbukkant a zsidé nagyt6ke is mint befolyasold
tényez6.

e Média: hirportalok, pl.: Index, Telex, 444, HVG, Lakmusz; televizids csatornak, pl.: ATV,
RTL Klub.

e Intézmények: birdsdgok, egyetemek, tudomanyos szervezetek, egyhdazak.

Szdmos mds utalas is megjelent a zsidé hatalomra, amelyet gyakran a zsidé érdekek titkos
érvényesitéseként irtak le. Ezek kozé tartoztak a "zsidd lobbira" valé utalasok és az a
meggy6z6dés, hogy a zsidék a vildguralomra torekednek. Kiilondsen gyakori eleme volt
ezeknek a narrativdknak az “amerikai zsidé” alakja, amely az Egyesiilt Allamok és annak
tevékenysége mogotti allitdlagos zsidd irdnyitasra utalt. Egyes narrativak azt allitottak, hogy
a zsidok Magyarorszdag megvasarlasara vagy elfoglalasara torekednek, megcélozva annak
vizeit, foldjeit és ingatlanjait. Szintén megjelent, hogy a zsiddk olyan ideoldgidkat terjesztenek,
mint a multikulturalizmus, a liberalizmus, a kommunizmus, az anarchizmus, a gender/LMBTQI
ideoldgia, vagy a demokracia, mint a diktaturajuk megvaldsitdsanak egyik eszkoze.

Szintén elterjedt narrativa volt, hogy a zsiddk iranyitjak Ukrajnat Volodimir Zelenszkij ukran
eln6kon keresztiil, aki allitdlag zsido érdekeket képvisel. Ezek a narrativak kiilonboz6
formakat oltottek, azt allitva, hogy zsiddk allnak az orosz-ukran habord mogott, illetve gyakran
tartalmaztak gy(loletbeszédet, kilonb6z6 becsmérlS jelz6ket és kddszavakat Zelenszkijre
vonatkozdan.
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A zsidé-kommunizmus (judeobolsevizmus) fogalma olyan narrativakban jelent meg, melyek
a zsiddékat bolsevikokként vagy kommunistakként dbrazoltdk, akik politikai szerepet vallaltak
a szocializmus/kommunizmus alatt. Szintén megjelent, hogy az Allamvédelmi Hatdsag, a
magyarorszagi kommunista diktatura allambiztonsagi szolgdlatdnak tagjai is zsiddk voltak.

Megjelent a vizsgalt tartalmakban a Nagy Lakossagcsere elmélet, amely szerint a zsidok célja,
hogy a "fehér Gslakosok" eltlinjenek Eurdpabdl. Ennek érdekében a mas kontinensekrdl
érkez6 migraciét iranyitjak: szervezik azt, vagy tamogatjak az ezeket partold politikusokat.
Néhdany narrativa azt sugallta, hogy a zsidék Magyarorszagot vagy Ukrajnat akarjak az “Uj
Izraelllé” tenni.

Soros Gyorgyrdl is megjelentek narrativak, amelyek gyakran a nyugati vilagra, az USA-ra,
Eurdpara, Magyarorszdgra és a gazdasagra gyakorolt allitélagos befolydsat hangsulyozzak.
Ezek a narrativak gyakran olyan klasszikus antiszemita cimkékkel jellemezték 6t, mint hazug,
arulo, satan, spekulans stb. Jelen volt a "Soros-terv" kifejezése is, amelyet 2015-ben a Fidesz-
kormany vezetett be Magyarorszagon, utalva Soros allitélagos tervére, hogy a migransokat
Magyarorszagra és Eurdpdba hozza, a Nagy Lakossdgcsere elmélethez hasonldéan. A kormany
2017 6ta hasznalja ezt a kifejezést kilonb6z6 szereplSk - civil szervezetek, intézmények és
politikusok - lejaratdsara, azzal vadolva 6ket, hogy "Soros-ligyndkok", akik a "Soros-terv"
megvaldsitoi.

Mas, kevésbé gyakori narrativdk kozé tartoztak az Uj Vilagrend emélet, amely a "zsidd

vildguralomroél" és a "zsidd vilagkormanyrél" mint a zsiddsag feltételezett céljardl szolt;
narrativak az llluminatusokrdl, melyek a "zsidé szabadké&mlivesekrél" beszéltek, olyan
személyiségeket emlitve példaként, mint Orban Viktor miniszterelndk és Ady Endre magyar
kolts. A COVID-19 vilagjarvany is megjelent néhany narrativaban, ahol a virust és a vakcindkat
a mint a zsidék eszkozeit abrazoltak, mellyel a tarsadalmat akarjdk iranyitani. A Cion
boélcseinek jegyz6kdnyve, egy Oroszorszagbhdl a 20. szazad elejérél szarmazd, hamisitott

dokumentum is emlitésre kerilt .

Az osszeeskiivésen alapulé narrativak kozott a zsidd irdnyitassal és hatalommal kapcsolatos
narrativak voltak a leggyakoribbak, amelyek el6forduldsa 2023-rél 2024-re né6tt. A Nagy
Lakossagcsere Elmélet és az Uj Vilagrend Elméletének megjelenése szintén kissé nétt 2024-
re. Ezzel szemben a Volodimir Zelenszkijt, Soros Gyorgyot és a COVID-19 vilagjarvanyt érinté
narrativak jelenléte 2024-re csokkent. Az egyéb témakrol sz616 narrativak el6forduldsa tobbé-
kevésbé valtozatlan maradt.

Abra 8. Osszeeskiivésen alapuld antiszemitizmus
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3.1.2 Klasszikus antiszemitizmus

A klasszikus antiszemita narrativak a masodik leggyakoribbak voltak a magyarorszagon
vizsgalt adatokban, az Gsszes vizsgalt tartalom 14.4%-3ban jelentek meg, minden média
kategdridaban megtaldlhatéak voltak. Ezeknek a narrativdknak az el6forduldsa 2023 és 2024
kozott nagyjabdl allandd maradt. Bar leggyakrabban a kommentekben voltak jelen,
alkalmanként a cikkekben is megjelentek. A klasszikus antiszemitizmust tartalmazé
kommentek valtozatos témaju cikkek alatt voltak jelen.

A klasszikus antiszemita narrativak a zsidokat leggyakrabban "masként" dbrazoljdk . Ezek az
emlitések csoportosithaték.
1) A zsidok felsébbrendiként valé jellemzése
a. Olyan narrativak, amelyek azt allitjak, hogy a zsidék fels6bbrendlinek
tartjak magukat: ezek azt fejezik ki, hogy a zsiddk azt hiszik, hogy okosak,
mindent tudnak; arrogdnsak, beképzeltek, dnimaddk, azt hiszik, hogy
barmit megtehetnek, semmi sem elég jo nekik;
b. A zsidékat fels6bbrendlinek tarté narrativak: ezek szerint a zsiddk
értelmiségiek, kivaltsagos helyzetben vannak, lenéznek masokat.
2) A zsidok alsébbrend(iként valo leirdsa: ezek a narrativak azt allitjak, hogy a zsidék
a. ostobak, haszontalanok, piszkosak, blidések stb.
b. deviansok (drogosok, pedofilok, homoszexualisok);
c. parazitak és allatiasak;
d. nem emberek (pl. patkanyok, férgek, gyikemberek);
e. lélek nélkiliek, nincs lelkiik;
f. avilag/emberiség virusai, betegségei (pl. rak, pestis).
3) A zsidék mint faj leirdsa: allitdlagos fizikai faji jellemz6k emlitése, mint példaul a
“zsidé orr”.
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4) A zsidok nem fehérekként és/vagy nem magyarokként torténé meghatarozasa.

Gyakori volt az az allitds is, hogy a zsidok csalok és hazugok. Ezek a narrativak a zsidokat
tisztességtelennek és becstelennek abrazoltdk: tolvajoknak, hazugoknak, csaldknak,
megbizhatatlanoknak; emellett manipulativnak, az aldozat szerepét jatszd, ravasz és
leleményes embereknek allitottak be Gket.

A zsidokrél mint gonoszokrdl vald beszéd is széles korben elterjedt volt, tobbek kozt a
kovetkez6 allitdsok fomajaban:

e A 1zsidok gyilkosok, akik fehér embereket/magyarokat/az ellenségeiket akarjak
megolni, a sajat érdekeikért dlnek, élvezik masok haldlat, az emberi élet nem fontos
szamukra;

o Azsidék azt hiszik, hogy szabad b(inoket elkovetnilik, nincs lelkiismeretiik, 6k a bosszu
népe;

e A 1zsidok rosszat akarnak masoknak, konfliktusokat és haborukat szitanak,
erdszakosak, manipulativak, csak maguknak akarnak jot, hatalomra vagynak;

e Azsidok mérgezik a kutakat, terjesztik a pestist, és sirokat gyalaznak;

e A zsidok gonoszsagukkal kiprovokaltak az antiszemitizmust, 6k a hibasak annak
jelenlétéért.

A zsidokat széles korben kapzsinak és gazdagnak allitottak be, azt allitva, hogy vagyonosak,
haszonles6k, kihasznalnak masokat (pl. a magyarokat), 6k uraljdk a nagyt6két. Megjelent a
zsidok hiitlenséggel/ketts lojalitassal valo vadolasa is, olyan kijelentésekkel, mint aruldk,
idegen érdekeket szolgalnak, Osszetartanak, nem lojalisak Magyarorszaghoz és/vagy
magyarellenesek. Olyan kijelentések is megjelentek, miszerint a zsidéknak Izraelbe/USA-ba
kellene koltoznilik, "ahova tartoznak". Sokkal kisebb mértékben jelentek meg olyan allitasok
is, hogy a zsidok kritikan felll allnak, nem lehet 6ket kritizalni (a kritika tabuja).

A gonosz, a h(itlenség/kettds lojalitas és a kritika tabuja al-narrativak jelenléte enyhén nétt
2024-ben a narrativ kategorian belil, mig a zsidék ,,masként” valé emlitése csokkent. Egyes
alnarrativdk csak konkrét eseményekkel kapcsolatban jelentek meg, mint példdul a
széls6jobboldali Mi Hazank part kampanya a fart kutak nyilvantartasba vétele és
megaddztatdsa ellen, amely a zsiddk allitélagos kitmérgezésérdl sz6l6 narrativakat valtott ki.
Ezek az alnarrativak a kérdés lekeriilésével a politikai napirendrél szintén elt(intek.

Abra 9. Klasszikus antiszemitizmus
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3.1.4 Uj antiszemitizmus

A vizsgalt adatok 11,6%-aban jelentek meg Uj antiszemita narrativak. A két vizsgalt év kozott
az Uj antiszemitizmus el6forduldsi gyakorisaga valtozott a legnagyobb mértékben: az Uj
antiszemita tartalmak mennyisége 2024-re csaknem hétszeresére, aranyosan tobb mint
négyszeresére nétt, ami a 2023. oktdber 7-i események és az azt kévet6 haboru hatdsat
tukrozi. Az Uj antiszemita narrativak néhany cikkben és egy bejegyzésben jelentek meg, s
tulnyomoérészt a kommentekben voltak megfigyelhet6ek. Bar minden média kategéridban
jelen volt, ez a narrativakategdria a szélsGjobboldali és a fliggetlen mainstream média
oldalakon volt a legelterjedtebb, valamint 2024-ben a kormanyzati iranyitasu oldalakon is
megndtt a jelenléte. Ezek a narrativdk elsGsorban a hdaboruval kapcsolatos cikkekhez
kapcsolédtak, kiemelked6 koncentracidoban az izraeli hadsereg 2024. aprilis 1-jei, a World
Central Kitchen segélykonvoj elleni véletlen tdmadasa, valamint Iran aprilis 13-i, Izrael elleni
nagyszabdasu dron- és rakétatamadasa kordil.

Az Uj antiszemita tartalmak tobbsége két f6 formaban allitotta, hogy lzrael terrorista allam:
1) Izrael Allam vagy Benjamin Netanjahu izraeli miniszterelndk népirtdst, haborus vagy
emberiség elleni blincselekményeket kdvet el; 2) Izrael Allam vagy az lzraeli Védelmi Erék
(IDF) terrorszervezetként makodik.

Az Izraellel kapcsolatban allitolag jelen lev6 kett6s mérce emlitése szintén gyakori volt, vagy
azt dllitva, hogy lzrael cselekedeteit masként itélik meg nemzetkozi szinten, altaldban arra
utalva, hogy lzraelt szigorubban kellene megitélni, mint ahogyan azt teszik; vagy annak
allitasaval, hogy lzrael Ugy gondolja, hogy neki megengedett az, amit masoknak nem (pl. nem
koveti a szabalyokat, nem vallalja a felel§sséget stb.).
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Az arab-izraeli/Hamasz-izraeli konfliktusért Izraelt felelGssé tevé narrativak szintén széles
korben elterjedtek voltak. Ezek a narrativak egyrészt azt sugalljak, hogy lzrael provokalta ki a
konfliktusokat, és ezért felel6s a Hamasz oktdber 7-i terrortamadasaért, masrészt pedig azt,
hogy lzrael megalakuldsa 6ta nem volt béke a Kdzel-Keleten.

Megjelent Izrael delegitimizalasa, vagyis az az allitas, hogy lzrael nem legitim allam, valamint
voltak tartalmak, melyek az orszdg megsemmisitésére szélitottak fel. Izrael démonizalasa is
megjelent, gonoszként és habordparti dllamként abrazolva, amelynek célja, hogy az egész
vilagot hdboruba sodorja. Gyakori volt lzrael klasszikus antiszemita sztereotipiakkal valé
abrdzolasa is. Ezek a narrativak azt dllitottak, hogy lzrael mas orszagokat (pl. Magyarorszag,
EU, USA) iranyit, hogy hazudik, hogy a globalis zsidé (hattér)hatalom védi, hogy mindig az
aldozat szerepét jatssza, vagy a zsidokra gyakran haszndlt becsmérlé kifejezésekkel (pl.
patkany, satanista) jellemezték lzraelt.

Egyes tartalmak a gyarmatositas analdgidjat is felhaszndltdk, hogy lzraelt megszallo
allamként abrazoljdk, amelynek célja a terililetek gyarmatositdsa, vagy azt allitottak hogy
terlilete alapértelmezetten megszallds eredményeként jott létre, teriletét a palesztinoktdl
loptdk el. A médiara gyakorolt izraeli befolyasra vonatkozo allitasok is jelen voltak, amelyek
vagy azt dllitottdk, hogy a nyugati média Izrael érdekei mentén tuddsit, vagy azt, hogy Izrael
manipuldlja a hireket és kontrolldlja a média szabadsagat. Az izraeli tevékenység és a nacik
kozotti analégia meghlzasa is megjelent, azt sugallva, hogy lzrael politikdja hasonlé a
nacikéhoz, és hogy Izrael holokausztot kovet el Gazaban. Olyan narrativak is el6fordultak,
amelyek a zsiddkat kollektiven felelGsként allitottak be lzrael tetteiért, és amelyek Izraelt
apartheid- vagy elnyomd dllamként jellemezték. A Hamasz oktdber 7-i tamaddasat tagadé
vagy relativizalé tartalmak is jelen voltak, ezek vagy kétségbe vontak a tuszejtést, azzal
vadoltak lzraelt, hogy hazudik a tamadasrdl, azt allitottak, hogy lzrael felel6s a tamadasért és
megérdemelte azt, vagy azt allitottdk, hogy lzrael allt a tdmadas mogott, és hogy az egy
Moszad-akcid volt. Nagyon kis mértékben megjelentek lzrael kritizalasanak tabujardl sz616
narrativak is, amelyek lzraelt vadoltdk a holokausztért, és tagadtak lzrael 6nrendelkezési
jogat.

2023-ban a gyarmatositas analdgiajanak emlitése és lzrael terrorista allamként vald
beallitdsa, voltak a leggyakoribb narrativak, leginkabb a kommentekben jelent meg. Ezek
leggyakrabban az arab-izraeli konfliktussal kapcsolatos izraeli akcidkrdl szélé cikkek alatt
jelentek meg, példaul a Sziridban végrehajtott izraeli légicsapasokrdl, a jeruzsalemi Al-Aksza
mecsetnél tortént 6sszecsapasokrél, valamint az ezt kévetd libanoni és gazai tdmadasokrol
sz6l6 jelentések alatt. 2024-ben az 6sszes Uj antiszemita narrativa el6forduldsa jelent6sen
megndtt, kilonosen az Izraelt terrorista allamként leird narrativaké.

Abra 10. Uj antiszemitizmus
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3.1.5 Holokauszttagadas és torzitas

A holokauszttagadds és -torzitas volt a masodik legkevésbé gyakori kategdria a magyarorszagi
adatallomdnyban, az Osszes tartalom 2,8%-dban szerepelt. Jelenléte 2024-ben némileg
csokkent. Ezek a narrativdk mindkét évben a szélsGjobboldali fellileteken jelentek meg a
leggyakrabban, f6ként kommentekben, és csak alkalmanként cikkekben (egy szélsGjobboldali,
egy alhiroldalon és egy kormanyzati irdnyitasu médiaoldalon).

A holokausztot tagaddé vagy torzité narrativak vagy megkérdGjelezték a holokauszt
kilonboz6 elemeit (példaul az dldozatok szamat), eltorzitottak a torténtek sulyossagat, vagy
teljes mértékben tagadtak a holokausztot.

A zsidok hibaztatasa a holokausztért szintén jelen volt, azt dllitva, hogy a zsiddk alltak a
holokauszt mogott, példaul 6k iranyitottak Hitlert, 6k hoztak Iétre a holokausztot, hogy aztan
legyen okuk lzrael |étrehozdasara, részt vettek a holokauszt véghezvitelében, vagy hogy okkal
valtak aldozatokka.

A holokauszt pozitiv eseményként vald leirdsa is megjelent, f6ként azt sugallva, hogy a
holokausztnak Ujra meg kellene térténnie. Volt példa naci analdégiara is, f6ként zsido ndcikrol
beszéltek, gyakran gylloletbeszédként, melyben parhuzamot vontak a nacik masodik
vildghaborus tettei és Izrael — vagy alatlaban a zsiddk — jelenlegi tettei kozott. Egyes tartalmak
a holokauszt elkovetSinek felelGsségét igyekeztek elhomalyositani, f6ként Magyarorszag
vagy az akkori magyar politikusok szerepének relativizaldasaval, emlitve példaul Horthy Mikldst
vagy Szalasi Ferencet.

2024-ben a holokausztot tagadd és elferdité elbeszélések aranya kissé csokkent, mig a

holokausztot pozitiv eseményként leird elbeszélések ardanya némileg nétt. 2023-ban a
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holokausztot tagadd vagy torzitd narrativak elsGsorban a holokauszt emléknapjardl és a
nirnbergi perek egyik lUgyészének, Benjamin Ferencznek a halalarél sz6lé cikkek kapcsan
jelentek meg, amelyek a holokausztot pozitiv eseményként leird tartalmakat is kivaltottak.
2024-ben a magyarorszagi holokauszt 80. évforduléja és Adolf Hitler Mein Kampf cim{ konyve
megjelenésének 100. évforduldja kapcsan jelentek meg ilyen narrativak.

Abra 11. Holokauszttagadds és torzitds
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3.1.6 Hagyomanyos vallasi antiszemitizmus

A hagyomanyos-vallasi antiszemita narrativak voltak a legkevésbé gyakoriak, az 6sszes adat
2.6%-aban jelentek meg. Mind 2023-ban, mind 2024-ben ezek a narrativak széls6jobboldali
fellleteken jelentek meg, tobbnyire kommentekben, illetve egy cikkben. 2024-ben ezen
narrativak gyakorisaga csokkent, de valtozatos témak alatti kommentekben jelentek meg, de
leggyakrabban lzraellel Osszefliggésben. Ezek a narrativdak gyakran tartalmaztak a
kortlmetélésre vonatkozd kilonb6z6 becsmérlé kifejezéseket, amelyeket a zsiddsag vagy a
zsido népre vonatkozé kédszavakként hasznaltak.

Az ebbe a kategéridba tartozo tartalmak tobbnyire a zsidokat vallasi értelemben vett
"masként" dabrazoltak, negativan beszéltek a zsidé valldsrél (pl. gydloletes,
fanatikus/erészakos, undoritd, hazug, erkdlcstelen stb.), vagy negativan utaltak a zsiddkra,
mint a "kivalasztott népre". A koriilmetélést is gyakran emlitették negativan, és ez volt az
alapja szdmos, a zsidokra vonatkozd kdédszéonak. A zsidok satanként/ordogként vald
abrdazolasa is jelen volt, vagy azt allitva, hogy a zsidok satanistak/hisznek a satanban, vagy
hogy a satdn leszdrmazottai. A vérvaddal/gyermekgyilkossaggal kapcsolatos tartalom is
megjelent, a zsidokat gyermekgyilkosokként dabrazolva, azt allitva, hogy gyerekeket
gyilkolnak/mérgeznek, és orilnek, ha gyerekek halnak meg. Ez megjelent azzal kapcsolatban
is, hogy lzrael szandékosan gyilkol palesztin gyerekeket. Kisebb mértékben megjelentek
21
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istengyilkossaggal kapcsolatos tartalmak is, amelyek azt Allitottdak, hogy a zsidok
megolték/eldrultak Jézust.

2023-ban ezek a narrativak f6ként konkrét eseményekkel kapcsolatban jelentek meg, példaul
egy régi és hirhedt magyarorszagi gyermekgyilkossagi tigyrdl szol6 cikk kapcsan®, amely a
vérvadrol szoldé tartalmak nagy részét kivaltotta. 2024-ben a vérvadrol szoélé narrativak
szorosabban kapcsoléddtak a Hamasz-lzrael hdborihoz. Az istengyilkossagrél szé6lo
elbeszélések és a zsidok satani vagy vallasi értelemben vett "masként" valé abrazoldsa a
hdsvéti tinnepekrdl sz616 cikkek alatti kommentekben voltak a legelterjedtebbek.

Abra 12. Hagyomdnyos valldsi antiszemitizmus
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3.2 Antiszemita tartalmak a narrativakon tul

3.2.1 Antiszemita gyiiloletbeszéd

Az antiszemita gy(loletbeszéd a magyar adatdllomdany 14%-dban jelent meg, nagyjabdl
egyenld aranyban a két vizsgalt év kozott. Tulnyomo tobbségben szélsGjobboldali oldalak
kommentjeiben és két széls6jobboldali cikkben fordultak eld.

Az elemzett adatokban az antiszemita gy(l6letbeszéd két kiilonbdz8 tipusba volt sorolhatd:
1. Gylloletbeszéd, amely kifejezetten a zsidék ellen irdnyul: Ez leginkabb a
széls6jobboldali feliletek kommentjeiben fordult el§, illetve mas médiakategdridkban
is megjelent, bar sokkal ritkdbban. A gyloletbeszéd kiilonb6z6 formai mellett
antiszemita viccek és mondasok is megjelentek ebben a kategériaban.

9 Egy 1998-ban Kérmenden meggyilkolt gyermeket a magyar szélséjobboldali média vérvadként allitott be, azt
allitva, hogy a kislanyt egy sakter (ortodox zsidé mészaros) olte meg, és hogy a vérére sziikség volt egy zsido
Uzletember tulajdonaban lévé Gj tditdital-gyartd lizem beinditasahoz.
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2. Gylloletbeszéd, amely a "zsidd" szét negativ jelz6ként hasznalja: Ez szintén a
szélsGjobboldali fellleteken volt a leggyakoribb, de a mainstream és kormanyzati
irdnyitdsu médiaoldalakon valamivel gyakrabban fordult el6, mint az el6z6 kategoria.

A gy(iloletbeszéd szinte teljesen hianyzott a baloldali oldalakrol.

3.2.2 Antiszemita er6szakra valo felhivas

Egyes tartalmak kifejezetten a zsiddk elleni er6szakra szélitottak fel. Bar ez a kategéria volt a
legkevésbé gyakori, az 6sszes adat 1%-aban és csak szerepelt, nagyon erGs gylloletkeltd
kijelentéseket tartalmazott. Ezek a narrativak elsésorban a szélséjobboldali fellleteken
fordultak el6, de mas oldalakon is voltak erészakra felszélit6 kommentek, kivéve a baloldali
oldalakat.

Az egyik kdzponti narrativa a zsidok megdlésére valé kifejezett buzditas volt, illetve annak
kifejezése, hogy a zsiddkat ki kell irtani. Mas narrativak a zsidodknak okozott karok kilénb6z6
formait szorgalmaztdk. Par kapcsolddd narrativa Volodimir Zelenszkij ukran elnékot célozta,
és haldlara vagy meggyilkolasdra szdlitott fel. Ezen tulmenden a holokauszttal kapcsolatos
allitasok is gyakoriak voltak ebben a kategdridban, beleértve egy U holokauszt
megavldsitdsara sz6l6 vald felhivast vagy a holokauszttal kapcsolatos nyelvezet hasznalatak
(pl. utaldsok a zsidék Dunaba I6vésére, a "végsé megolddsra", elgazositdsra, vagy a zsidok
kazanokban valé elégetésére).

3.3 Antiszemitizmust kivalto témak

A tartalnak elemzése soran kiderilt, hogy szinte barmilyen téma kivalthat antiszemitizmust.
Az antiszemita beszéd a témak széles skdldjahoz flzott kommentekben jelent meg, a
hirességekkel kapcsolatos cikkektél a kormanyzati dontéseken at barmilyen semleges témaig.
Sok esetben a kommentekben megjelené antiszemita szoveg tartalma nem kapcsolddott az
adott cikk témadjahoz, bar voltak olyan esetek, amikor az antiszemita narrativdak elemei
szorosan kapcsolddtak a cikk témajahoz. Voltak olyan antiszemita narrativak, amelyek csak
bizonyos témak alatt jelentek meg, mint példaul a vérvad narrativa, amely csak egy kormendi
gyermekgyilkossagi Ugyr6l szolo cikkek alatt jelent meg, vagy a klasszikus antiszemita
narrativa a zsidok kutmérgezésérél, amely a széls6jobboldali Mi Hazank part fart kutakkal
kapcsolatos peticidjardl sz616 cikkek alatt volt megtalalhato.

3.4 Zsidokra hasznalt kodszavak

A vizsgalt tartalmakban tobb kddszd is megjelent a zsiddk leirdsara. Ezek a kovetkez6 f6
kategdriakba sorolhatdak:
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e Formai hasonlésagon alapulé kédszavak: Ezek a kédszavak a zsiddkra valé utalasra
szolgdlnak az els6 szotagjuk és a “zsidd” sz6 els6 szotagja kozotti hasonldsag alapjan.
Ezeknek a szavaknak altaldban nincs kozvetlen kapcsolatuk a zsidékhoz, de sok
esetben dllatokra vagy pénzre utalnak, példaul "zsiraf", "zsizsik", "zsé".

e Kodszavak, amelyeket az elGitéleten alapul6 szavak torzitasaval (pl. 6sszehtzasaval)
hoztak létre: Ezek a mesterségesen létrehozott, gyakran lealacsonyitd, er6sen negativ
felhanggal bird szavak féként a zsidé hatalomra és befolyasra utalnak, mint példaul a
"Judapest" (Budapestre utalva), "Jewsa" (az USA-ra utalva), "jewuro" (az eurdra
utalva), "jewtube" (a Youtube-ra utalva), "zsidesz" (a zsido és a Fidesz szavakbdl),
"zsindex" (a zsidd és az Index szavakbdl). Ugyanakkor mas negativ jelentés(i szavakat
is haszndlnak, mint példaul az “Israhell" (Izrael és a pokol kombinacidja).

e Sztereotipikus zsido megjelenéssel vagy foglalkozassal kapcsolatos kédszavak: Ezek
a kifejezések gyakran az ortodox zsidok megjelenésére (pl. "tetdlétras", "pajeszos”,
"kipas") vagy a zsidokrdl alkotott sztereotip képre (pl. "kilincsorrd") utalnak.

o Olyan kifejezések, mint "kufarok", és nevek, mint Rockefeller és Rothschild.

e A vallassal kapcsolatos kodszavak: Ezek a kifejezések vagy a vallasi irodalomra (pl.
"talmudista"”), a korilmetélés valldsi hagyomdnydra, a zsidokra mint a Satan
leszarmazottaira, vallasi  szerepl6kre (pl. Abrahdm), vagy a zsiddk
"megkereszteletlenségére" ("biboldé" és "bibsi" — a romani nyelvben
megkereszteletleneket jelent) utaltak.

o Egyéb kifejezések: Kédszavak, mint példaul "spindzak", "cionistak".
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4. Konkluzio

e A kutatds az online antiszemita narrativdakban bekovetkezett valtozasokat vizsgdlta a
Hamadsz 2023. oktdber 7-i, lzrael elleni terrortdmadasat és az azt kdveté haborut
kdvetben.

o Ezek az események a zsidokkal kapcsolatos online tartalmak jelent6s novekedéséhez
vezettek minden vizsgdlt orszagban, és ennek megfelel6en az antiszemita tartalmak
szama is emelkedett. Magyarorszagon 2024-re mintegy masfélszeresére nétt az
adatmennyiség. Az antiszemita narrativdk mennyisége is nétt, de aranyaiban a
legtobbjuk kisebb mértékben jelent meg 2024-ben mint 2023-ban, kivéve az Uj
antiszemitizmust, amely mennyiségileg hétszeresére n6tt 2024-ben, aranyaiban pedig
tobb mint négyszeresére.

e A vizsgalt tartalmakat a kordbban meghatarozott antiszemita narrativakba soroltuk,
amelyek szinte mindegyike megjelent a vizsgalt id6szakban. Ezenkivil a tartalomban
a zsiddkra vonatkozéan kiilonféle kddszavak keriltek azonositasra.

e Az antiszemita narrativdk f6ként a kommentekben jelentek meg, de néhdany cikkben
is, f6ként szélsGjobboldali oldalakon. Bar az antiszemita tartalom minden vizsgalt
médiakategéridban megjelent a kommentekben, mind mennyiségileg, mind
aranyaiban a széls6jobboldali oldalakon volt a leggyakoribb, ezt kovet6en pedig a
fliggetlen mainstream fellletek kommentszekcidjaban. Antiszemita tartalom néhany
cikkben jelent csak meg, f6ként széls6jobboldali fellileteken.

e Az antiszemita narrativak jelenléte a hozzaszolasokban dltaldaban nem kapcsolédott
konkrét témakhoz, hanem a témak széles skaldjahoz kapcsolddva jelentek meg. Sok
esetben azonban a cikk témaja befolyasolta a narrativdk elemeit, példaul azt, hogy
melyik politikust emlitették egy adott Osszeeskiivés részeként. Néhdny narrativa
erdésen kot6dott konkrét témakhoz, példaul kis mértékben a hagyomdanyos-vallasi
antiszemitizmushoz (antijudaizmus).
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5. Mddszertan

A kutatds célja az antiszemita narrativak vizsgalata volt az online szoveges tartalmakban -
példaul kommentekben, cikkekben és Facebook-bejegyzésekben - 2023. oktdber 7. el6tt és
utan. Az el6zetesen meghatdrozott médiumok weboldalainak és Facebook-oldalainak
tartalmat elemeztik. A tartalmakat el6re meghatarozott kulcsszavak alapjan, egy social
listening zoftverrel gy(ijtottiik 6ssze, ugyanarra az idészakra vonatkozdéan 2023-ban és 2024-
ben is. A kutatast négy orszagban (Magyarorszagon, Olaszorszagban, Lengyelorszagban és
Romaniaban) végezték a Political Capital altal koordinalt nemzeti kutatécsoportok, azonos
modszertan alapjan.

Az antiszemitizmus meghatarozasa

A kutatas alapjdul a Nemzetkozi Holokauszt Emlékezési Szovetség (IHRA) antiszemitizmusra
vonatkozdé munkadefinicidja szolgdlt: “Az antiszemitizmus a zsiddk olyan megitélése, amely a
veliik szembeni gydilélet kifejezéseként nyilvanulhat meg. Az antiszemitizmus verbdlis és fizikai
megnyilvanuldsai zsidoé vagy nem zsido személyekre és/vagy e személyek vagyondra, a zsidé
kézdsségi intézményekre és valldsi |étesitményekre irdnyulnak.” A definicid részletes
magyarazata, illusztrativ példakkal egyitt, az IHRA honlapjan érheté el®.

77 e

5.1 Adatgyiijtés

Kutatdsunkban online szoveges tartalmakat elemeztiink: weboldalak és Facebook-oldalak
cikkeit, bejegyzéseit és kommentjeit. Az adatokat a SentiOne nevd{ social listening szoftver
segitségével gy(jtottiik. A SentiOne adott idSintervallumban, adott fellletekrél, adott
kulcsszavak alapjan gydjti 6ssze az adatokat.

5.1.1 Kulcsszavak

Négy kulcsszét hatdroztunk meg, amelyek segitségével minden orszagban azonositottuk a
potencidlisan relevans tartalmakat: 1) zsido, 2) lzrael, 3) holokauszt, 4) cionizmus/cionista.
Ezen kivil minden egyes orszagra vonatkozd specifikus kulcsszavakat is bevontunk.
Magyarorszagon ezek a kovetkez6k voltak: holokamu, biboldd, bibsi. Azokon a nyelveken,
ahol keresett szavaknak kiilénb6z8 végzédésiik lehet, a kulcsszavak szotdvét haszndltuk utdna
egy csillag jellel (*). Ez a lehet6vé tette a SentiOne szdmara, hogy a kulcsszavak minden
valtozatara és végzGdésére vonatkozdan azonositsa a talalatokat.

10 |HRA working definition of antisemitism: https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-
antisemitism
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5.1.2 Forrasok

A nemzeti kutatécsoportok kdzrem(ikodésével a Political Capital hat online médiakategoriat
hatdrozott meg a kutatdshoz: 1) flggetlen (mainstream) média, 2) bulvar feliletek, 3)
kormanyzati iranyitasu média, 4) szélsGjobboldali oldalak, 5) alhir/6sszeeskiivés oldalak, 6)
baloldali feliletek. Minden egyes kategéridban minden orszdgban gydjtottiink oldalakat a
médiumok honlapjarél és Facebook-oldalardl is. Minden orszagban kategéridanként
kivalasztottuk azt a harom médiumot, amelyre ugyanabban az id6szakban a meghatarozott
kulcsszavakra a legtdbb taldlat érkezett. Magyarorszagon a kdvetkez6 médiumok honlapjait
és Facebook-oldalait vizsgaltuk:

o Fiiggetlen (mainstream) média: 444, Telex, HVG. Ezek az hirportélok fliggetlenek,
és tartalmuk elsGsorban a kozéletre 6sszpontosit: politika, gazdasag, nemzetkozi
hirek. A vizsgdlt médiumok tulajdonosai nem koétédnek semmilyen politikai
érdekcsoporthoz.

o Szélséjobboldali oldalak: Magyar Jelen, Vadhajtasok, kuruc.info. A Magyar Jelen a
széls6jobboldali Mi Hazank part nem hivatalos médiuma. A Vadhajtdsok egy
széls6jobboldali hiroldal, amely kormanyparti narrativakat terjeszt. A Kuruc.info az
egyik legszélsGségesebb magyarorszagi hirportdl, amely a Mi Hazank egyik
képvisel6jéhez kotheté Az elmult évtizedben tobb kisérlet is tortént arra, hogy a
teljes oldalt vagy egyes tartalmait eltavolitsak, f6ként holokauszttagadé tartalma
miatt, de ezek a kisérletek sikertelenek voltak.

o Bulvar feliletek: Blikk, Bors, Meglepetés. Ezek a médiumok elsGsorban a
hirességekkel kapcsolatos hirekre koncentralnak. A Bors a K6zép-Eurdpai Sajto és
Média Alapitvanyhoz tartozdé kormanykézeli Mediaworks médiakonglomeratum
része, mig a masik két oldalt, a Blikket és a Kiskegyedet nemzetkozi kiaddk
jelentetik meg.

o Alhir oldalak: Vilag Titkai, Kimondott Igazsdgok, Mai Vilag. Ezek a médiumok
elsGsorban alhireket, dezinformacidkat  és Osszeeskiivés-elméleteket
népszer(isitenek kilénb6z6 témakban.

o Kormanyzati iranyitasi média: Mandiner, Demokrata, Magyar Nemzet. Ezeket a
médiumokat kormanyparti médiakonglomeratumok uraljak. Ezek a weboldalak a
Fidesz-kormany politikai programjanak népszerdsitésére 6sszpontositanak.

o Baloldali feliiletek: Mérce, (Partizan). A Mérce egy fliggetlen baloldali hirportal,
amely napi hireket, vezércikkeket, elemzéseket és él6 kozvetitéseket kozol. A
teljes egészében olvasodi altal finanszirozott oldal a munkassaggal, a tarsadalmi
mozgalmakkal, a kisebbségi jogokkal és a politikai gazdasaggal foglalkozik helyi és
globalis szinten. A Partizdn egy flggetlen online YouTube-csatorna, amely a
kozélethez kapcsolddd kilonbozé témakkal foglalkozik. Azért tettik zardjelbe,
mert tartalma féként videdkbdl 3all, és mivel csak szoveges tartalmakat
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elemeztink, a kutatdsban hasznalt kulcsszavakra vonatkozéan szinte semmilyen
adat nem kerdlt letoltésre a csatornairdl.

5.1.3 Avizsgalt id6szak

A szoveges tartalmak el6re meghatarozott kategéridkba torténé kédoldsaval kapcsolatos
kordbbi tapasztalataink és a projektben a tevékenységre rendelkezésére allé er6forrdsok
alapjan orszagonként 7000 tartalom elemzését tliztik ki célnak. Mivel az antiszemita
narrativdkban 2023. oktdber 7. utan bekovetkezé valtozdsokat kivantuk vizsgalni, ugyanazt az
id&szakot valasztottuk 2023-ban és 2024-ben is. Ezt Ugy hataroztuk meg, hogy megkerestiik
azt az orszdgot a négy kozil, ahol a kulcsszavainkra egy adott id6szakban a legkevesebb taldlat
érkezett, és kiszamitottuk, hogy egy kivalasztott datumtdl (ebben az esetben aprilis 1-t6l)
szamitva hany napra van sziikség ahhoz, hogy az adott orszdgban a letoltott adatok szdma
meghaladja a 7000 tartalmat. Ennek eredményeképpen az adatgydjtést minden orszagban
ugyanarra az id6keretre szabvanyositottuk: Aprilis 1. és &prilis 15., 13:00 éra.

5.1.4 Az elemzett adat mennyisége

Minden adathalmazt gy sz(irtiink, hogy tobb mint 7000 tartalmat tartalmazzon, megtartva a
kulcsszavak, a forrasok (weboldalak és Facebook-oldalak) és az évekre érkezett talalatok
eredeti ardnyat az adathalmazon belil. Ez a megkozelités azt eredményezte, hogy a teljes
letoltott adathalmazbdl az egyes orszagokban a kdvetkez6 aranyokat elemeztilk: Romania -
100%, Magyarorszag - 73%, Olaszorszag - 44% és Lengyelorszag - 35%.

A 2024-ben gylijtott adatok mennyisége minden orszagban magasabb volt, mint 2023-ban. A
legkisebb névekedés Magyarorszagon tortént, ahol 2024-ben mintegy masfélszeresére nétt
az adatmennyiség. Romanidban majdnem haromszorosara, Lengyelorszagban majdnem
OtszOrosére, Olaszorszagban pedig majdnem hétszeresére néttek az adatok. Az adatok nagy
részét minden orszagban kommentekbdl tették ki.

e Magyarorszag: Az adatok tobbsége szélsGjobboldali fellletekrél szarmazott, ezt
kovették a mainstream média, kormanyzati irdnyitdsi médiumok, bulvar feliiletek, és
minimalis mennyiségl adat érkezett alhiroldalakrdl és baloldali feltletekrdl.

e Olaszorszag: A legtdébb adat a mainstream médiabdl szarmazott, ezt kdvett a bulvar
fellletek, az kormanyzati irdnyitasu, baloldali és alhir oldalak, és nagyon kevés adat
szdrmazott a széls6jobboldali felliletekrdl.

e Lengyelorszag: A legtobb adat a bulvarsajtébdl szarmazott, ezt kovették az
kormanyzati iranyitasd lapok, a mainstream média, a szélsGjobboldali feliiletek, az
alhiroldalak, és nagyon kevés baloldali fellletekrél.

e Romania: A legtobb adat a mainstream médiabdl szarmazott, ezt kovették az alhir
oldalak, bulvarlapok, széls6jobboldali felliletek, a kormanyzati irdnyitdsi média és
kevés adat baloldali forrasokbal.
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BOND™

Vizsgalt tartalom a médiakategoriakban
Mainstream | Szélséjobb Atnir K.o r’ma’nyza’m Bulvar Baloldali Adat/év | Osszes adat
iranyitasu
. 2023 671 1300 38 626 130 22 2787
Magyarorszag
2024 1410 1949 49 646 86 81 4221 7008
. 2023 704 1 9 19 142 15 890
Olaszorszag
2024 4987 38 151 284 518 185 6163 7053
. 12023 310 137 51 63 674 1 1236
| engyelorszag
2024 601 224 253 1041 3697 2 5818 7054
L. 2023 809 191 469 85 293 0 1847
Romania
2024 3332 361 959 127 385 1 5165 7012

5.2 Az adatok kodolasa

5.2.1 Fogalmi/elméleti keret

A Political Capital a nyilvdnosan elérhet6 forrasok, példaul tanulmdanyok, kutatasi jelentések,
tudomanyos cikkek stb. felhasznalasaval kidolgozta a kutatds fogalmi/elméleti keretét.
Amellett, hogy a kutatds az IHRA antiszemitizmusra vonatkozé munkadefiniciéjan alapult, a
dokumentum alaposan bemutatta a kutatasban kozponti szerepet jatszdé antiszemita
narrativak és alnarrativak f6 kategdriait. Minden projektpartner lehet&séget kapott arra, hogy
megvitassa, kommentalja és kiegészitse a fogalmi/elmélet keret tartalmat. A fogalmi/elméleti
keretet a BOND projekt tandcsadé testiiletének tagjaival és kiils6 szakértékkel is megvitatdsra
kerult.

5.2.2 A moédszertan véglegesitése és médszertani utmutato készitése

A kutatasi mddszertan véglegesitése tobb alkalmon keresztiil zajlott - beleértve a BOND
tandcsado testilet szakértS tagjaval folytatott konzultacidkat, valamint tobb kisérletet az
online szovegek kilonb6z6 moddokon torténd elemzésére és kddoldsara. Ezekbdl az
er6feszitésekbdl alakultak ki az adatok kédolasanak végleges kategdriai és maddja. A tartalom
jellegére vonatkozdan négy besoroldst hataroztunk meg:
1. Antiszemita - Legaldbb egy antiszemita narrativat tartalmazé tartalom.
2. Potencidlisan antiszemita - Olyan tartalom, amely olyan narrativat tartalmazott,
amely antiszemitaként és nem antiszemitaként is értelmezhetd, vagy csak a kontextus
(a cikk/poszt, amelyre reagalt) fényében tlint antiszemitanak.
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3. Nem érthetd - Erthetetlen tartalom (ez a kategdria szinte csak kommentekben jelent
meg).
4. Nem antiszemita - Olyan tartalom, amely nem tartalmazott antiszemita narrativakat.

« sz

mindegyike alkategdridkat tartalmaz (e kategdridk részleteit és meghatarozasait kés6bb
ismertetjik):

e Klasszikus antiszemita sztereotipiak

e Hagyomanyos, vallasi alapu antiszemitizmus (antijudaizmus)

o Osszeeskiivésen alapulé antiszemitizmus,

e Holokauszttagadds és torzitas,

e Uj antiszemitizmus (Izrael kritikajan alapulé antiszemitizmus).

Két tovabbi kategoéria kerilt még meghatarozasra: "gyliloletbeszéd" és "erdszakra vald
felhivas".

A kédolds folyamata részletesen leirdsra kerlilt egy mddszertani Utmutatéban.

A koédolasi folyamat részeként a kddoldknak dokumentalniuk kellett a tartalomban
azonositott antiszemita kifejezéseket. A megjegyzések esetében a kontextust is fel kellett
jegyeznilik - konkrétan annak a cikknek vagy posztnak a témajat, amely ald a megjegyzést
irtak.

5.2.3 Akédolék képzése

A fogalmi/elméleti keretrendszer és a mddszertani Utmutatdé nemzeti kutatécsoportokkal
vald megosztasa utan a Political Capital taldlkozot szervezett, hogy ismertesse ezeket a
dokumentumokat és a kddolasi folyamatot, és teret adjon a kérdéseknek. A kutatasi folyamat
soran a kutatdcsoportok rendszeresen taldlkoztak, hogy megvitassak a kutatasi folyamat
soran felmeriilé problémakat és kérdéseket.

Az fogalmi/elméleti keret koz6s megértésének biztositasa és a kutatds megbizhatdsaganak
novelése érdekében - az er6forrdsok és a csoport kapacitasanak korlatain belil - a kutatasi
folyamat magaban foglalt egy tanuldsi szakaszt. Ebben a fazisban 350 tartalmat sz(rtiink ki az
adathalmazokbdl, megtartva a talalatok eredeti aranyait kulcsszd, médiakategoéria és év
szerint. Az "lzrael" kulcsszdra vonatkozo taldlatok enyhén feliil voltak reprezentdlva, azon a
feltételezésen alapulva, hogy az (j antiszemitizmus azonositdsa jelenti majd a legnagyobb
kihivast. Az egyes orszagokban a nemzeti kutatdcsoportok két tagja egymastdl fliggetlendil
kddolta ezeket az adatokat. Ezutdn Osszehasonlitottak eredményeiket, és az eltéréseket
megyvitattak kozben keresve a megolddst. Azokban az esetekben, ahol nem sikerilt
megallapodasra jutniuk, lehet6séglik volt konzultalni a Political Capital munkatarsaival.
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5.2.4 A kédolasi folyamat

Az adatok kddolasa minden orszagban ugyanolyan médon zajlott. A nemzeti kutatécsoportok
egy Excel-fajlban kaptak meg a tartalakat minden relevans informacidval egyitt (pl.
komment/cikk/poszt, kozzététel datuma, forras, kontextus stb.). A kddolasi folyamat soran a
kédolék elolvastak magdt a tartalmat, és amennyiben az comment volt, a kontextust is
megvizsgaltak.

Ha a tartalomban antiszemita narrativakat azonositottak, a kédoldk antiszemitanak vagy
potencidlisan antiszemitanak minGsitették, definidltdak az antiszemita narrativat, és
tartalom tobb (legfeljebb négy) narrativa kategoridaba is besorolhatd volt, mivel lehetséges
volt, hogy egynél tobb antiszemita narrativa jelenjen meg egyazon szévegben. Ha a tartalom
nem tartalmazott antiszemita narrativat, vagy ha a jelentése nem volt érthet6, nem soroltak
be egyik kategdriaba sem.
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A BOND projekt bemutatasa

A BOND (Building tOlerance, uNderstanding, and Dialogue across communities!) projekt
2023 janudrjatél 2024 decemberéig valdsult meg Magyarorszdgon, Olaszorszagban,
Lengyelorszagban és Romanidban. Elsédleges célja a tarsadalomban mélyen gyokerezé
elGitéletek, gydloletkelt6 attitlidok és viselkedésformak kezelése volt, kiiléndsen az eurdpai
zsiddsaggal szemben. A projekt célja tovabba a megértés, a tolerancia és a parbeszéd
el6mozditasa volt. A projekt tevékenységei jelentés hangsulyt fektettek a fiatalok zsiddsagrol
és antiszemitizmusrél sz6l6 oktatasara, valamint a kultarak és vallasok kézotti parbeszéd
elémozditasara. A projekt tevékenységei kozé tartozott az antiszemitizmus kutatadsa, az
antiszemita narrativak elemzése, oktatasi tantervek kidolgozdsa, tanarok képzése, ifjusagi
oktatdsi és csereprogramok szervezése, a vallasok és kozosségek kozotti parbeszéd
elGsegitése, valamint a toleranciardl és tarsadalmi befogaddsrdl szélé helyi kerekasztal-
beszélgetések szervezése. A projekt a Nemzetkozi Holokauszt Emlékezési Szovetség (IHRA)

altal meghatdrozott antiszemitizmus definiciét hasznélta.*?

11 A BOND projekt weboldala: https://www.bond-project.eu/
12 Az antiszemitizmus IHRA altal meghatarozott definicidja:
https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-antisemitism
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Relazione sulle narrazioni antisemite online - Italia

RISULTATI PRINCIPALI

e L'obiettivo della ricerca era analizzare le narrazioni antisemite online diffuse negli
ultimi due anni, 2023 e 2024, con un'attenzione particolare all'attacco di Hamas del 7
ottobre e su quanto questo abbia influito sulle narrazioni antisemite.

e |l nostro dataset conteneva 7053 contenuti, estratti da SentiOne sulla base di parole
chiave fornitegli.

e La maggior parte dei contenuti analizzati era composta da commenti degli utenti
(84,2%) su Facebook, seguiti da articoli online (13,4%) e post sui social (2,4%).

e La quantit di dati analizzati @ aumentata quasi sette volte dal 2023 al 2024,
mostrando l'impatto dell'attacco del 7 ottobre e della guerra a cui I'attacco ha dato
inizio.

e Circa il 37% del contenuto analizzato conteneva narrazioni antisemite o
potenzialmente antisemite, ovvero narrazioni che possono essere interpretate sia
come antisemite che non antisemite.

e La maggior parte dei contenuti antisemiti e potenzialmente antisemiti appariva nella
sezione commenti delle versioni online dei media mainstream sia nel 2023 che nel
2024.

e La categoria narrativa pi comune nei dati italiani @ stata il Nuovo antisemitismo,
seguita dal Cospirazionismo, dagli Stereotipi classici, dalla Negazione e distorsione
dell'Olocausto e, infine, dall'Antisemitismo tradizionale basato sulla religione.

e Nel 2024, non solo il numero totale di commenti nel dataset aumentato
significativamente, ma B aumentata anche la proporzione di narrazioni antisemite
rispetto al totale dei dati analizzati.

e Dal 2023 al 2024, la distribuzione percentuale delle categorie di narrazione
cambiata. Rispetto al 2023, la percentuale di narrazioni di antisemitismo legato alla
religione tradizionale rimasta quasi invariata, mentre le percentuali di antisemitismo
legato agli stereotipi classici (circa -1,87%) e all'antisemitismo conspiratorio (circa
+0,9%) sono cambiate leggermente.

e Cambiamenti significativi si sono invece registrati per le categorie del Nuovo
antisemitismo (-14,7% rispetto al 2023) e della Negazione e distorsione
dell'Olocausto (pil che raddoppiato rispetto al <1% del 2023).

e | discorsi d'odio e I'incitamento alla violenza sono molto presenti nel dataset del 2024
in Italia (discorso d'odio: 11,3% del totale, incitamento alla violenza: 6,2%), rispetto a
percentuali trascurabili nel 2023.

e | risultati dell'analisi mostrano che le notizie relative a Israele, in particolare i conflitti
in Medio Oriente, sono il principale fattore scatenante dell'antisemitismo online in
Italia.

¢ Le narrazioni antisemite di natura conspiratoria erano particolarmente presenti nei
commenti degli utenti riguardo a dichiarazioni di autorit® di vertice nell'alleanza
occidentale (capi dei governi europei, segretario generale dell'ONU, presidente degli
Stati Uniti...).
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Introduzione

La ricerca si € proposta di analizzare i cambiamenti nelle narrazioni antisemite online dopo
I'attacco terroristico di Hamas contro Israele del 7 ottobre 2023 e la guerra che ne & seguita.
Questi eventi hanno portato ad un aumento dell'antisemitismo in tutta Europa, rendendo
necessario esaminare come si sono evolute le narrazioni antisemite online. Lo sviluppo della
metodologia diricerca e delle categorie narrative e stato finalizzato tra la fine del 2023 el'inizio
del 2024, mentre la ricerca effettiva € iniziata nella primavera del 2024.

Riconoscere e definire I'antisemitismo in relazione a Israele, per esempio distinguere tra
critiche legittime e illegittime a Israele, € diventato particolarmente difficile dal 7 ottobre. La
nostra ricerca si & basata® sulla definizione operativa dell'antisemitismo data dall'International
Holocaust Remembrance Alliance (IHRA), accettata da 43 paesi e diverse organizzazioni
internazionali tra cui I'UE e la maggior parte dei suoi Stati memobri.

La ricerca € stata condotta simultaneamente in quattro paesi -Ungheria, Italia, Polonia e
Romania- utilizzando la stessa metodologia. Si & concentrata su contenuti di testo, tra cui
articoli, commenti e post di Facebook. | contenuti sono stati raccolti, utilizzando software di
social listening, dai siti web e dalle pagine Facebook dei media nazionali piu rilevanti e sono
stati divisi in cinque categorie: media indipendenti (mainstream), media faziosi/iper-partigiani,
giornali mainstream, siti di sinistra, pagine di estrema destra, e siti di notizie
false/cospirazionisti. Il processo di estrazione dei dati & stato guidato da parole chiave
individuate per rilevare contenuti antisemiti. Quattro parole chiave fondamentali -Ebreo,
Israele, Olocausto e Sionismo/sionista- sono state usate in tutti i paesi, tradotte nelle rispettive
lingue locali. Sono state inoltre incluse parole chiave specifiche per ogni Paese. Nelle lingue in
cui queste parole possono terminare con piu di una desinenza, le loro forme base sono seguite
da un asterisco (*), che consente la raccolta dei risultati per tutte le varianti e le terminazioni.

La ricerca si € concentrata sul periodo 1-15 aprile, sia nel 2023 che nel 2024, con circa 7.000
contenuti analizzati in ogni paese. Tutti i contenuti sono stati esaminati dai gruppi di ricerca
nazionali e classificati come antisemita, potenzialmente antisemita (contenuto che puo essere
interpretato sia come antisemita sia come non antisemita), non comprensibile o non
antisemita.

Sulla base di risorse disponibili al pubblico, come studi, relazioni di ricerca e articoli scientifici,
sono state definite cinque categorie principali di narrazioni antisemite: stereotipi antisemiti
classici, antisemitismo cospirazionista, antisemitismo basato sulla religione tradizionale,
negazione e distorsione dell'Olocausto e nuovo antisemitismo (quello basato sulla critica di
Israele). Oltre a questi, sono state stabilite due categorie supplementari: discorso d’odio e
incitamento alla violenza contro gli ebrei. Ogni contenuto & stato analizzato a fondo e
assegnato ad una o piu di queste categorie.
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1. Lentita dei contenuti antisemiti nel dataset nazionale

1.1 Lentita dei contenuti antisemiti nel dataset nazionale

Contenuti antisemiti e potenzialmente antisemiti erano presenti nel 36% dei dati raccolti in
Italia. Su un totale di 7053 contenuti, 1994 sono stati etichettati come antisemiti, 581 come
potenzialmente antisemiti, 3785 come non antisemiti e 693 come non comprensibili.

Fig. 1: Percentuale di contenuti antisemiti nel set di dati completo.

28%

m Antisemita = Potenzialmente antisemita = Non antisemita = Non comprensibile

1.2 Distribuzione dei contenuti esaminati

La stragrande maggioranza dei contenuti scaricati erano commenti e la maggior parte dei
contenuti antisemiti compariva al loro interno. Circa il 68,4% dei contenuti scaricati erano
commenti (5939), il 13,5% erano articoli (954) e solo il 2,4% erano post su Facebook (169). Le
narrazioni antisemite sono apparse prevalentemente nei commenti, di cui oltre il 32,7% (1947)
erano antisemite, il 9% (546) erano potenzialmente antisemite, il 46,6% (2768) non erano
antisemite mentre circa l'11,4% (678) non erano comprensibili. Per quanto riguarda gli articoli,
il 90,6% (865) non era antisemita, il 4% (38) era antisemita, il 3% (29) era potenzialmente
antisemita e 1'1,4% (13) non era comprensibile. Quasi tutti i post sono risultati non antisemiti,
e solo il 5,3% (9) e stato classificato come antisemita, il 3,5% (6) come potenzialmente
antisemita e I'1,2% (2) come non comprensibile.

Fig. 2: Distribuzione dei diversi tipi di contenuti esaminati nel set di dati completo.
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1.3 Lantisemitismo nei diversi tipi di media

Con un maggior numero di dati nel 2024, sono aumentati tanto il numero quanto la
percentuale di contenuti antisemiti nella maggior parte delle categorie di media, ad eccezione
dei siti di sinistra e di fake news/cospiratori, dove la percentuale di contenuti antisemiti &
diminuita nel 2024.

| contenuti antisemiti (ivi compresi sia quelli antisemiti che quelli potenzialmente antisemiti)
sono stati maggiormente diffusi nei siti di media indipendenti, sia in proporzione (37,4%) che
in termini di quantita (2.126 pezzi), in particolare nei commenti. Seguono i siti di sinistra
(35,5%), i siti di fake news/cospiratori (35%), i tabloid mainstream e i siti faziosi/iper-partigiani.
Tuttavia, se si considera la quantita di contenuti antisemiti, sono emerse differenze
significative: i tabloid mainstream (221 pezzi) contenevano la quantita maggiore, seguiti dai
siti faziosi/iper-partigiani (94 pezzi), mentre i siti di sinistra (71 pezzi) e i siti di fake
news/cospiratori (56 pezzi) ne avevano meno. Nelle pagine di estrema destra, i contenuti
antisemiti erano inferiori sia in proporzione (17,9%) sia in termini quantitativi (7 pezzi).

Fig. 3: Presenza di contenuti antisemiti nelle diverse categorie di media.
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2. Panoramica e portata dei diversi tipi di contenuti antisemiti

2.1 Contenuti con narrazioni antisemite

Il quadro concettuale della ricerca ha identificato le seguenti cinque principali narrazioni

antisemite. All'interno di ciascuna di queste narrazioni principali sono state altresi individuate

delle sotto-narrazioni.
o Stereotipi classici: Narrazioni storicamente radicate nel pregiudizio antisemita.
Comprendono l'odio verso gli ebrei in quanto esseri umani, non semplicemente in
guanto appartenenti alla religione ebraica. L'odio si basa su una logica
contraddittoria che vede gli ebrei contemporaneamente troppo potenti e troppo
deboli o peggio subumani. Gli stereotipi classici includono, ad esempio, l'idea che
gli ebrei siano malvagi, avidi, sleali o bugiardi.t
e Antisemitismo tradizionale basato sulla religione (antigiudaismo): La
giudeofobia tradizionale basata sulla religione, o antisemitismo tradizionale, si
riferisce a sentimenti antiebraici radicati in credenze associate alla religione e alle
tradizioni cristiane o ebraiche. Le narrazioni antisemite tradizionali basate sulla
religione includono, tra le altre, l'accusa del sangue/l'omicidio di bambini, il
deicidio o il fatto che gli ebrei siano satanici.?
e Antisemitismo cospirativo: Le teorie del complotto hanno alimentato credenze
antisemite suggerendo che gli ebrei esercitino un'influenza eccessiva per guadagno
personale e cospirino per controllare settori come i media, la politica e I'economia.
Molte di queste teorie sono radicate nel mito antisemita della “mano nascosta” e
attribuiscono agli ebrei, o a soggetti che vengono percepiti come tali, la
responsabilita delle peggiori tragedie del mondo, come le guerre o addirittura il
COVID-19. Le narrazioni cospirazioniste antisemite includono, tra le altre cose, il
potere/controllo degli ebrei, il giudeocomunismo, la teoria della Grande
Sostituzione? o la teoria del Nuovo Ordine Mondiale*.”

T Matthias J. Becker et al., "Antisemitic Comments on Facebook Pages of Leading British, French, and
German Media Outlets”, Humanities & Social Sciences Communications 9, 2022
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC9520959/#Fn3 ; Matthias J. Becker et al., "Decoding
Antisemitism " Palgrave Macmillan, 2024, p. 11, 13; ADL Antisemitic Myths. https://antisemitism.adl.org/
2|ldiké Barna et al., "Survey of Antisemitic Prejudices in the Visegrad Countries - Research Report”, Tom
Lantos Institute, 2022, p. 13. https://tomlantosinstitute.hu/files/en-205-sapvc-20220420-done-rc-online-
new.pdf

31l Grande Scambio di Popolazione & una teoria della cospirazione che ha le sue radici nella convinzione
che la razza bianca sia in pericolo di estinzione per mano degli ebrei e di altre minoranze. Questa teoria,
nota anche come teoria della sostituzione dei bianchi o teoria del genocidio bianco, sostiene che esiste
uno sforzo deliberato guidato dagli ebrei per promuovere l'immigrazione di massa dei non bianchi, i
matrimoni interrazziali e altri sforzi che porteranno all'“estinzione” dei bianchi.
https://www.ajc.org/translatehate/great-replacement

4 La teoria del Nuovo Ordine Mondiale & una teoria della cospirazione che sostiene che un piccolo gruppo
di individui potenti lavora in segreto per stabilire un controllo onnipotente. La teoria della cospirazione
dietro il Nuovo Ordine Mondiale, che coinvolge i leader ebrei, si basa sull'idea che gli ebrei abbiano
formato una struttura di potere in cui controllano ogni aspetto dell'umanita: l'economia, i media e il
panorama politico. https://www.ajc.org/translatehate/New-World-Order

5 1ldiké Barna et al., "Survey of Antisemitic Prejudices in the Visegrad Countries - Research Report”, Tom
Lantos Institute, 2022, pp. 13-14. https://tomlantosinstitute.hu/files/en-205-sapvc-20220420-done-rc-
online-new.pdf
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¢ Negazione e distorsione dell’Olocausto: La negazione o distorsione
dell'Olocausto mira a negare o travisare i fatti storici del genocidio degli ebrei
perpetrato dai nazisti. La negazione dell'Olocausto puo avere ad oggetto tanto le
dimensioni quanto i metodi utilizzati dai nazisti e dai loro alleati durante
I'Olocausto. La negazione e la distorsione dell'Olocausto promuovono la falsa idea
che gli ebrei abbiano inventato o gonfiato I'Olocausto ad arte per trarne un qualche
vantaggio. Le narrazioni di negazione e distorsione dell'Olocausto includono, ad
esempio, la colpevolizzazione degli ebrei per I'Olocausto o la rappresentazione
dell'Olocausto come un evento positivo.®
¢ Nuovo antisemitismo: Il nuovo antisemitismo si riferisce all'espressione di
sentimenti antiebraici diretti contro Israele. Una delle funzioni principali del nuovo
antisemitismo & permettere |'espressione di opinioni antisemite in una forma che
sia politicamente accettabile. Definiamo il nuovo antisemitismo utilizzando le 3D
dell'antisenmitismo di Natan Sharansky: demonizzazione, doppi standard e
delegittimazione. Il nuovo antisemitismo comprende, ad esempio, le analogie con
i nazisti, I'apartheid e il colonialismo, |'affermazione che Israele &€ uno Stato
terrorista o che Israele esercita un'influenza sui media.’
La categoria narrativa piu diffusa nella raccolta dei dati italiani & quella del nuovo
antisemitismo, che compare nel 26,4% (1861 righe) dei contenuti esaminati. Seguono i
contenuti antisemiti di stampo cospiratorio, presenti nel 7,4% (521 righe) dei dati. Gli
stereotipi classici sono al terzo posto con il 2% (138 righe), mentre la negazione e la distorsione
dell'Olocausto sono presenti nell'0,8% (58 righe) e i contenuti tradizionali basati sulla religione
appaiono nell'0,5% (38 righe) dei contenuti esaminati.

Fig. 4: Percentuale di categorie narrative antisemite nel set di dati completo.

Antisemitismo cospirativo - 7,4%

Stereotipi antisemiti classici . 2,0%
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8 IHRA Working Definition of Holocaust Denial and Distortion (2013).
https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-holocaust-denial-distortion
7 ADL Antisemitic Myths: Anti-zionism https://antisemitism.adl.org/anti-zionism/
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La quantita di dati & aumentata di quasi sette volte, cosi come il contenuto di tutte le categorie
narrative, in termini sia quantitativi che proporzionali. L'aumento maggiore e stato quello del
nuovo antisemitismo, che, in proporzione, & passato dal 20% dei dati del 2023 al 27,3% del
2024. E aumentata anche la presenza dell'antisemitismo cospiratorio e della negazione e
distorsione dell'Olocausto, mentre gli stereotipi classici e I'antisemitismo tradizionale basato
sulla religione sono rimasti pil 0 meno invariati.

Fig. 5: Percentuale di narrazioni antisemite nel dataset per il 2023 e il 2024 (separatamente)
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2.2 Contenuti antisemiti oltre le narrazioni

Oltre alle narrazioni, la ricerca ha esaminato altri due tipi di contenuti antisemiti: i discorsi
d’odio e gli appelli alla violenza.
e Discorso d’odio: Contenuti di odio rivolti contro gli ebrei e/o basati su
narrazioni antisemite.
¢ Incitamento alla violenza: Contenuti che incitano alla violenza di qualsiasi tipo
contro gli ebrei.

Fig. 6: Percentuale di categorie antisemite oltre le narrazioni nel set di dati completo.
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| discorsi d'odio sono relativamente comuni nel dataset italiano, comparendo nel 4,6% (324
righe) dei contenuti. Anche i contenuti che incitano alla violenza contro gli ebrei erano
relativamente comuni, comparendo in circa il 2,5% (175 righe) dei dati.

Entrambe le categorie sono aumentate significativamente nel 2024: i discorsi d'odio erano
presenti nello 0,6% dei dati del 2023 e nel 5,2% del 2024, mentre I'incitamento alla violenza
era presente nello 0,1% dei dati del 2023 e nel 2,8% del 2024.

Fig. 7: Percentuale di categorie antisemite oltre le narrazioni nel set di dati per il 2023 e il 2024 (separatamente).
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3. Tipi di contenuti antisemiti nei dati esaminati

3.1. Contenuto delle narrazioni antisemite

3.1.1 Nuovo antisemitismo

La categoria del Nuovo antisemitismo & quella in cui ricadono, per distacco, il maggior numero
di commenti nel dataset del nostro Paese.

ISRAELE E’ UNO STATO TERRORISTA
Questa sottocategoria presenta almeno cinque versioni differenti, tra cui:
1. Israele sta commettendo un genocidio a Gaza.
2. lIsraele & come Hamas (se non peggio).
3. Hamas é una creazione di Israele in funzione anti-OLP.
4. Israele € un regime infanticida.

5. lIsraele colpisce deliberatamente strutture sanitarie, scuole, ospedali e civili in
generale.

ANALOGIA CON IL NAZISMO
Questa sottocategoria presenta quattro versioni principali:

1. Israele sta compiendo un nuovo Olocausto nei confronti dei palestinesi, ripetendo cio
che il nazismo aveva fatto con gli ebrei.

2. Il primo ministro israeliano Benjamin Netanyahu viene considerato alla stregua di Adolf
Hitler.

3. Gaza e stata trasformata in un campo di concentramento a cielo aperto.
4. 1l Sionismo e descritto come un'ideologia nazista.

DELEGITTIMAZIONE

Questa sottocategoria presenta tre versioni:

1. Israele & visto come uno stato artificiale, privo di legittimita storica o culturale, e
pertanto non dovrebbe esistere.

2. |l Sionismo e descritto come una “psicopatologia biblica”, finalizzata al controllo totale
della "Terra d'lsraele", ossia il territorio che, secondo la tradizione, Dio avrebbe
promesso ad Abramo e ai suoi discendenti.

3. Gli abitanti di Israele sono chiamati a restituire le terre acquisite in modo illecito ai
legittimi proprietari palestinesi.
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DEMONIZZAZIONE
Questa sottocategoria presenta due versioni principali:

1. Il governo israeliano e rappresentato come demoniaco, perfido e sadico nei confronti
dei suoi nemici e del popolo palestinese

2. Israele & uno stato canaglia che minaccia costantemente la guerra in Medio Oriente.

Queste narrazioni mirano a demonizzare lo stato israeliano e il suo governo, dipingendoli come
entita intrinsecamente crudeli, suggerendo in alcuni casi che provino un piacere diabolico nel
colpire obiettivi civili. Nella seconda versione della sottocategoria, Israele viene accusato di
provocare Stati terzi per causare un’escalation del conflitto in Medio Oriente su scala
internazionale, in modo da mettere pressione ai propri finanziatori.

DOPPIO STANDARD
Questa sottocategoria presenta due versioni:
1. Israele & considerato uno stato che non rispetta le norme del diritto internazionale.

2. Israele gode di un trattamento privilegiato rispetto ad altri Paesi. | crimini di Israele non
vengono perseguiti legalmente né sanzionati, come invece accade per la Russia

Le due versioni della sottocategoria “Doppio standard” denunciano l'esistenza di un doppio
standard nel trattamento internazionale tra Israele e altri Stati, come la Russia (che,
nell'immaginario degli utenti critici verso Israele, puo essere ad esso paragonato per i crimini
perpetrati) in relazione alle violazioni dei diritti umani e delle leggi internazionali. Viene,
dunque, messa in discussione la qualificazione democratica di Israele.

ANALOGIA CON IL COLONIALISMO E CON LAPARTHEID
Anche questa sottocategoria, analogamente alle due precedenti, presenta due versioni:

1. Israele e accusato di aver colonizzato il territorio palestinese e la Cisgiordania, con
I'obiettivo di ripristinare la "terra dei suoi avi promessa da Dio", perpetuando una
forma di colonizzazione.

2. lIsraele, attraverso il controllo di vari territori, avrebbe instaurato un regime razzista, in
cui gli israeliani godono di diritti civili e liberta, mentre i palestinesi sono segregati in
territori limitati e sotto il controllo dell'esercito israeliano.

Queste narrazioni paragonano le politiche israeliane alla colonizzazione e all'apartheid,
accusando Israele di discriminazione razziale e oppressione nei confronti dei palestinesi.

ALTRE NARRAZIONI

Israele viene spesso accusato di esercitare un controllo capillare sui mezzi di informazione,
decidendo quali notizie diffondere e quali censurare per manipolare |'opinione pubblica e
11
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perseguire scopi propagandistici. Alcuni ritengono che, attraverso la diffusione di informazioni
distorte, Israele costruisca una narrazione favorevole a sé stesso, alimentando una visione
positiva presso la comunita internazionale, mentre omette o distorce le verita pil scomode. Vi
e anche chi sostiene che Israele compri il silenzio dei giornalisti, pagandoli per evitare la
pubblicazione di articoli critici, creando cosi un'informazione sempre favorevole al governo
israeliano.

Israele e i suoi sostenitori vengono inoltre accusati di non accettare nessun tipo di critica e di
utilizzare I'etichetta di "antisemitismo" come mezzo deterrente.

Sempre nel contesto del conflitto tra Israele e Hamas, alcuni negano o relativizzano I'attacco
del 7 ottobre da parte dell’'organizzazione terroristica, sostenendo che I'evento non sia mai
avvenuto o che sia stato una manovra orchestrata da Israele per ottenere supporto
internazionale, oppure per creare un alibi utile a giustificare una premeditata operazione di
pulizia etnica a Gaza. Secondo questa visione, Israele sarebbe anche colpevole di aver diffuso
notizie false sulle atrocita compiute da Hamas, o di aver amplificato notizie vere con I'obiettivo
di attirarsi la compassione globale. Per altri, I'attacco del 7 ottobre non & considerato un atto
di terrorismo, ma piuttosto un atto di resistenza, ovvero il risultato di anni di occupazione e
oppressione israeliana.

C'e, poi, chi sostiene che gli ebrei, gli israeliani e i sionisti siano collettivamente responsabili
delle azioni di Israele, accusandoli di essere complici delle politiche israeliane, in particolare
per aver democraticamente eletto Benjamin Netanyahu, per sostenere la sua leadership e per
non opporsi in alcun modo al massacro di civili palestinesi.

Israele € accusato, infine, di essere la causa principale del conflitto con Hamas e del conflitto
arabo-israeliano. Loccupazione della Palestina, ritenuta illegale, viene considerata I'inizio di
una reazione a catena che ha portato a un’escalation del conflitto. A Israele viene attribuita la
responsabilita del perpetuarsi di un ciclo di violenza che mantiene la regione in uno stato di
guerra permanente.

Confronto 2023/2024: Nel 2024, rispetto allo stesso periodo dell’'anno precedente, I'incidenza
di tutte le sottocategorie appartenenti alla categoria “Nuovo antisemitismo” € cresciuta in
maniera esponenziale (Israele & uno stato terrorista +744%, Analogia con il Nazismo +888%,
Delegittimazione +222% etc...), principalmente a causa dell'attacco di Hamas del 7 ottobre
2023 e della successiva risposta militare israeliana, che hanno agito come moltiplicatori
dell'antisemitismo.

12

© 2023 BOND | CERV-2022-EQUAL | Grant Agreement No. 101084724



D2.2 - Research briefings on the trends of antisemitic narratives, hate speech and conspiracy theories BON D Y

Fig. 8: Sotto-narrazioni della categoria narrativa antisemita: Nuovo antisemitismo.
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3.1.2 Conspirazionismo
POTERE/CONTROLLO DEGLI EBREI

La sottocategoria "Potere/controllo degli ebrei" presenta tre versioni:

1. Israele beneficia del supporto e della protezione dei Paesi occidentali, in particolare
degli Stati Uniti, influenzandone le politiche e ottenendo vantaggi.

2. lIsraele gode di impunita internazionale e non incorre in sanzioni per le sue azioni.

3. Israele esercita un controllo sugli Stati membri dell'UE e ha il potere di influenzare i
governi che ne fanno parte, determinandone la caduta, se questi non si allinea ai suoi
interessi.

Nella categoria “Cospirazionismo”, solo la sottocategoria "Potere/controllo degli ebrei" merita
un'attenzione particolare, poiché le altre sottocategorie non raggiungono un numero di
commenti tale da offrire una visione d'insieme utile per fare un bilancio e trarre conclusioni
significative. Le narrazioni di potere legate a Israele vedono una presenza significativa degli
Stati Uniti nei commenti, con l'idea di un asse Israele-USA che trama nell’lombra che risulta
essere profondamente radicata nelle narrazioni. L'idea di potere & molto piu frequentemente
associata a Israele e al Sionismo che agli ebrei in generale.

Molti commenti ribaltano la gerarchia delle fonti internazionali, sostenendo che Israele
esercita de facto un potere superiore a quello di organizzazioni come I'ONU, la NATO e I'Unione
Europea.

13
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ZELENSKY

Un solo commento é stato catalogato nella sottocategoria “Zelensky”, che sostiene I'idea che
il presidente ucraino, Volodymyr Zelensky, benefici della protezione esercitata dalla cosiddetta
“lobby ebraica”.

CovID-19
Questa narrazione presenta pil versioni, tra |'altro molto diverse tra loro.

1) Le morti dovute agli effetti collaterali dei vaccini vengono paragonate agli ebrei uccisi dai
Nazisti. Il vaccino & quindi un nuovo Olocausto

2) Gli ebrei hanno lucrato sul COVID-19

3) ll ministro italiano della salute durante la pandemia, Roberto Speranza, & servo dei Rotschild,
nella cui accademia londinese si € formato, e pertanto fa i loro interessi

SOROS

Questa narrazione € evocata in soli due commenti, che identificano il banchiere ebreo
ungherese George Soros come il vertice della piramide del potere finanziario giudaico

PROTOCOLLI DEI SAVI DI SION

Un solo commento ¢ stato etichettato in questo modo. In questo commento i "Protocolli dei
Savi di Sion" vengono nominati in maniera dispregiativa (i "Savi" vengono chiamati "Nasi" -
maggiori informazioni a 3.2 Parole in codice usate per gli ebrei, esempi). In un clima
cospiratorio, viene asserito che questo documento ¢ la prova di un complotto segreto degli
ebrei per dominare il mondo e che chiunque ne neghi la validita storica, ad esempio Umberto
Eco nel suo romanzo "Il cimitero di Praga", sia in mala fede.

TEORIA DEL NUOVO ORDINE MONDIALE

L'accusa agli ebrei di avere un programma occulto di controllo mondiale & presente in tale
forma nelle narrazioni antisemite in ogni Paese, dunque non ha una connotazione specifica nel
nostro paese

ALTRO

A guesta narrazione sono state assegnate diverse sotto-narrazioni, anche diverse tra loro, che
non potevano ricadere in altre narrazioni della categoria dell'antisemitismo cospirazionista.

1. Lalobby ebraica americana ha pianificato gli attacchi dell'11 Settembre al World Trade
Center in modo che il governo americano avesse mano libera in Iraq, i cui giacimenti
petroliferi erano un'attrazione per gli ebrei-americani
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2. lIsraele ha concordato con I'lran I'attacco missilistico di quest'ultimo, in modo che fosse
inoffensivo per Israele da un lato, e mettesse a tacere le richieste di parte del popolo
iraniano di essere vendicato dall'altro

3. Il Mossad era a conoscenza dei piani di Hamas di oltrepassare la barriera tra Israele e
la Striscia di Gaza e di compiere un massacro, ma non ¢ intervenuta per dare al proprio
governo l'alibi per bombardare in modo insistente la Striscia

Confronto 2023/2024: Dal 2023 al 2024, le narrazioni associate all'idea di controllo e potere
degli ebrei hanno visto un incremento percentuale del 1647%. Le notizie che hanno catalizzato
I'antisemitismo di matrice cospirazionista nel 2024 sono state principalmente ['attacco
israeliano al consolato iraniano in Siria, in cui sono stati uccisi sette ufficiali del Corpo delle
Guardie della Rivoluzione Islamica, cinque miliziani sostenuti dall'lran, un appartenente a
Hezbollah, un consigliere e due civili iraniani. Un altro fattore scatenante & stata la mancata
condanna dell'attacco da parte dei leader europei, in particolare Giorgia Meloni, presidente
del Consiglio in carica del Governo italiano, e Antdnio Guterres, Segretario Generale delle
Nazioni Unite. Infine, l'ipocrisia -sempre presunta dagli utenti- del presidente degli USA, Joe
Biden, nel richiamare alla moderazione il leader israeliano Benjamin Netanyahu, ha alimentato
ulteriormente queste narrazioni.

Fig. 9: Sotto-narrazioni della categoria narrativa antisemita: Conspirazionismo
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3.1.3 Stereotip classici

MALE

La sottocategoria "Male" punta a descrivere gli ebrei come malvagi facendo leva in particolare
sul tono del commento. Termini come "sionista" oppure |'aggettivo "radicale" associato ad
"ebreo", assumono una carica minacciosa nel contesto in cui vengono evocati. Gli utenti
tendono a fare generalizzazioni forzate, suscitando in chi le legge un senso di paura verso gli
ebrei.
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INGANNO E MENZOGNA

Nel nostro Paese, la sottocategoria “Inganno e menzogna” viene utilizzata in modo mirato,
ossia quasi sempre in narrazioni isolate che non si mescolano con altri tipi di discorsi. In queste
narrazioni, come avviene per altre categorie, gli israeliani e i sionisti sono frequentemente
presi di mira piu degli ebrei. Spesso viene messo in discussione tutto cio che viene affermato
da chi difende Israele, in quanto, secondo una visione diffusa, "i sionisti/gli israeliani/gli ebrei
mentono". Sebbene possa sorgere il ragionevole dubbio che tali commenti intendano limitare
il loro attacco al solo governo israeliano, e altrettanto innegabile che affermare che i sionisti
siano falsi per principio o che "la menzogna faccia parte del loro DNA" costituisca una chiara
derivazione dello stereotipo secondo cui gli ebrei sarebbero naturalmente abili ingannatori.
Per questo motivo, narrazioni di questo tipo sono state incluse in questa sottocategoria.

AVIDITA’/RICCHEZZA

La sottocategoria “Avidita/ricchezza”, nel nostro Paese, € associata all'incirca in un quarto dei
casi ad "Discorso d’odio" o "Incitamento alla violenza". Non di rado si allude ad alcune delle
famiglie ebraiche piu ricche (Rotschild e Rockfeller, ad esempio) quali modelli negativi di
"finanza speculativa". Alla ricchezza, i commenti antisemiti di questo tenore associano
automaticamente la malafede e la disonesta. Piu rari, ma comunque presenti, i richiami allo
stereotipo degli ebrei usurai, banchieri e mercanti, nel significato di individui motivati
esclusivamente dall'avidita di guadagno.

Confronto 2023/2024: Nel 2024, il numero di commenti antisemiti riferibili alla categoria
"Stereotipi classici" & aumentato significativamente rispetto all'anno precedente. Anche in
guesto caso, come per le altre categorie, gli eventi del 7 Ottobre e le loro conseguenze hanno
avuto un impatto determinante nell'incremento dei commenti antisemiti degli utenti. Tuttavia,
dalle notizie disponibili, risulta difficile rintracciare un trigger specifico per questo tipo di
antisemitismo. Le narrazioni sono rimaste sostanzialmente invariate, con una tendenza
crescente, nel 2024, a concentrarsi maggiormente sugli israeliani, piuttosto che sugli ebrei in
generale. Si pud affermare che gli stereotipi antisemiti tradizionali siano stati indirizzati con
maggiore intensita verso israeliani e sionisti.
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Fig. 10. Sotto-narrazioni della categoria narrativa antisemita: Stereotip classici
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3.1.4 Negazione e distorsione dell’Olocausto
INCOLPARE GLI EBREI

Dall'analisi condotta nel nostro Paese emerge una quantita ridotta, ma indicativa, di commenti
che accusano ora i sionisti, ora la famiglia ashkenazita dei Rothschild, di aver finanziato Adolf
Hitler e il suo progetto di sterminio del popolo ebraico in cambio di uno Stato ebraico in terra
palestinese.

ANALOGIA CON IL NAZISMO

Nonostante tale sottocategoria abbia un'incidenza nettamente maggiore all'interno della
categoria del "Nuovo antisemitismo", essa risulta essere una delle piu presenti anche nella
categoria del negazionismo e della distorsione dell'Olocausto. In queste narrazioni, gli ebrei
vengono paragonati ai nazisti nella misura in cui, se i primi si ritengono il popolo eletto, i
secondi si ritenevano una razza superiore. In alcuni casi, si sostiene addirittura che gli ebrei
siano gli eredi naturali della cultura nazista. Tali discorsi non solo minimizzano le sofferenze del
popolo ebraico, ma contribuiscono anche ad alimentare un clima di odio e intolleranza.

L'OLOCAUSTO COME EVENTO POSITIVO

Questa sottocategoria presenta tre versioni principali:
1. Hitler aveva ragione a considerare gli ebrei un problema di cui sbarazzarsi
2. | campi di concentramento erano delle “opere d’arte”
3. Sarebbe bene che I'Olocausto si ripetesse

Non sorprende che tali narrazioni siano frequentemente collocate in un contesto di "discorso
d’odio" o di "incitamento alla violenza", considerando la violenza intrinseca a contenuti cosi
estremi.
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NEGARE O DISTORCERE LOLOCAUSTO IN QUALSIASI MANIERA

Durante la fase di monitoraggio nel nostro Paese, non sono stati rilevati commenti negazionisti
dell'Olocausto nella categoria “Negare o distorcere I'Olocausto in qualsiasi maniera”.
Sono comunque emerse due versioni alternative all'interno di questa sottocategoria, che
meritano un'analisi:

1. La memoria dell'Olocausto viene sfruttata in modo strumentale da alcuni membri della
comunita ebraica per giustificare le azioni efferate dello Stato di Israele.

2. Bisogna smettere di "piangere" per un evento accaduto ormai piu di ottant'anni fa. |
commenti appartenenti a questa sottocategoria tendono a insistere sulla percezione
che Israele stia adottando la retorica della vittima, che sarebbe fuori luogo
considerando la distanza temporale dall'Olocausto.

Inoltre, si osserva una confusione tra passato e presente, in cui I'Olocausto viene ridotto a un
evento di cui non sarebbe necessario conservare memoria in quanto non piu attuale, e si
mescolano le sofferenze del popolo ebraico con le politiche attuali dello Stato di Israele. In
altre parole, non viene solo negata |'importanza della memoria storica della Shoah, ma si
giunge a un punto in cui la figura degli ebrei nel contesto storico dell'Olocausto viene
sovrapposta con quella dello Stato di Israele, creando un cortocircuito che mina la distinzione
tra i due piani e rischia di distorcere la comprensione dei fatti storici e politici.

Confronto 2023/2024: Nel 2023, le narrazioni che potevano essere classificate nella categoria
“Negazione e distorsione dell’Olocausto” erano praticamente assenti nel nostro Paese. A un
anno di distanza, e stato possibile riscontrare un cambiamento significativo nel dataset dei
commenti analizzati. Nel 2024 si & osservata la diffusione di tale narrazione, in gran parte
alimentata dalle notizie relative ai conflitti in corso, tra cui la guerra tra Israele e Hamas e
I'escalation delle tensioni con I'lran.

Fig. 11. Sotto-narrazioni della categoria narrativa antisemita: Negazione e distorsione dell’Olocausto
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3.1.5 Antisemitismo tradizionale, basato sulla religione

Se si escludono le categorie di "Discorso d’odio" e "Incitamento alla violenza", la categoria
"Antisemitismo tradizionale basato sulla religione" risulta essere la meno presente nel dataset
dei commenti analizzati nel nostro Paese. Proprio per la scarsita di commenti a nostra
disposizione, si & scelto di fare un’unica analisi comprensiva di tutte le narrazioni presenti in
tale categoria.

In tali narrazioni, gli ebrei, e piu frequentemente i sionisti, sono accusati di essere adoratori di
Satana. Inoltre, viene attribuita loro la colpa dell'uccisione di Gesu Cristo, e i praticanti ebrei
vengono messi in ridicolo per i loro riti religiosi. Talvolta la critica viene rivolta in modo
ambiguo ad Israele, descritto come uno Stato che rifiuta e discrimina chiunque professi una
religione diversa dalla propria.

La parte piu radicale della comunita ebraica & accusata di giustificare, attraverso la religione,
le azioni militari di Israele, descritte come un male necessario, compiuto in nome di una
"guerra santa contro gli infedeli". Infine, il mito della "terra promessa" e la concezione del
"popolo eletto" vengono frequentemente ridicolizzati, anche attraverso 'uso di emoticon e
espressioni colorite, rafforzando cosi una narrazione di disprezzo e derisione nei confronti della
fede e della cultura ebraica.

Confronto 2023/2024: Anche la categoria " Antisemitismo tradizionale basato sulla religione",
come tutte le altre, ha registrato un’impennata di commenti antisemiti nel periodo recente.
Alcune sottocategorie, come "Altro", "Ebreo come Satana/demonio" e "Accusa del
sangue/omicidio dei bambini", che erano completamente assenti nel 2023, sono invece
apparse nel 2024, segnalando un preoccupante aumento di narrazioni che associano agli ebrei
satanismo e riti sacrificali.

Lantisemitismo, in questo contesto, & stato alimentato principalmente da notizie di cronaca,
ma a sfondo religioso. Tra queste, il pellegrinaggio a La Mecca del cantante italiano Ghali, che
gia aveva sollevato polemiche per le sue uscite alla kermesse canora Sanremo, la diretta della
Via Crucis di Radio Maria bloccata da Facebook per "immagini di nudo", la chiusura di un
calzaturificio di Padova in occasione del Ramadan, e infine I'attentato con una bomba Molotov
a una sinagoga nel nord della Germania.
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Fig. 12. Sotto-narrazioni della categoria narrativa antisemita: Antisemitismo tradizionale, basato sulla religione
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3.2 Contenuti antisemiti oltre le narrazioni

3.2.1 Discorso d’odio antisemita

L'analisi condotta ha evidenziato che i discorsi d’odio rilevati erano prevalentemente
focalizzato su Israele piuttosto che sulla comunita ebraica in generale. Tale fenomeno era quasi
sempre correlato ad aggiornamenti sui vari fronti di guerra in cui Israele € impegnato (Iran,
Libano, Gaza, Iraq, Yemen, Siria, Cisgiordania). La categoria di media in cui i discorsi di odio
antisemita sono apparsi maggiormente & la combinazione discorso d'odio-incitamento alla
violenza. A seguire, la categoria di media “Nuovo antisemitismo”, con la sottocategoria “Israele
€ uno Stato terrorista” predominante, € pure presente in gran numero nel file di monitoraggio
del nostro Paese. Le accuse piu ricorrenti nei confronti di Israele erano quelle di essere uno
stato terrorista, di commettere crimini di guerra e di beneficiare di un trattamento di favore da
parte della comunita internazionale.
L'analisi ha inoltre mostrato come la piattaforma social Facebook fosse il principale veicolo per
la diffusione di questo tipo di discorsi d'odio, rispetto ai siti web delle pagine monitorate. Per
guanto concerne |'hate speech direttamente rivolto agli ebrei, questo si presentava spesso
sotto forma di offese gratuite e concise, prive di narrazioni o sottotesti ulteriori. Tali espressioni
denigratorie erano caratterizzate da un linguaggio scurrile e offensivo.

3.2.2 Violenza antisemita

L'analisi dei contenuti classificati come "incitamento alla violenza" ha rivelato un pattern simile
a quello riscontrato nel discorso d’odio. Le statistiche sulle categorie di media piu diffuse sotto
I'etichetta “ incitamento alla violenza” replicano quanto gia visto per i discorsi di odio
antisemita nel paragrafo precedente. Il “nuovo antisemitismo” & la categoria mediatica piu
presente nelle frasi che incitano alla violenza contro gli ebrei.

In prevalenza, le minacce e le incitazioni alla violenza erano dirette allo Stato di Israele,
piuttosto che alla comunita ebraica nel suo complesso.
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Le notizie relative ai conflitti in Medio Oriente e agli interventi militari israeliani hanno agito
come catalizzatori per questo tipo di discorsi, generando un clima di tensione e alimentando
sentimenti di odio. Gli utenti che hanno postato questi commenti hanno spesso incitato i paesi
arabi a intraprendere azioni violente contro Israele, arrivando a invocare la sua distruzione.

E importante sottolineare che, per quanto rari, sono stati riscontrati anche casi di
generalizzazione dell'odio, con attacchi diretti alla comunita ebraica nel suo insieme. Tuttavia,
come gia detto, la maggior parte dei commenti aveva Israele come bersaglio primario.

Una narrazione ricorrente nei commenti classificati come "incitamento alla violenza" era
quella che dipingeva Israele come uno Stato criminale, trattato con favore da ONU, NATO e
organismi sovranazionali, e meritevole invece di una punizione severa. Questa narrazione,
accompagnata da un linguaggio violento e offensivo, contribuiva a creare un clima di
polarizzazione e intolleranza attorno ad Israele e, indirettamente, attorno ai suoi abitanti e
sostenitori.

| commenti degli utenti sono il principale canale di diffusione di tali contenuti, staccando
nettamente i post e gli articoli, che raramente presentano narrazioni antisemite.

3.3 Argomenti che provocano l’antisemitismo

I 2024 ha visto un netto aumento dei commenti di odio e disprezzo verso Israele e gli ebrei,
strettamente legato all’attacco terroristico di Hamas del 7 ottobre. Questo attacco ha scatenato
una serie di eventi, tra cui la risposta armata di Israele e |'escalation del conflitto. Sebbene
siano aumentati i commenti antisemiti, & importante relativizzare questo dato. Infatti, cio che
e cresciuto significativamente dopo il 7 ottobre & stato il numero di articoli su Israele sui
giornali italiani, suggerendo che I'antisemitismo non & aumentato in modo diretto, ma che
sentimenti preesistenti hanno trovato in Israele un bersaglio "facile". Lintensificarsi del
dibattito su Israele ha dato voce a rancori preesistenti, non solo legati alla politica israeliana,
ma a pregiudizi pit ampi. Nel 2023, prima delle incursioni delle milizie palestinesi oltre la linea
di confine tra Israele e la Striscia, le notizie principali riguardavano l'irruzione della polizia
israeliana nella moschea di Al-Agsa ad aprile, il lancio di missili da Gaza e Libano e i successivi
bombardamenti israeliani su Hamas, e I'attentato terroristico a Tel Aviv che ha causato la morte
di un turista italiano e il ferimento di altre 5 persone.

Nel 2024, le notizie che piu hanno innescato reazioni antisemite sono state il ritiro delle forze
israeliane dall'ospedale Al-Shifa a Gaza, la morte di operatori umanitari della World Central
Kitchen durante un raid israeliano, il bombardamento del consolato iraniano a Damasco, la
chiusura preventiva delle sedi diplomatiche israeliane dopo I'annunciata rappresaglia iraniana,
I'attacco missilistico dell’lran a Israele, 'uso di sistemi di intelligenza artificiale da parte di
Israele per identificare i militanti di Hamas e la messa al bando di Al Jazeera.

Sebbene la maggior parte dei commenti antisemiti fossero diretti a Israele e al Sionismo,
gueste notizie hanno alimentato anche reazioni antisemite che miravano ad offendere I'intera
comunita ebraica. Lantisemitismo tradizionale si € mescolato con narrazioni politiche, spia del
fatto che tra gli utenti resiste una confusione tra le varie figure che costellano lI'immaginario
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ebraico (ebrei, Israele, governo israeliano, sionisti). Questo fenomeno & preoccupante,
soprattutto per la diffusione capillare di tali commenti attraverso i social media.

3.4 Parole in codice usate per gli ebrei, esempi

In Italia, come in molte altre parti del mondo, I'uso di termini per descrivere gli ebrei e stato
spesso strumentalizzato per diffondere pregiudizi e discriminazioni. Nel nostro paese non
esistono codici linguistici specifici e locali come in altri paesi dove I'antisemitismo & piu
radicato! pertanto i termini usati per riferirsi agli ebrei, in maniera pil o meno allusiva, sono
gli stessi utilizzati in qualsiasi altro angolo del mondo.

Termini utilizzati:

e Sionista: Originariamente legato al movimento politico che ha portato alla creazione
dello Stato di Israele, questo termine & spesso utilizzato in modo dispregiativo per
indicare tutti gli ebrei, indipendentemente dalle loro opinioni politiche.

e Giudeo: Derivato dal nome biblico di Giuda, questo termine ha acquisito nel tempo una
connotazione negativa, spesso associata a stereotipi antisemiti.

e Nasoni/Usurai: Questi termini, basati su stereotipi secolari, sono utilizzati per denigrare
gli ebrei, associandoli a tratti fisici (il naso) e a presunte attivita economiche (I'usura).

o Kippato: Neologismo derivato dal termine yiddish per indicare la kippah, il copricapo
ebraico. Viene utilizzato in senso dispregiativo per identificare gli ebrei in modo
stereotipato.

Restringendo il campo ad Israele, invece, una locuzione presente in alcuni commenti e
"repubblica delle banane", termine giornalistico utilizzato in origine per descrivere piccoli Stati
dell'America Latina considerati politicamente instabili e economicamente dipendenti. E’ stato
utilizzato in modo dispregiativo per riferirsi a Israele, con l'intento di screditarne la legittimita
e la democraticita. In questo caso, il termine non & un codice linguistico specifico per gli ebrei,
ma viene utilizzato in un contesto antisemita per associare Israele a stereotipi negativi e
diffondere pregiudizi.
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4.Conclusione

Nel periodo di monitoraggio, € emerso un quadro piuttosto allarmante riguardo alla diffusione
delle narrazioni antisemite sui social media e altre piattaforme online in Italia. Le narrazioni
piu diffuse sono ascrivibili al cosiddetto “nuovo antisemitismo”, ovvero l'intolleranza e I'odio
rivolti al Sionismo e allo Stato d'Israele

Caratteristiche specifiche del nostro Paese

L'ltalia mostra caratteristiche peculiari nell’espressione dell’antisemitismo online. La presenza
di discorsi d'odio e di incitamento alla violenza, resta I'aspetto piu inquietante di un fenomeno
sfaccettato quale I'antisemitismo. Tuttavia, la maggioranza degli utenti ha rivolto commenti
sprezzanti, stereotipati o pieni d'odio ad Israele, non tanto agli ebrei, mascherando intenti
antisemiti sotto la maschera -socialmente accettata- dell'antisionismo.

Media piu colpiti

Le piattaforme social, in particolare Facebook, risultano essere i principali canali in cui dilagano
narrazioni antisemite. L'analisi dei contenuti sui media tradizionali, invece, ha rivelato che la
stampa e i siti di informazione online sono spesso coinvolti, ma in modo piu indiretto, ovvero
in quanto canali d'accesso ai commenti degli utenti

Combattere I'antisemitismo online

Per contrastare efficacemente I'antisemitismo online, sarebbe fondamentale adottare una
strategia mirata su piu fronti:

e Educazione e sensibilizzazione: promuovere una cultura di rispetto e conoscenza
storica dell’Olocausto e delle radici dell’'antisemitismo per ridurre la diffusione di
pregiudizi, fake news e teorie del complotto sugli ebrei, su Israele e sul Sionismo

e Monitoraggio attivo e moderazione: rafforzare la presenza di moderatori sui social e
migliorare gli algoritmi per identificare e rimuovere contenuti d’odio.

e Collaborazione tra istituzioni e piattaforme: le istituzioni locali e internazionali devono
lavorare insieme alle piattaforme digitali per garantire una risposta tempestiva ed
efficace contro i contenuti antisemiti.

In conclusione, la lotta contro I'antisemitismo online richiede un impegno collettivo che unisca
governo, media e cittadini. Il miglioramento della comprensione storica e la promozione di un
dialogo piu inclusivo sono passi fondamentali per ridurre l'influenza di queste narrazioni
pericolose.

23

© 2023 BOND | CERV-2022-EQUAL | Grant Agreement No. 101084724



D2.2 - Research briefings on the trends of antisemitic narratives, hate speech and conspiracy theories BON D Y

5. Metodologia

La ricerca ha mirato ad esaminare le narrazioni antisemite nei contenuti di testo online - come
commenti, articoli e post su Facebook - prima e dopo il 7 ottobre 2023. Abbiamo analizzato i
contenuti di siti web e pagine Facebook di media precedentemente scelti. | contenuti sono
stati raccolti utilizzando software di social listening sulla base di parole chiave predefinite, che
coprono lo stesso periodo di tempo sia nel 2023 che nel 2024. La ricerca e stata condotta in
guattro paesi (Ungheria, Italia, Polonia e Romania) da gruppi di ricerca nazionali coordinati da
Political Capital, utilizzando la stessa metodologia.

Definizione di antisemitismo

La base della ricerca e stata la definizione operativa dell'International Holocaust Remembrance
Alliance (IHRA) dell'antisemitismo: "L'antisemitismo é una certa percezione degli ebrei, che puo
essere espressa come odio verso gli ebrei. Le manifestazioni retoriche e fisiche
dell'antisemitismo sono dirette verso individui ebrei o non ebrei e/o i loro beni, verso istituzioni?
della comunita ebraica e strutture religiose." Una spiegazione dettagliata della definizione,
insieme ad esempi esplicativi, € disponibile sul sito web dell'IHRA.

5.1 Raccolta dei dati

Nella nostra ricerca, abbiamo analizzato i contenuti di testo online: articoli, post e commenti
da siti web e pagine di Facebook. | dati sono stati raccolti utilizzando il software di social
listening SentiOne. SentiOne raccoglie dati in un determinato arco di tempo da fonti
multimediali sulla base delle parole chiave che gli vengono fornite.

5.1.1 Parole chiave

Abbiamo definito quattro parole chiave che abbiamo usato per identificare contenuti
potenzialmente rilevanti in tutti i paesi: 1) Ebrei, 2) Israele, 3) Olocausto, 4) Sionismo/sionista.
Inoltre, abbiamo incluso parole chiave specifiche relative a ciascun paese. In ltalia, queste
erano: rabbino e talmudista. Nelle lingue in cui le parole possono avere terminazioni diverse,
abbiamo utilizzato la forma di base delle parole chiave seguita da un asterisco (*). Questo
approccio ha permesso a SentiOne di identificare i risultati per tutte le varianti e le
terminazioni delle parole chiave.

5.1.2 Fonti monitorate

Con il contributo dei gruppi di ricerca nazionali, Political Capital ha identificato sei categorie di
media online per monitorare i contenuti: 1) Media indipendenti (mainstream), 2) Giornali
mainstream, 3) Media (iper-)partigiani/faziosi, 4) Siti di destra/estrema destra, 5) Siti di
disinformazione/cospirazionisti, 5) Siti di sinistra/estrema sinistra. Abbiamo raccolto indirizzi
web per ogni categoria in tutti i paesi, inclusi siti dei media e pagine Facebook. In tutti i paesi
abbiamo selezionato i tre media per categoria con il maggior numero di risultati per le nostre
parole chiave nello stesso periodo di tempo. In Italia abbiamo monitorato i seguenti siti web e
pagine Facebook:

Media indipendenti (mainstream): Corriere della Sera; Il Fatto Quotidiano, Ansa
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Comprendono media tradizionali, diffusi e affidabili, che garantiscono un'informazione di
qualita grazie a una rigorosa verifica delle fonti. Nell'analisi del nostro paese, sono stati inclusi
due quotidiani online, che escono anche in edicola, e un'agenzia di stampa. Gli editoriali sono
equilibrati e poco faziosi, evitando prese di posizione partigiane.

Giornali mainstream: || Messaggero

In questa categoria rientra un quotidiano a diffusione nazionale che si occupa di questioni di
politica interna ed estera e di attualita nazionale, ma & anche molto attento agli eventi locali.
Di tono moderato, & considerato un punto di riferimento per le notizie riguardanti Roma.

Siti di estrema destra: Il Primato Nazionale; L'ltalia Mensile; || Missino

Comprendono media online che promuovono ideologie sovraniste, tradizionaliste,
antieuropeiste e antiglobaliste. | due quotidiani online analizzati in Italia mostrano affinita con
il neofascismo, talvolta richiamando il governo fascista di Mussolini. Questi media sono stati
criticati per la diffusione di notizie false e per la polarizzazione del dibattito pubblico.

Siti di disinformazione/cospirazionisti: Luogocomune; La Cruna dell'Ago; Maurizio Blondet
blog

Includono media online che diffondono notizie false o fuorvianti, presentandole come
rivelazioni. Due quotidiani online monitorati nel nostro paese si propongono come alternativa
ai media tradizionali, accusati di manipolazione. Diffondono teorie del complotto e narrazioni
senza fondamento scientifico, presentandosi come I'unica fonte affidabile.

Media (iper-)partigiani/faziosi: Osservatorio internazionale per i diritti; Il Tempo; La Verita

Comprendono media online, originariamente cartacei, con un forte allineamento ideologico e
un approccio parzialmente schierato. Si ispirano al conservatorismo liberale, con posizioni
conservatrici su temi sociali e culturali, e liberiste in economia. Nel nostro caso, si avvicinano
al centro-destra nazionale e ne condividono valori e priorita.

Siti di sinistra/estrema sinistra: Potere al Popolo; Contro Piano; L'antidiplomatico

Comprendono testate di ispirazione comunista e marxista, critiche verso il capitalismo e
I'imperialismo moderno. Nel nostro contesto, si riferiscono a due riviste online e a un blog
politico che criticano I'UE e la globalizzazione. Sostengono la resistenza palestinese e
denunciano Israele come uno "stato di apartheid".

5.1.3 Periodo di monitoraggio

Sulla base delle nostre precedenti esperienze di coding di contenuti di testo in categorie
definite in precedenza e delle risorse disponibili per il progetto, ci siamo posti 'obiettivo di
analizzare 7.000 contenuti online per paese. Dal momento che volevamo esaminare i
cambiamenti nelle narrazioni antisemite dopo il 7 ottobre 2023, abbiamo scelto lo stesso
periodo di tempo sia nel 2023 che nel 2024. Quest’ultimo e stato determinato identificando il
Paese con il minor numero di dati per le nostre parole chiave e calcolando quanti giorni erano
necessari, a partire da una data prescelta (in questo caso, il 1° aprile), perché i dati scaricati in
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quel Paese superassero i 7.000 contenuti. Di conseguenza, la raccolta dei dati in tutti i Paesi &
stata uniformata allo stesso periodo: 1-15 aprile, ore 13:00

5.1.4 Quantita di dati analizzati

Abbiamo filtrato ogni dataset per includere piu di 7.000 contenuti, mantenendo le proporzioni
originali di parole chiave, fonti (siti web e pagine Facebook) e anni all'interno del dataset.
Questo approccio ha portato ad analizzare in ciascun paese le seguenti proporzioni del totale
dei dati scaricati: Romania - 100%, Ungheria - 73%, Italia - 44% e Polonia - 35%.

In tutti i paesi la quantita di dati raccolti nel 2024 ¢ stata superiore a quella del 2023. |l piu
piccolo aumento é stato registrato in Ungheria, dove i dati sono aumentati di circa una volta e
mezzo nel 2024. In Romania i dati sono aumentati di quasi tre volte, in Polonia di quasi cinque
volte e in Italia di quasi sette volte. In tutti i paesi la maggior parte dei dati & costituita da
commenti.

La quantita di dati variava anche tra i paesi a seconda di categoria di media:

e Ungheria: la maggior parte dei dati proviene da pagine di estrema destra, seguite dai
media mainstream, da testate faziose, dai tabloid e dati minimi provenienti da fonti
cospirazioniste e di sinistra.

e [talia: la maggior parte dei dati proviene dai media mainstream, seguiti da testate
faziose, da giornali di sinistra e da fonti cospirazioniste, con pochissimi dati provenienti
dalle pagine di estrema destra.

¢ Polonia: la maggior parte dei dati proviene dai tabloid, seguiti da testate faziose, media
mainstream, pagine di estrema destra, siti cospirazionisti e pochissime fonti di sinistra.

e Romania: la maggior parte dei dati proviene dai media mainstream, seguiti da siti di
cospirazione, dai tabloid, da fonti di estrema destra, testate e infine da una piccola
guantita di dati provenienti da fonti di sinistra.

Contenuto esaminato nelle categorie dei media
Di ] Quantita
. L . ., [Di Totale .
Mainstream [estrema [Cospirazionista [Parziale [Tabloid | . . ] totale di
isinistra ([dati/anno ]
destra dati
2023 671 1300 [38 626 130 22 2787
Ungheria
2024 (1410 1949 49 646 86 81 4221 7008
2023 704 1 9 19 142 15 890
Italia
2024 4987 38 151 284 518 185 6163 7053
Polonia [2023 310 137 51 63 674 1 1236 7054
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2024 601 224 253 1041 3697 2 5818

2023 (809 191 169 85 293 0 1847
Romania

2024 3332 361 959 127 385 1 5165 7012
5.2 Coding dei dati

5.2.1 Quadro concettuale

Utilizzando risorse disponibili al pubblico, come studi, relazioni di ricerca, articoli scientifici,
ecc., Political Capital ha sviluppato un quadro concettuale per definire il contesto teorico della
ricerca. Dopo aver specificato che la ricerca si basava sulla definizione di antisemitismo
dell’'lHRA, il documento presentava in modo approfondito le principali categorie di narrazioni
e sotto-narrazioni antisemite su cui era basata la ricerca. Tutti i partner hanno avuto
I'opportunita di discutere, dare un giudizio e integrare il quadro concettuale. Quest’ultimo &
stato discusso anche con i membri dell’Advisory Board del progetto BOND e con esperti
esterni.

5.2.2 Finalizzazione della metodologia e creazione di una guida metodologica

La messa a punto della metodologia di ricerca ha richiesto numerose discussioni - tra cui le
consulenze di un esperto membro del BOND Advisory Board e diversi tentativi di analizzare e
codificare i testi online in modi diversi. Questi sforzi hanno partorito le categorie finali per la
codifica dei dati. Sono state definite quattro classificazioni per la natura del contenuto:

1. Antisemita - contenuto che contiene almeno una narrazione antisemita.

2. Potenzialmente antisemita - contenuto che include una narrazione che potrebbe
essere interpretata sia come antisemita sia come non antisemita, o che appare
antisemita solo alla luce del contesto (I'articolo/post a cui rispondeva).

3. Non comprensibile - Contenuto incomprensibile (questa categoria era quasi
esclusivamente applicabile ai commenti).

4. Non antisemita - Contenuto che non include alcuna narrazione antisemita.

Sulla base del quadro concettuale, sono state individuate cinque categorie principali di
narrazioni antisemite, ciascuna contenente sottocategorie (i dettagli e le definizioni di queste
categorie saranno descritti in seguito):

e Stereotipi antisemiti classici
e Antisemitismo tradizionale, basato sulla religione (antigiudaismo)
e Antisemitismo cospirativo

¢ Negazione e distorsione dell'Olocausto,
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¢ Nuovo antisemitismo (lI'antisemitismo basato sulla critica di Israele).
Sono state definite due ulteriori categorie: "discorso d’odio" e "incitamento alla violenza".
Il processo di coding & stato descritto in dettaglio in una guida metodologica.

Come parte del processo di coding, i coder erano tenuti a documentare le frasi antisemite
identificate nel contenuto. Per i commenti, dovevano anche registrare il contesto - in
particolare, I'oggetto dell'articolo o del post sotto il quale era stato scritto il commento.

5.2.3 Formazione dei coder

Dopo aver condiviso il quadro concettuale e la guida metodologica con i gruppi di ricerca
nazionali, Political Capital ha organizzato un incontro per spiegare e discutere questi
documenti e il processo di coding e per dare spazio alle domande. Durante la fase di ricerca, i
gruppi di ricerca si sono incontrati regolarmente per discutere dei problemi e delle domande
che sono sorte nel corso del processo.

Per garantire una comprensione comune del quadro teorico e aumentare I'attendibilita della
ricerca - entro i limiti delle risorse e delle capacita del team — ¢ stata organizzata una fase di
formazione. Durante questa fase, 350 righe di contenuto sono state filtrate dal dataset
mantenendo le proporzioni originali dei risultati per parola chiave, categoria di media e anno.
E’ stata mantenuta una leggera sovraesposizione della parola chiave "Israele”, consci del fatto
che identificare il nuovo antisemitismo sarebbe stata la sfida piu grande. In ciascun paese, due
membri dei gruppi nazionali di ricerca hanno codificato questi dati indipendentemente. | loro
risultati sono stati poi messi a confronto e le discrepanze sono state discusse per giungere ad
un accordo. Nei casi in cui le vedute dei due membri erano inconciliabili, Political Capital si &
reso disponibile per ulteriori chiarimenti.

5.2.4 Il processo di coding

Il coding dei dati ha seguito la stessa procedura in tutti i paesi. | team dei vari Paesi hanno
ricevuto il loro contenuto in un file Excel, che comprendeva tutti le proprieta rilevanti (ad
esempio commento/articolo/post, data di pubblicazione, fonte, contesto, ecc.). Durante il
processo di coding, i coder leggevano il contenuto stesso e, per i commenti, esaminavano
anche il contesto.

Laddove venivano identificate narrazioni antisemite, i coder le etichettavano come antisemite
o potenzialmente antisemite, ne davano una breve spiegazione e le classificavano in una delle
categorie principali di narrazioni antisemite e in seguito in una delle relative sottocategorie.
Una singola riga di contenuto poteva essere classificata in pil categorie narrative (massimo
guattro), poiché era possibile che piu narrazioni antisemite apparissero contemporaneamente
all'interno dello stesso testo. Se il contenuto non conteva alcuna narrazione antisemita, o se il
suo significato non era comprensibile, non veniva assegnato a nessuna categoria.

28

© 2023 BOND | CERV-2022-EQUAL | Grant Agreement No. 101084724



D2.2 - Research briefings on the trends of antisemitic narratives, hate speech and conspiracy theories BON D Y

6. Bibliografia
Le fonti seguenti sono state utilizzate per comporre il quadro concettuale della ricerca:

vl

e “Decoding Antisemitism, ,,Working Paper - Glossary”,” March 30, 2022. https://decoding-
antisemitism.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/03/DA-publications-Glossary.pdf?x89829.

e “Jerusalem Declaration on Antisemitism,” n.d. https://jerusalemdeclaration.org/.

e AJC. “Translate Hate Glossary: How to Spot Antisemitism,” February 8, 2024.
https://www.ajc.org/translatehateglossary.

e Antisemitism Uncovered. “Antisemitism Uncovered: A Guide to Old Myths in a New Era,”
March 20, 2024. https://antisemitism.adl.org/.

e Antisemitism Uncovered. “Antisemitism Uncovered: Myth — Jews Are Greedy,” March 21,
2024. https://antisemitism.adl.org/greed/.

e Barna, Ildiké and Arpad, Knap. “An exploration of coronavirus-related online antisemitism in
Hungary using quantitative topic model and qualitative discourse analysis.” Intersections 7,
no. 3 (2021) https://intersections.tk.hu/index.php/intersections/article/view/801

e Barna, lldikd, Tamas Kohut, Michat Bilewicz, Olga Gyarfasova, Jifi Kocian, Grigorij
Meseznikov, and Maria Babiniska. “Survey on Antisemitic Prejudice in the Visegrad
Countries.” Research Report. Tom Lantos Institute, 2022.
https://tomlantosinstitute.hu/files/en-205-sapvc-20220420-done-rc-online-new.pdf.

e Becker, Matthias J. et al., "Decoding Antisemitism." Palgrave Macmillan, 2024.

e Becker, Matthias J., Laura Ascone, and Hagen Troschke. “Antisemitic comments on Facebook
pages of leading British, French, and German media outlets.” Humanities and Social Sciences
Communications 9, no. 1 (September 29, 2022). https://doi.org/10.1057/s41599-022-01337-
8.

e Decoding Antisemitism. “Decoding Antisemitism First Discourse Report - Decoding
Antisemitism,” April 6, 2022. https://decoding-antisemitism.eu/publications/first-discourse-
report/.

e Decoding Antisemitism. “Decoding Antisemitism Fourth Discourse Report - Decoding
Antisemitism,” November 4, 2022. https://decodingantisemitism.eu/publications/fourth-
discourse-report/.

e Gallagher, Aoife, and Ciardn O’Connor. “The ‘Great Reset.”” IDS-Institute for Strategic
Dialogue, March 14, 2023. https://www.isdglobal.org/explainers/the-great-reset/.

e Gerster, Lea. “An Antisemitic Conspiracy Theory Is Being Shared on Telegram to Justify
Russia’s Invasion of Ukraine.” ID-Institute for Strategic Dialogue, May 5, 2022.
https://www.isdglobal.org/digital dispatches/an-antisemitic-conspiracy-theory-is-being-
shared-on-telegram-to-justify-russias-invasion-of-ukraine/.

e |HRA. “What are Holocaust denial and distortion?- IHRA,” May 8, 2024.
https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-holocaust-denial-
distortion.

e |HRA. “What is antisemitism?,” August 20, 2024.
https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-antisemitism.

e International Republican Institute. “Antisemitic Discourse in the Western Balkans: A
Collection of Case Studies | International Republican Institute,” January 19, 2022.
https://www.iri.org/resources/antisemitism-remains-a-key-obstacle-to-democratic-
transition-in-western-balkans/.

e ISGAP International. “‘Decoding Antisemitism online after the October 7th Massacre’ with
Dr. Matthias J. Becker,” November 30, 2023.
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=63Q3usHOjkE.

29

© 2023 BOND | CERV-2022-EQUAL | Grant Agreement No. 101084724


https://decoding-antisemitism.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/03/DA-publications-Glossary.pdf?x89829
https://decoding-antisemitism.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/03/DA-publications-Glossary.pdf?x89829
https://jerusalemdeclaration.org/
https://www.ajc.org/translatehateglossary
https://antisemitism.adl.org/
https://antisemitism.adl.org/greed/
https://intersections.tk.hu/index.php/intersections/article/view/801
https://tomlantosinstitute.hu/files/en-205-sapvc-20220420-done-rc-online-new.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1057/s41599-022-01337-8
https://doi.org/10.1057/s41599-022-01337-8
https://decoding-antisemitism.eu/publications/first-discourse-report/
https://decoding-antisemitism.eu/publications/first-discourse-report/
https://decodingantisemitism.eu/publications/fourth-discourse-report/
https://decodingantisemitism.eu/publications/fourth-discourse-report/
https://www.isdglobal.org/explainers/the-great-reset/
https://www.isdglobal.org/digital_dispatches/an-antisemitic-conspiracy-theory-is-being-shared-on-telegram-to-justify-russias-invasion-of-ukraine/
https://www.isdglobal.org/digital_dispatches/an-antisemitic-conspiracy-theory-is-being-shared-on-telegram-to-justify-russias-invasion-of-ukraine/
https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-holocaust-denial-distortion
https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-holocaust-denial-distortion
https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-antisemitism
https://www.iri.org/resources/antisemitism-remains-a-key-obstacle-to-democratic-transition-in-western-balkans/
https://www.iri.org/resources/antisemitism-remains-a-key-obstacle-to-democratic-transition-in-western-balkans/

D2.2 - Research briefings on the trends of antisemitic narratives, hate speech and conspiracy theories BON D d

e Khudish, Pavlo. “Zelenskyy, a Jewish Nazi’: The Use of Anti-Semitic Tropes by Russian
Propaganda Against Ukraine.” Detektor Media, May 14, 2023.
https://en.detector.media/post/zelenskyy-a-jewish-nazi-the-use-of-anti-semitic-tropes-by-
russian-propaganda-against-ukraine.

e (O’Connor, Ciaran. “The Spread of the Great Reset Conspiracy in the Netherlands.” Vision of
Humanity, March 21, 2024. https://www.visionofhumanity.org/the-spread-of-the-great-
reset-conspiracy-in-the-netherlands/.

30

© 2023 BOND | CERV-2022-EQUAL | Grant Agreement No. 101084724


https://en.detector.media/post/zelenskyy-a-jewish-nazi-the-use-of-anti-semitic-tropes-by-russian-propaganda-against-ukraine
https://en.detector.media/post/zelenskyy-a-jewish-nazi-the-use-of-anti-semitic-tropes-by-russian-propaganda-against-ukraine
https://www.visionofhumanity.org/the-spread-of-the-great-reset-conspiracy-in-the-netherlands/
https://www.visionofhumanity.org/the-spread-of-the-great-reset-conspiracy-in-the-netherlands/

D2.2 - Research briefings on the trends of antisemitic narratives, hate speech and conspiracy theories BON D Y

Introduzione al progetto BOND

Il progetto BOND (Building tOlerance, uNderstanding, and Dialogue across communities)® &
stato realizzato tra gennaio 2023 e dicembre 2024 in Ungheria, Italia, Polonia e Romania. Il
suo scopo principale e stato quello di affrontare pregiudizi profondamente radicati,
atteggiamenti e condotte di odio all'interno della societa, in particolare quelle rivolte
all'ebraismo europeo. Il progetto si proponeva inoltre di promuovere la comprensione, la
tolleranza e il dialogo. Un'attenzione particolare ¢ stata rivolta alla formazione dei giovani sul
tema dell'ebraismo e dell'antisemitismo, nonché alla promozione del dialogo interculturale e
interreligioso. Le attivita hanno incluso la ricerca sull'antisemitismo, il monitoraggio delle
narrazioni antisemite, lo sviluppo di programmi educativi, la formazione degli insegnanti,
I'organizzazione di programmi di educazione e scambio giovanile, la promozione del dialogo
interreligioso e intercomunitario e I'organizzazione di tavole rotonde a livello locale sulla
tolleranza e l'inclusione sociale. Il progetto e stato guidato dalla definizione di antisemitismo
stabilita dall'Alleanza internazionale per la memoria dell’Olocausto (IHRA).®

8 https://www.bond-project.eu/
® https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-antisemitism
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Polski raport z badan

Antysemickie narracje online w Polsce przed i po 7 pazdziernika 2023
r.

Kluczowe wnioski

Antysemityzm w badanym materiale byt poniekad zaskakujgcy. Zdecydowanie najwiecej
pojawiato sie go w jednoznacznie prawicowych mediach lub od oséb okreslajacych swoje poglady
jako jednoznacznie prawicowe. Zaobserwowano kilka zjawisk.

* Antysemickich tresci byto zaskakujgco duzo.

* Wiele o0s6b komentujagcych nie widziato réznicy miedzy Zydami a lzraelem. W wielu
komentarzach uzywanie stowa zyd bylo synonimem stowa Izrael. Komentarze te
zaklasyfikowano jako nowy antysemityzm. W znaczacej wiekszosci z nich oskarzano Zydéw
kolektywnie za dziatania Paristwa lzrael.

» Wsrdd antysemickich treéci bardzo popularne okazaty sie stereotypy. Przypisywanie Zydom
bogactwa i chciwosci okazato sie najczestszym stereotypem. Wsrdd kategorii KLASYCZNY
STEREOTYP dominujgcymi komentarzami byty te przedstawiajgce Zydéw jako ztych.

* Bardzo duzo antysemickich tresci zwigzanych byto z atakowaniem panstwa Izrael za dziatania
prowadzone na Bliskim Wschodzie, zwtaszcza w Strefie Gazy.

» Stosunkowo niewiele pojawito sie tresci mogacej zostac¢ zaklasyfikowanej jako NAWOLYWANIE
DO PRZEMOCY.

* Z fatwoscia mozna wskaza¢ jakie wydarzenia byty zapalnikami do fali antysemickich
komentarzy. Niewielka liczba antysemickich tresci pojawiata sie w mniejszych kategoriach lub
zupetnie bez kontekstu. Niemniej, zupetnie neutralne tresci rowniez bywaty pretekstem do
antysemickich komentarzy.

* W jezyku polskim bardzo tatwo tworzyé antysemickie stowa do nazywania Zydéw i edytowaé
juz istniejace, zeby byty trudniej wychwytywane przez automatyczne filtry. A analizowanym
materiale pojawito sie wiele. Sfowa te zwykle sg tatwe do zrozumienia i nie jest problemem
domyslenie sie, ze chodzi wiasnie o spotecznos¢ zydowska.

* Stowo ZYD czesto pojawiato sie w negatywnym kontekscie jako wyzwisko. Wielokrotnie stuzyto
do obrazenia kogo$, obnizenia poziomu zaufania do tej osoby lub instytucji, co jest
niepokojgcym zjawiskiem.

* Duza ilo$¢ tresci antysemickich dotyczyta teorii konspiracyjnych. Wcigz silny jest w Polsce mit
zydokumny i utozsamianie Zydéw z Rosji z wing za komunizm w Polsce.
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* Czestym zjawiskiem byto krytykowanie politycznych wydarzen (bez wzgledu na partie i strone
politycznego sporu) i wigzanie ich z kontrolowaniem przez zydéw jesli byly nietozsame z
pogladami osoby komentujacej. Czesto doszukiwano sie Polskiej polityce Zydowskich
wptywow.
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Wprowadzenie

Celem badania byta analiza zmian w internetowych narracjach antysemickich po 7 pazdziernika
2023 r. - ataku terrorystycznym Hamasu na Izrael 1 pdzniejszej wojnie. Wydarzenia te
doprowadzity do wzrostu antysemityzmu w catej Europie, co spowodowato konieczno$¢ zbadania,
jak ewoluowaly internetowe narracje antysemickie. Opracowanie metodologii i kategorii
badawczych zostato zakonczone pod koniec 2023 r. i na poczatku 2024 r., a badania rozpoczgty
si¢ wiosng 2024 r.

Rozpoznanie i zdefiniowanie antysemityzmu w odniesieniu do Izraela, tj. rozréznienie migdzy
uzasadniong a nieuzasadniong krytyka Izraela, stato si¢ szczegolnie trudne od 7 pazdziernika.
Nasze badania opieraja si¢ na roboczej definicji antysemityzmu Miedzynarodowego Sojuszu na
rzecz Pamieci o Holokauscie (IHRA)?, ktora jest akceptowana przez 43 kraje i kilka organizacji
miedzynarodowych, w tym UE i wigkszos¢ jej panstw cztonkowskich.

Badanie zostato przeprowadzone jednoczesnie w czterech krajach - na Wegrzech, we Wioszech,
w Polsce i Rumunii - przy uzyciu tej samej metodologii. Skoncentrowano si¢ na tresciach
tekstowych, w tym artykutach, komentarzach i postach na Facebooku. Tresci zostaly zebrane za
pomoca oprogramowania do nastuchiwania spoteczno$ciowego ze stron internetowych i stron na
Facebooku najbardziej odpowiednich krajowych mediéw w pigciu kategoriach: media niezalezne
(gtownego nurtu), media stronnicze/nadmiernie stronnicze, tabloidy glownego nurtu, strony
lewicowe, strony skrajnie prawicowe i fatlszywe wiadomosci/spiskowe strony. Proces skrobania
byt kierowany stowami kluczowymi zaprojektowanymi w celu wykrywania tre$ci antysemickich.
Cztery podstawowe stowa kluczowe - Zyd, Izrael, Holokaust i syjonizm/syjonistyczny - byly
uzywane we wszystkich krajach w ich lokalnych jezykach. Dodatkowo uwzgledniono stowa
kluczowe specyficzne dla danego kraju. W jezykach, w ktorych stowa te moga mie¢ rozne
zakonczenia, po ich podstawowych formach umieszczono gwiazdke (*), umozliwiajac
gromadzenie wynikow dla wszystkich odmian 1 zakonczen.

Badanie koncentrowato si¢ na okresie od 1 do 15 kwietnia zaré6wno w 2023 r., jak 1 2024 1., a w
kazdym kraju przeanalizowano prawie 7 000 tresci. Wszystkie treSci zostaly zbadane przez
krajowe zespoty badawcze i sklasyfikowane jako antysemickie, potencjalnie antysemickie (tresci,
ktore mozna interpretowac zaré6wno jako antysemickie, jak 1 nie antysemickie), niezrozumiate lub
nie antysemickie.

Opierajac si¢ na publicznie dostgpnych zrodiach — takich jak badania, raporty z badan i artykuly
naukowe — zdefiniowano pie¢ gldwnych kategorii narracji antysemickich: klasyczne stereotypy
antysemickie, konspiracyjny antysemityzm, tradycyjny antysemityzm oparty na religii, negowanie
1 znieksztalcanie Holokaustu oraz nowy antysemityzm (antysemityzm oparty na krytyce Izraela).

! Robocza definicja antysemityzmu opracowana przez IHRA: https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/robocza-
definicja-antysemityzmu-przyjeta-przez-miedzynarodowy-sojusz-na-rzecz-pamieci-o-holokauscie
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Oprocz tego utworzono dwie dodatkowe kategorie: mowe nienawisci 1 wezwania do przemocy
wobec Zydow. Kazda tre$¢ zostala doktadnie przeanalizowana i przypisana do jednej lub wiecej z

tych kategorii.
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1. Zakres tresci antysemickich w krajowym zbiorze danych

1.1 Zakres tresci antysemickich w zbiorze danych

Tresci antysemickie i potencjalnie antysemickie byty obecne w 47% polskiego zbioru danych.
Sposrod 7054 tresci 3128 zostato oznaczonych jako antysemickie, 191 jako potencjalnie
antysemickie, 3110 jako nie antysemickie, a 625 jako niezrozumiate.

Fig.1. Odsetek tresci antysemickich w petnym zbiorze danych.

@

3%

m Antysemicki = Potencjalnie antysemicki = Niezrozumiaty = Nie antysemicki

1.2 Rozktad badanych tresci

Zdecydowana wiekszo$¢ antysemickich tresci pojawita sie w komentarzach. Okoto 78%
pobranych tresci stanowity komentarze (5500), okoto 16,2% posty (1143), a 5,8% artykuty (411).
Antysemickie narracje pojawiaty sie gtdwnie w komentarzach, z ktérych ponad 51,6% (2840) byto
antysemickich, 2,9% (162) z nich zostato oznaczonych jako potencjalnie antysemickie, 36,6%
(2014) jako nie antysemickie, a okoto 8,8% (484) jako niezrozumiate. Jesli chodzi o artykuty, 84,4%
(347) zostato oznaczonych jako nie antysemickie, 5,6% (23) jako antysemickie, 0,5% (2) jako
potencjalnie antysemickie, a 2,9% (12) jako niezrozumiate. 23,2% (265) postéow zostato
oznaczonych jako antysemickie, 2,4% (27) jako potencjalnie antysemickie, 11,3% (129) jako
niezrozumiate, a 63,2% (722) jako nie antysemickie.
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Fig.2. Rozktad réznych typdw tresci badanych w petnym zestawie danych.
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1.3 Antysemityzm w réznych rodzajach mediow

Przy wiekszej liczbie danych w 2024 r. zaréwno liczba, jak i odsetek tresci antysemickich wzrosty
w wiekszosci kategorii mediow, z wyjatkiem stron lewicowych i fake newsowych/konspiracyjnych,
w ktorych odsetek tresci antysemickich pozostat niezmieniony, oraz stron mediéw gtéwnego
nurtu, w ktdrych odsetek tresci antysemickich nieznacznie spadt.

Tresci antysemickie (w tym zaréwno antysemickie, jak i potencjalnie antysemickie) byty
najbardziej rozpowszechnione na stronach tabloidéw pod wzgledem ilosci (1853 fragmenty tresci
w ciggu dwdch lat tgcznie), ale proporcjonalnie tresci te pojawiaty sie najczesciej na stronach
stronniczych/bardzo stronniczych (59,5%), fatszywych wiadomosci/konspiracyjnych (59,4%) i w
niezaleznych mediach gtéwnego nurtu (54,3%). lloSciowo ilos¢ antysemickich tresci w tych
kategoriach byfa zréznicowana (658 fragmentéw na stronach tabloidéw, 495 na stronach mediéw
gtéwnego nurtu i tylko 180 fragmentdéw na stronach fatszywych wiadomosci/konspiracyjnych).
Najmniej tresci antysemickich i potencjalnie antysemickich znaleziono na stronach skrajnie
prawicowych (132 fragmenty, 29,9%). Dane ze stron lewicowych byty prawie nieobecne w polskim
zbiorze danych.
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Fig.3. Obecnos¢ tresci antysemickich w réznych kategoriach mediéw.
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2. Przeglad i zakres réznych rodzajow tresci antysemickich

2.1 Tresci zawierajgce antysemickie narracje

W ramach koncepcyjnych badania zidentyfikowano pieé¢ gtéwnych narracji antysemickich. W
ramach kazdej z tych gtéwnych narracji zdefiniowano réowniez podnarracje.

e Klasyczne stereotypy: Narracje historycznie zakorzenione w antysemickich
uprzedzeniach. Obejmujg one nienawi$¢ do Zyddéw opartg na ich istnieniu jako istot
ludzkich, a nie tylko jako wyznawcéw religii zydowskiej. Czynig to poprzez sprzeczng
logike, ktdra postrzega Zyddéw zaréwno jako zbyt poteznych, jak i stabych, a nawet
podludzi. Klasyczne stereotypy obejmujg na przyktad to, ze Zydzi s3 zli, chciwi,
nielojalni lub ktamig?.

e Tradycyjny, oparty na religii antysemityzm (antyjudaizm): Tradycyjna judeofobia
oparta na religii lub tradycyjny antysemityzm odnosi sie do antyzydowskich nastrojow
zakorzenionych w przekonaniach zwigzanych z postrzegang religig i tradycjami
chrzescijanskimi lub zydowskimi. Tradycyjne, oparte na religii narracje antysemickie
obejmujg na przyktad mord rytualny/morderstwo dzieci, zabdjstwo lub Zydéw jako
satanistow3.

e Konspiracyjny antysemityzm: Teorie spiskowe utrwality antysemickie przekonania,
sugerujac, ze Zydzi wywierajg nadmierny wptyw dla osobistych korzysci i spiskujg w
celu zdominowania sfer, takich jak: media, polityka i gospodarka. Wiele z tych teorii
jest zakorzenionych w antysemickim micie ,ukrytej reki” i obwinia Zydéw lub
podmioty postrzegane jako zydowskie za najgorsze tragedie na Swiecie, takie jak
podzeganie do wojen, a nawet wywolywanie COVID-19. Konspiracyjne narracje
antysemickie obejmujg na przyktad zydowskg wtadze/kontrole, zydokomune, teorie
Wielkiego Zastepstwa lub teorie Nowego Porzadku Swiata®.

e Zaprzeczanie i znieksztatcanie Holokaustu: Zaprzeczanie lub znieksztatcanie
Holokaustu ma na celu zaprzeczanie lub fatszywe przedstawianie faktdw historycznych
dotyczacych nazistowskiego ludobdjstwa narodu zydowskiego. Zaprzeczanie
Holokaustowi obejmuje negowanie skali lub metod stosowanych przez nazistéw i ich
sojusznikdw podczas Holokaustu. Zaprzeczanie i znieksztatcanie Holokaustu promuje
fatszywy poglad, ze Zydzi wymyslili lub wyolbrzymili Holokaust i czerpali z niego
korzysci. Narracje negujgce i znieksztatcajgce Holokaust obejmujg na przyktad

2 Matthias J. Becker et al., "Antisemitic Comments on Facebook Pages of Leading British, French,

and German Media Outlets”, Humanities & Social Sciences Communications 9, 2022
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC9520959/#Fn3; Matthias J. Becker et al., "Decoding
Antisemitism " Palgrave Macmillan, 2024, p. 11, 13; ADL Antisemitic Myths. https://antisemitism.adl.org/

3 11diko6 Barna et al., "Survey of Antisemitic Prejudices in the Visegrad Countries - Research Report”, Tom Lantos
Institute, 2022, p. 13.

https://tomlantosinstitute.hu/files/en-205-sapvc-20220420-done-rc-online-new.pdf

4 11diko6 Barna et al., "Survey of Antisemitic Prejudices in the Visegrad Countries - Research Report”, Tom Lantos
Institute, 2022, pp. 13-14.

https://tomlantosinstitute.hu/files/en-205-sapvc-20220420-done-rc-online-new.pdf
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obwinianie Zydéw za Holokaust lub przedstawianie Holokaustu jako pozytywnego
wydarzenia®.

e Nowy antysemityzm: Nowy antysemityzm odnosi sie do wyrazania antyzydowskich
nastrojow skierowanych przeciwko lzraelowi. Kluczowa funkcja nowego
antysemityzmu jest umozliwienie wyrazania antysemickich pogladéw w sposéb, ktory
wydaje sie politycznie akceptowalny. Nowy antysemityzm definiujemy za pomoca
testu 3D Natana Sharansky'ego: demonizacja, podwdjne standardy i delegitymizacja.
Nowy antysemityzm obejmuje na przyktad analogie z
nazizmem/apartheidem/kolonializmem, twierdzenie, ze Izrael jest panstwem
terrorystycznym lub ze Izrael ma wptyw na media®. ’

Najbardziej rozpowszechniong kategoria narracji w polskich danych byt nowy antysemityzm,
pojawiajacy sie w 18% (1268 fragmentow) badanych tresci. Na drugim miejscu znalazty sie konspiracyjne
narracje antysemickie, obecne w 12,8% (902 fragmenty) zbioru danych. Klasyczne stereotypy znalazty sie
na trzecim miejscu z 7,5% (526 fragmentdéw), podczas gdy negowanie i znieksztatcanie Holokaustu byto
obecne w 4,3% (124 fragmenty), a tradycyjny antysemityzm oparty na religii pojawit sie w 1,8% (70
fragmentdow) badanych tresci.

Fig.4. Odsetek antysemickich kategorii narracyjnych w petnym zbiorze danych.

Nowy antysemityzr | 5.0
Konspiracyjny antysemityzm _ 12,8%
Klasyczne antysemickie stereotypy _ 7,5%

Zaprzeczanie i znieksztatcanie
0,
Holokaustu - 1,8%

Tradycyjny antysemityzm oparty na 0
religii W 0%

0,0% 5,0% 10,0% 15,0% 20,0%

Chociaz odsetek tresci antysemickich pozostat mniej wiecej taki sam, wiekszos¢ kategorii narracji
proporcjonalnie spadfa. Liczba narracji z kategorii nowy antysemityzm wzrosta jednak
czternastokrotnie, co daje proporcjonalny wzrost ponad trzykrotny. llo$é tresci w poréwnaniu z

5 IHRA Working Definition of Holocaust Denial and Distortion (2013).
https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-holocaust-denial-distortion
5 ADL Antisemitic Myths: Anti-zionism https:/antisemitism.adl.org/anti-zionism/

7 ADL Antisemitic Myths: Anti-zionism https://antisemitism.adl.org/anti-zionism/
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innymi narracjami wzrosta do 2024 r., ale proporcjonalnie nieznacznie spadta, przy czym klasyczne
stereotypy wykazaty bardziej zauwazalny spadek

Fig.5. Odsetek zgtoszer antysemickich w zbiorze danych za lata 2023 i 2024 (osobno).
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2.2 Tresci antysemickie poza kategoriami

Oprdcz powyzszych kategorii antysemityzmu, w badaniu przeanalizowano dwa inne rodzaje tresci
antysemickich: mowe nienawisci i wezwania do przemocy.

e - Mowa nienawisci: Tresci o antyzydowskim, nienawistnym charakterze i/lub oparte na
antysemickich stwierdzeniach.

e - Podzeganie do przemocy: Tresci nawotujgce do wszelkiego rodzaju przemocy wobec
Zydow.

Fig.6. Odsetek kategorii antysemickich poza narracjami w petnym zbiorze danych.
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Mowa nienawisci byta stosunkowo powszechna w polskim zbiorze danych, pojawiajac sie w 8,5%
(603 elementy) tresci, z niewielkim spadkiem proporcji do 2024 roku. Tresci nawotujace do
przemocy wobec Zydéw réwniez pojawity sie w okoto 2,2% (158 elementéw) danych. Ich ilo$é
wzrosta do 2024 r., a proporcjonalnie ich zasieg pozostat niezmieniony.

Fig.7. Odsetek kategorii antysemickich wykraczajgcych poza narracje w zbiorach danych z 2023 i 2024 r. (osobno).
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3. Rodzaje tresci antysemickich w badanych danych

3.1 Antysemickie narracje

3.1.1 Nowy antysemityzm

Wiodgcymi mediami w tej kategorii s3 WYKOP (posty i komentarze), TV REPUBLIKA (posty i
komentarze) oraz DO RZECZY (posty i komentarze), ale zaskakujace jest to, ze tyle samo
przyktaddw z tej kategorii pojawito sie na WYBORCZA.PL (same komentarze), co na DO RZECZY.
Jesli chodzi o artykuty, to pojawity sie one w tej kategorii w takich mediach jak NEON 24 i MAGNA
POLONIA.

Najpopularniejszg kategorig w opracowywanym materiale byt NOWY ANTYSEMITYZM.
Najpopularniejszg podkategorig jest uznanie lzraela za kraj terrorystyczny. W tej podkategorii
pojawito sie wiele komentarzy oskarzajgcych lIzrael o popetnianie ludobdjstwa i zbrodni
wojennych w Strefie Gazy oraz eliminowanie Palestyinczykdw. lzraelczycy byli czesto nazywani
mordercami. Pojawity sie oskarzenia o tortury, préby zagtodzenia Palestyriczykdw na $mier,
czystki etniczne i wywotanie Il wojny $wiatowej. Pojawity sie gtosy, ze celem lzraela byto
zamordowanie kazdego Palestynczyka co do ostatniego. lzraelczycy byli czesto nazywani
barbarzyricami, terrorystami, bandytami lub przestepcami. Dziatania lIzraela w Palestynie
nazywano rowniez masakrg ludnosci cywilnej. Pojawito sie wiele oskarzeh o mordowanie przez
Izrael kobiet i dzieci oraz ogdlnie niewinnych cywilow. Kilkakrotnie pojawiaty sie wyliczenia, a
takze pordwnania z liczbg ofiar (kobiet i dzieci) po stronie ukraifskiej w wojnie z Rosja. Izrael
nazywany byt krajem brutalnym i agresywnym, byt poréwnywany do Rosji, a czasem nawet
nazistowskich Niemiec. Narracja, ktéra czasami sie pojawiata, wskazywata na prowokacje lzraela,
aby zosta¢ zaatakowanym i miec¢ pretekst do ataku na inne kraje. Atak 7 pazdziernika byt rowniez
postrzegany przez niektére osoby jako prowokacja do ataku na Palestyne. Co wiecej, wydarzenie
w polskim parlamencie, gdzie Grzegorz Braun, skrajnie prawicowy polityk i antysemita, zgasit
Swiece chanukowe gasnicg podczas obchoddw Chanuki, byto pordwnywane do dziatan Izraela i
réznych reakeji polskich politykdw na zbrodnie na Bliskim Wschodzie.

Wiele antysemickich komentarzy w tej kategorii pojawito sie w kontekscie $mierci
polskiego pracownika organizacji humanitarnej w Strefie Gazy. Wydarzenie to oraz komentarze
ambasadora lzraela do zaistniatej sytuacji wywotaty fale krytyki, czesto bardzo agresywnej i
odnoszacej sie réwniez do kategorii MOWA NIENAWISCI. Izrael zostat w tym kontekscie nazwany
krajem terrorystycznym. Pojawito sie wiele komentarzy, ze dziatania te zostaty przeprowadzone z
premedytacjg, celowo, ze Izrael z zimng krwig mordowat pracownikéw organizacji humanitarnych.

Wydarzeniem, ktére byto réwniez szeroko komentowane, byt iraiski atak na lzrael po
izraelskim bombardowaniu irariskiej ambasady w Syrii. Wiele komentarzy odnosito sie réwniez do
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Zydéw i dziatan panstwa lzrael, ale te komentarze zostaty uwzglednione w innej podkategorii
opisanej pdznie;j.

Komentarze zwigzane z tg kategorig czesto zawieraty fragmenty z kategorii ,tabu
krytycyzmu" lub "podwdjne standardy"”, gdzie réwniez byty klasyfikowane. Wiele oséb
negatywnie komentowato bierno$¢ spotecznosci miedzynarodowej i brak wyraznego sprzeciwu
ze strony innych krajow. Wskazywano na dysproporcje w liczbie lzraelczykéw zabitych przez
Hamas w pazdzierniku 2023 r. i Palestyficzykow zabitych przez Izrael. Komentatorzy pisali réwniez,
ze lzrael robi co chce, jest bezkarny i choé tamie prawa cztowieka i prawo miedzynarodowe, nie
ponosi zadnych konsekwencji z powodu amerykanskiego wsparcia i finanséw. Unia Europejska,
NATO i Stany Zjednoczone zostaty oskarzone o bycie straznikami ludobdjstwa i wspieranie zbrodni
wojennych. Réwniez polski rzad zostat za to skrytykowany.

Narracja wielu komentarzy koncentrowata sie wyfacznie na cierpieniu i Smierci cywiléw
podczas dziatan wojennych i przedstawiata dziatania Izraela jako przestepcze i mordercze. W
nieantysemickich komentarzach pojawiata sie rowniez narracja o walce Izraela z terroryzmem i
Hamasem. Jednak w antysemickich komentarzach wydawato sie, ze mordowanie cywiléw jest
gtownym celem lzraela.

Wiekszo$¢ komentarzy w kategorii Zbiorowa odpowiedzialno$é¢ Zydéw za Izrael réwniez
opisywata dziatania Izraela jako terrorystyczne, ale zamiast |zraela pisano, ze Zydzi s3 terrorystami,
mordercami i ludobdjcami. W tej podkategorii bombardowania Palestyny, $mier¢ kobiet i dzieci
przypisywano po prostu Zydom, nie oddzielajac ich od panstwa Izrael. Antysemityzm i nienawi$¢
do Zydéw bardzo czesto usprawiedliwiano izraelskimi dziataniami wojennymi. Zydom
przypisywano odpowiedzialno$é za zbombardowanie konwoju humanitarnego w Strefie Gazy, w
ktorym zginat Polak, a takze odpowiedzialnos¢ za atak Iranu na lzrael jako konsekwencje dziatan
zydowskich. Te dwa wydarzenia wydajg sie byé réwniez najbardziej wyzwalajgce. Zydzi byli czesto
nazywani antysemickimi wyzwiskami, co zostato wigczone do kategorii MOWY NIENAWISCI.

Inng popularng podkategorig byto "lzrael jest odpowiedzialny za konflikt arabsko-
izraelski/Hamas-lzrael". Kategoria ta obejmowata oskarzanie Izraela (czasami takze Zyddéw, jak
wspomniano wczesniej) o finansowanie Hamasu i budowanie jego potegi, a wydarzenia z tym
zwigzane byty pdzniej opisywane jako konsekwencje tego. Dziatania Izraela byty czesto opisywane
jako prowokacyjne i nie pozostawiajgce Iranowi i Hamasowi innej opcji niz zaatakowanie lzraela.
Czesto pojawiaty sie komentarze, ze Izrael sam zorganizowat pazdziernikowy atak Hamasu na
Izrael, aby mieé pretekst do rozpoczecia wojny. Izrael byt wowczas oskarzany o masakre wtasnych
obywateli. Polityka lzraela byfta rowniez opisywana jako agresywna wobec innych krajéw, co
musiato zakonczyé sie konfliktem. Wydarzenia, ktére wywotaty najwieksze poruszenie to konflikt
Izraela z Iranem i iranski atak rakietowy na lzrael po zbombardowaniu iranskiej placéwki
dyplomatycznej w Syrii przez lzrael, a takze sytuacja w Strefie Gazy. lzrael zostat oskarzony o
wytgczng odpowiedzialno$é za sytuacje w Strefie Gazy, bardzo zte, nieludzkie warunki zycia i
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doprowadzenie do tego tylko po to, aby wyeliminowac Palestynczykéw z tego terytorium. Osoby
komentujace pisaty, ze od 1948/poczatku lzraelczycy mordowali ludzi i dokonywali ludobdjstwa
Palestynczykéw ["Holocaust"], budowali nielegalne osiedla na ich terenie, bombardowali obozy
dla uchodzcéw. Bardzo czesto nazywali ich okupantami.

W kategorii NOWY ANTYSEMITYZM wiele tresci dotyczyto réwniez podkategorii "analogia
nazistowska". Wiele komentarzy po prostu nazywato lzrael lub Zydéw nazistami. Sytuacje w
Strefie Gazy czesto poréwnywano do Il wojny Swiatowej i budowy getta, a Strefe Gazy
nazywano obozem koncentracyjnym stworzonym przez lzrael. Pisano o gtodzeniu Palestynczykow
i mordowaniu "niewinnych ludzi", zwtaszcza dzieci. Powszechne w tej podkategorii byto
poréwnywanie Izraela i Zydéw do SS, a nawet pisanie, ze Hitler byt lepszy i mordowat mniej lub
ze Zydzi/lzraelczycy sie od niego nauczyli. Metody prowadzenia wojny byly bardzo czesto
poréwnywane do tych stosowanych przez nazistowskie Niemcy.

Kategorie "analogia nazistowska" i "oskarzanie lzraela o Holokaust" byty trudne do
rozrdznienia, ale oskarzanie lzraela o dziatania takie jak Holokaust przeciwko Palestyriczykom w
kilku miejscach byto jednoznaczne. Dziatania w Strefie Gazy nazwano Holokaustem 2.0, a
Izraelczykdw - nazistami.

W kategorii NOWY ANTYSEMITYZM pojawito sie kilka kolejnych podkategorii, w mniejszej
liczbie niz poprzednie. Pojawity sie  "Tabu krytyki" i "Podwdjne standardy", w ktérych swiat
zostat oskarzony o biernos¢ w odpowiedzi na zbrodnie lIzraela, milczenie ONZ, brak wiarygodnych
informacji ze Swiatowych mediéw w obawie przed krytyka Izraela. Podkategoria "lzraelski wptyw
na media" zawierata réwniez komentarze o celowym ukrywaniu dziatan Izraela w mediach i
kontroli, jaka Zydzi i Izrael majg nad mediami na $wiecie. Izrael byt opisywany jako zto,
przypisywano mu zte intencje, a ludzi nazywano barbarzyficami. Delegitymizacja Izraela
wystepowata réwnie czesto jak demonizacja. Jeden z gtdwnych politykédw skrajnej prawicy, znany
ze swoich antysemickich komentarzy i wydarzenia w polskim parlamencie, gdzie gasit swiece
chanukowe gasnica podczas obchoddéw Chanuki - Grzegorz Braun - okreslit Izrael jako "panstwo
potozone w Palestynie". Narracja ta byta powtarzana kilkukrotnie jako oczywista informacja, ze
Izrael okupuje ziemie Palestyny i nie powinien tam powstaé. Pojawity sie gtosy, ze Izrael powinien
znikng¢ z mapy Swiata, a ziemie, na ktdrych sie znajduje, powinny wrécié¢ do Palestyny.
Kwestionowano réwniez prawo do utworzenia panstwa lzrael po |l wojnie Swiatowej. "Analogia
kolonializmu" nie pojawita sie w ogble, a "analogia apartheidu" pojawita sie tylko dwa razy.
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Fig.8. Subnarracje kategorii narracji antysemickiej: Nowy antysemityzm.
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3.1.2 Konspiracyjny antysemityzm

Wiodgcymi mediami w tej kategorii s9 WYKOP, TV REPUBLIKA i DO RZECZY, ale takze NCZAS (we
wszystkich ty¢ mediach tylko komentarze). Jesli chodzi o artykuty, to pojawity sie one w tej
kategorii w takich mediach jak NEON 24, W POLITYCE i MAGNA POLONIA.

Kolejng kategorig, ktéra okazata sie bardzo popularna jest "Konspiracyjne". Najwiecej
treéci pojawito sie w podkategorii "Zydowska kontrola/wfadza", ale wiele zaklasyfikowanych tu
komentarzy pasowato réwniez do podkategorii "Teoria nowego porzadku swiata". Okazato sie, ze
najczestszym komentarzem w catym badanym dokumencie byta reklama ksigzki "patriotycznej".
Komentarz miat charakter rekomendacyjny. Byt dtugi i streszczat ksigzke, ktdra wedtug autora
komentarza jest zakazana przez cenzure, ale dostepna do pobrania online. W komentarzu
napisano, ze za powstaniem wiekszosci partii politycznych w Polsce stojg Zydzi, ale takze Niemcy
i Amerykanie. Wszystkie te trzy grupy rzekomo kontrolujg polski system polityczny. Dowodem na
zydowska kontrole nad polskg politykg ma by¢ wspdlne sSwietowanie Chanuki w Sejmie,
jednogtosne potepienie czynu Brauna (skrajnie prawicowego posta, ktéry zgasit Swiece
chanukowe gasnica podczas obchoddéw Chanuki w Sejmie), jednogtosne przekazanie 100 min zt
na renowacje cmentarza zydowskiego w Warszawie. Komentarz ten pojawit sie w rdznych
kontekstach, na wielu portalach. Gtéwnie w kategorii fake news/konspiracja oraz w mediach
prawicowych. Ponadto czesto pojawiaty sie komentarze na temat GAZETY WYBORCZE)
(popularnego ogdlnopolskiego opiniotwoérczego dziennika spoteczno-politycznego o profilu
centro-liberalnym) i jego redaktora naczelnego Adama Michnika (ktéry wywodzi sie z
nieformalnego zwigzku przedwojennego dziatacza i dziataczki komunistycznych o pochodzeniu
zydowskim. Byty polityk, dziennikarz historyk). Gazeta w wielu komentarzach byta oskarzana o
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sterowanie przez Zydéw, w wulgarny sposdb zmieniano jej nazwe. GAZETE WYBORCZA oskarzano
o manipulacje, stosowanie zydowskich metod, nazywano zydowska gazetg dla Polakdéw.
Odmoéwiono jej rowniez prawa do komentowania niektdrych wydarzen, poniewaz jest gazetg
zydowska. TVN (najpopularniejsza polska komercyjna stacja telewizyjna) réwniez zostata
oskarzona o zydowskg kontrole. Takze polscy politycy byli oskarzani o bycie pod zydowskim
wptywem, zwtaszcza Andrzej Duda, Donald Tusk, Radostaw Sikorski (ten ostatni gtéwnie z powodu
swojej zony). Osoby komentujgce sugerowaty, ze poniewaz ci bojg sie Zyddw, nie potepiajg lzraela
za jego zbrodnie i nie krytykujg ambasadora Izraela w Polsce. Co wiecej, podejrzewano, ze Zydzi z
Ameryki sterujg polska lub izraelska polityka i finansujg dziatania Izraela.

Zydowska kontrola byta czesto wspominana w komentarzach na temat Unii Europejskiej,
nazywajac ja NEUROPA. Caty swiat, USA i NATO byty réwniez wielokrotnie postrzegane jako
rzgdzone przez Zydéw. Oskarzano polskich politykéw o podlizywanie sie Zydom, ale tez méwiono,
ze sg Zydami, aby ich zdyskredytowaé (komentarze uzywajace stowa Zyd jako obelgi byty
klasyfikowane jako MOWA NIENAWISCI). Politykdw wspierajacych lzrael nazywano zdrajcami.
Komentarz, ktéry pojawiat sie wielokrotnie, dotyczyt historii Polski z 1944 roku, kiedy to Zydzi z
Moskwy (lewicowi) wystali do Polski innych Zydéw, ktérzy zostali umieszczeni w kluczowych
miejscach, takich jak media, szkoty filmowe, prokuratura, sady, aby stworzy¢ nowe rzady i
uruchomié rosyjski plan. Komentarz méwi, ze w polskiej polityce nadal sg Zydzi - z Platformy
Obywatelskiej (PO) lub Prawa i Sprawiedliwosci (PiS).

Pojawito sie wiele komentarzy na temat zydowskiej kontroli. Mozna w nich przeczyta¢, ze
Zydzi kontrolujg np. banki, media, wszelkiego rodzaju instytucje. Produkty izraelskiej produkcji sg
oskarzane o szpiegowanie i oszustwa, podobnie jak sami Zydzi. Wiele komentarzy sprowadzato
sie do zdania - Zydzi sa wszedzie na $wiecie i decydujg o wszystkim. Czasami wigzaty sie z
wezwaniami do bojkotu lzraela i izraelskich produktéw.

Pojawito sie réwniez wiele komentarzy w podkategorii "ZYDOKOMUNA", poniewaz nadal
istnieje przekonanie, ze komunizm zostat stworzony przez Zydéw. Czasami byto to uzywane do
obrazania lub dyskredytowania kogo$. "Zydzi to komunisci" bylo bardzo popularnym
komentarzem.

Duze poruszenie wsréd komentatorow wywofata wizyta ukrainskiego prezydenta w Polsce.
Wiekszos¢ komentarzy skupiata sie na zydowskim pochodzeniu Zetenskiego ("wredny ukrainski
Zyd", "rosyjski Zyd") oraz na tym, ze Zydzi wywotali wojne w Ukrainie. Osoby komentujace
podnosity kwestie braku przeprosin za rzezie Polakdw na Wotyniu i w Galicji Wschodniej. Czesto
wigzano to z MOWA NIENAWISCI i WZYWANIEM DO PRZEMOCY.
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Podkategorie, ktore praktycznie sie nie pojawiaty lub pojawity sie raz, bez wiekszego
znaczenia, to "Protokoty Medrcéw Syjonu”, "lluminaci", "Wielka teoria zastepstwa", "Soros".
Kontekstami, w ktérych najczesciej pojawiaty sie komentarze z tej kategorii, byty polskie wybory i
ogdlnie polska polityka. Wydarzenia na Bliskim Wschodzie miaty marginalne znaczenie, cho¢
$Smier¢ polskiego pracownika organizacji humanitarnej w Strefie Gazy pojawita sie jako kontekst
w kilkudziesieciu przypadkach. Pojawito sie kilka komentarzy dotyczacych powigzar Zydéw z
pandemig "COVID 19".

Fig.9. Subnarracje kategorii narracji antysemickiej: Konspiracyjny antysemityzm.
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3.1.3 Klasyczne stereotypy

Wiodacymi mediami w tej kategorii sg WYKOP, WYBORCZA, TV REPUBLIKA i DO RZECZY.
Kategoria "Klasyczny stereotyp" byta popularng kategorig. Najliczniejsza z nich byto
przedstawianie Zydéw jako ZtYCH. Byly to opisy poszczegdlnych sytuacji, w ktérych osoby
pochodzenia zydowskiego zachowywaty sie w okreslony sposéb, co miato byé dowodem na to, ze
wszyscy Zydzi sg zli i niesympatyczni (np. zty sedzia = "zydowski sedzia"). W tej podkategorii
pojawit sie klasyczny mechanizm dziatania stereotypdw. Wszyscy Zydzi byli opisywani przez
pryzmat poszczegélnych sytuacji. Kilka komentarzy méwito o roznoszeniu chordb, co brzmi jak
narracja z lat trzydziestych. Pojawity sie rowniez komentarze, ze Zydzi nienawidzg Polakdw, a
czasami pojawialy sie komentarze, ze Zydzi nienawidza wszystkich. Wiele komentarzy
okresdlajacych Zydéw jako mordercéw, zbrodniarzy i terrorystéw miescito sie w kategorii
przypisywania Zydom odpowiedzialnosci za dziatania panistwa lzrael, jeéli kontekst wypowiedzi
odnosit sie do konfliktu na Bliskim Wschodzie. Pojawita sie tez narracja, ze ludzie maja Zydéw doé¢
wszedzie na $wiecie i nic dziwnego, ze inne kraje wypedzajg ich od siebie. Zydzi byli réwniez
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oskarzani o bycie przyczyng wiekszosci probleméw na swiecie. Czesto wigzato sie to z MOWA
NIENAWISCI i WZYWANIEM DO PRZEMOCY.

Duza podkategorie stanowity rowniez komentarze odnoszace sie do klasycznego
stereotypu Zyddw - "Chciwoé¢/Zamoznosé". Pojawito sie tu m.in. nazywanie kogo$ Zydem, bo jest
skapy, ale tez narracja, ze Zydzi robig wszystko dla pieniedzy, ze zalezy im tylko na biznesie, ze
uwazajg, ze caty Swiat jest im winien jakies pienigdze i ze cenig pienigdze ponad ludzkie zycie, a
nawet kradng. Pojawity sie sugestie, ze Zydzi oskarzaja o Holokaust tylko po to, by dostaé
odszkodowanie. W jezyku polskim bardzo czesto pojawia sie tez stowo "POZYDZIC" - oznacza, ze
ktos jest troche chciwy i nie chce wydawaé na co$ pieniedzy. Pojawito sie ono réwniez w
opracowywanym materiale.

Odnoszenie sie do Zydéw jako INNYCH réwniez pojawito sie w tej kategorii. W niektdrych
przypadkach oddzielano Zydéw polskiego pochodzenia od Polakéw, méwiono o zydowskich
nazwiskach i o tym, ze Zydzi zmieniaja je na polskie, aby wtopic sie w Polakéw, podczas gdy Polacy
nigdy nie zmieniajg swoich nazwisk na zydowskie. Z drugiej strony doszukiwano sie zydowskiego
pochodzenia, by wyttumaczy¢ czyjes zte zachowanie. Pojawialy sie réwniez komentarze
graniczace z dehumanizacja. Zydzi byli tez okre$lani jako wrogowie Polski, osoby, ktére chcg Polske
zniszczy¢. Pisano tez, ze zaden Polak nie zostat porwany przez Hamas, a osoby porwane to Zydzi
urodzeni w Polsce.

W podkategorii "Oszustwo i klamstwo" pojawiaty sie komentarze, ze Zydom nie mozna ufa¢, bo
ktamig, oszukujg, sg zdrajcami, ale tez portale i gazety nazywano zydowskimi, by obnizyé poziom
zaufania do nich. Byfo to zwigzane z tzw. zydowska propaganda, ale takze z kategoriag NOWEGO
ANTYSEMITYZMU.

Mniej znaczacymi podkategoriami byty "Nielojalnosé¢/dwulicowos$¢" i "Tabu krytyki". W
podkategorii "Tabu krytyki" wiekszos¢ tresci dotyczyta braku krytyki ze strony spotecznosci
miedzynarodowej wobec dziatan lIzraela, dlatego komentarze te zostaty wtgczone do kategorii
NOWY ANTYSEMITYZM. Wedtug komentujgcych Zydzi sg "nietykalni". Tylko kilka przyktadéw
pojawito sie w tej kategorii.

Wéréd niesklasyfikowanych treséci znalazty sie komentarze, ze Zydzi sg antypolscy, kilka o
zaprzeczaniu istnieniu antysemityzmu w Polsce, wstawianie sie za postem antysemitg, ktdry zgasit
Swiece chanukowe w Sejmie. Byty tez te zwigzane z wyglagdem, gtdwnie dotyczgce ksztattu nosa.
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Fig.10. Subnarracje kategorii narracji antysemickiej: Klasyczne stereotypy.
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3.1.4 Zaprzeczanie i znieksztatcanie Holokaustu

Najwiecej tresci z tej kategorii pojawito sie na portalu WYKOP (posty i komentarze). Kolejne
miejsca zajety: WYBORCZA (komentarze), TV REPUBLIKA (komentarze), MAGNA POLONIA
(komentarze).

Nastepng w kolejnosci pod wzgledem ilosci tresci kategorig byto "Zaprzeczanie lub
znieksztatcanie Holokaustu". Nie byta to zbyt liczna kategoria (okoto kilkudziesieciu komentarzy).
Pojawiaty sie tu gtéwnie narracje oskarzajace Zydéw o wspétudziat w Holokauscie ("obwinianie
Zydéw"), ich biernos¢ w czasie wojny, przykfady tego, jak Zydzi zabijali innych Zydéw w obozach
czy kolaborowali z nazistami, ale byty tez historie Zydéw zabijajacych Polakéw, by udowodnié, ze
nie zastugujg na miano ofiar Holokaustu. Pojawita sie teoria, ze Hitler byt finansowany przez
bogatych Zydéw. Holokaust byt kilkukrotnie przedstawiany jako pozytywne wydarzenie. Pojawiaty
sie réwniez pytania o liczbe zydowskich ofiar Holokaustu oraz oskarzenia pod adresem
spotecznosci zydowskiej o zawtaszczanie cierpienia podczas Il wojny swiatowej i prowadzenie
narracji, ze Zydzi byli jedynymi ofiarami. Trudno powiedzie¢ doktadnie, jakie wydarzenia wywotaty
takie komentarze, bo byto ich stosunkowo niewiele, ale czesto dyskutowano ogdlnie o Il wojnie
Swiatowej, rocznicy powstania w getcie warszawskim i wojnie na Ukrainie - oskarzano Ukrairncéw
o bycie gtdwnymi sprawcami Holokaustu oraz prowadzono narracje, ze Polacy nie zabijali Zydéw
("Rozmycie odpowiedzialnosci"). Bardzo popularny byt argument, ze Zydzi wykorzystuja
Holokaust do wiasnych celéw, zwtaszcza do rekompensaty finansowej.
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Fig.11. Subnarracje kategorii narracji antysemickiej: Zaprzeczanie i znieksztatcanie Holokaustu.
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3.1.5 Tradycyjny antysemityzm oparty na religii

Najwiecej tresci z tej kategorii pojawito sie na WYKOP (posty i komentarze). Nastepne w kolejnosci
byty DO RZECZY (komentarze), NEON 24 (komentarze).

"Tradycyjny antysemityzm oparty na religii" byt niewielkg kategorig. Kilkanascie
komentarzy odnosito sie gtdwnie do satanizmu i Szatana lub bogobdjstwa. Podobna liczba
komentarzy dotyczyta nasmiewania sie z judaizmu i wygladu ortodokséw oraz tego, ze religia
zydowska jest zta lub dziwna. Autorzy pisali réwniez, ze Zydzi ktamig lub "opowiadajg ktamstwa"
w odniesieniu do swojej religii. Czasami pojawiaty sie odniesienia do "Zyda jako "innego" (w
sensie religijnym)". Kilka komentarzy dotyczyto pedofiléw w szkotach rabinicznych. Wskazywaty
one na Talmud i wynikajace z niego zte traktowanie nie-Zydéw. Nieznaczna liczba komentarzy
dotyczyta kategorii "Mord rytualny/Morderstwo dzieci". Wiekszg kategoria okazato sie
"bogobdjstwo". Po prostu powtdrzono fraze, ze Zydzi zabili Jezusa.
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Fig.12. Subnarracje kategorii narracji antysemickiej: Tradycyjny antysemityzm oparty na religii.
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3.2 Tresci antysemickie poza kategoriami

3.2.1 Przemoc na tle antysemickim

Najwiecej mowy nienawisci pojawia sie w komentarzach. Najczesciej mowa nienawisci
sprowadzata sie do nazywania Zydéw w obrazliwy sposéb lub uzywaniu stowa ZYD jako wyzwisko
i stosowania go w celu obrazenia innych. Najwiecej mowy nienawisci pojawiato sie w mediach
znanych jako tabloidy. Dzieje sie tak gtdéwnie dlatego, ze strony, na ktérych antysemityzm pojawiat
sie najczesciej, sg tworzone przez uzytkownikédw. Tematy, ktére wywotaty duze poruszenie i gdzie
pojawito sie najwiecej mowy nienawisci to atak Iranu na lzrael, sytuacja, w ktérej skrajnie
prawicowy, antysemicki polityk zgasit Swiece chanukowe gasnicg w polskim parlamencie, film
Agnieszki Holland o imigrantach, rocznica katastrofy lotniczej w Smolensku, Wizyta Zetenskiego
w Polsce, cata sytuacja wokét smierci polskiego pracownika organizacji humanitarnej w Strefie
Gazy, ktéry zginat od izraelskiego ostrzatu i zwigzane z tym wydarzeniem stowa ambasadora
Izraela w Polsce, a takze niewtasciwa - zdaniem piszgcych - reakcja polskich politykdw na dziatania
Izraela. Komentarze czesto miaty tez charakter nawotywania do przemocy. W tej kategorii znalazty
sie rowniez antysemickie zarty i powiedzenia.

3.2.2 Przemoc na tle antysemickim

Nawotywanie do przemocy okazato sie kategorig, w ktdrej pojawito sie niewiele komentarzy.
Kontekstem, w ktdrym pojawito sie ich najwiecej, byt iranski atak na lzrael oraz wywiad
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ambasadora lzraela w Polsce po tym, jak polski wolontariusz zginagt w Strefie Gazy. Pojawity sie
m.in. gtosy, ze Zydzi powinni zgina¢ lub ze powinni zostaé zbombardowani przez Iran. Powtarzaty
sie wezwania do wydalenia Zydéw z krajéw, w ktérych mieszkaja, zwtaszcza ambasadora Izraela
w Polsce, wezwania do ich eksterminacji/zabicia, zerwania stosunkéw dyplomatycznych czy
unicestwienia panstwa lzrael. Wigzato sie to z komentarzami moéwigcymi o ludobdjstwie
Palestyriczykéw. Dos¢ czesto pojawiaty sie rowniez wezwania typu "Jebaé Zydéw". Pojawiaty sie
takie komentarze jak: "Jebaé zydowskie kanalie", "Jebac tych semickich bandytéw" czy "Jebac
izraelskich terrorystéw”. Co wiecej, osoby autorskie chciaty wykluczy¢ Izrael z réznych rozgrywek
sportowych. W tej kategorii lzrael byt czesto poréwnywany do Rosji czy nawet nazistowskich
Niemiec. Komentarze miaty réwniez charakter MOWY NIENAWISCI. Jedli chodzi o media, to
najwiecej przyktadéw "nawotywania do przemocy" pojawito sie w TV REPUBLIKA i WYKOP.

3.3 Tematy wyzwalajace antysemityzm

Tematami, ktore wydajg sie by¢ gtdwnymi wyzwalaczami antysemickich tresci sg konflikty na
Bliskim Wschodzie, ktére mozna podzieli¢ na wezsze konteksty. Jednym z najbardziej popularnych
jest atak rakietowy Iranu na lzrael, gdzie najwiecej tresci pojawito sie w kategorii NOWY
ANTYSEMITYZM, a mniej, cho¢ nadal sporo HATE SPEACH. Wydarzeniem silnie zwigzanym z
sytuacja na Bliskim Wschodzie, ktore stanowito kontekst dla antysemityzmu, jest Smieré polskiego
pracownika organizacji humanitarnej w Strefie Gazy, ktdéry zgingt po ostrzale przez izraelskie
wojsko samochodu nalezgcego do organizacji CETRAL KITCHEN. Wydarzenie to wygenerowato
zdecydowanie najwiecej antysemickich komentarzy. Mozna je podzieli¢ na mniejsze konteksty
(wypowiedzi ambasadora lzraela w Polsce, wywiad z nim, wypowiedzi ambasadora Palestyny,
pogrzeb pracownika organizacji humanitarnej, zadanie przez polskich politykdw przeprosin i
zado$céuczynienia od Izraela). Sytuacja ta wywotata réwniez wiele komentarzy o Zydach jako tych
ztych (STEREOTYP KLASYCZNY), a takze oskarzenia o zydowskie wptywy wsrdd polskich politykow
(KONSPIRACYIJNY).

Duze poruszenie wsrdd osdb komentujgcych wywotata wizyta ukrainskiego prezydenta w Polsce.
Wiekszos¢ komentarzy skupiata sie na zydowskim pochodzeniu Zetenskiego ("wredny ukraifski
Zyd", "rosyjski Zyd") oraz na tym, ze Zydzi wywotali wojne w Ukrainie. Pisarze podnosili kwestie
braku przeprosin za rzezie Polakéw na Wotyniu i w Galicji Wschodnie]. Czesto wigzano to z MOWA
NIENAWISCI i WZYWANIEM DO PRZEMOCY.

Bardzo zapalnym wydarzeniem okazato sie réwniez zgaszenie przez skrajnie prawicowego,
antysemickiego polityka Grzegorza Brauna z partii Konfederacja swiec chanukowych gasnicg w
polskim parlamencie (kiedy w Sejmie obchodzono swieto Chanuka). Ukaranie posta antysemity
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réwniez byto bodZzcem wyzwalajgcym antysemickie komentarze. Nalezy dodaé¢, ze poset Grzegorz
Braun jest znany ze swojego antysemityzmu i antyukrainskiego podejscia. Jest on postrzegany jako
polityk prorosyjski, a jego zachowanie nie miato zadnego zwigzku z konfliktem izraelsko-
palestyiskim. Gdziekolwiek pojawiato sie stowo "lzrael", mozina byto spodziewaé sie
antysemickich tresci. Wiele oséb zdecydowanie i jednoznacznie oskarzato Zydéw o dziatania
Izraela i stowa te czesto byty uzywane zamiennie. W komentarzach czasami pojawiata sie nie tylko
nienawi$¢ do Zydow, ale takie do muzutmandw, czesto obie narracje w jednym komentarzu.
Antysemickie komentarze pojawiaty sie takze wtedy, gdy ktos chciat obnizy¢ czyjg$ wiarygodnosé,
zdyskredytowaé poprzez nazywanie Zydem, ale takie obnizy¢ zaufanie do pewnych treéci,
zwtaszcza do GAZETY WYBORCZEJ ("zydowska gazeta"). Przypisywanie zydowskich korzeni
politykom w Polsce, szukanie zydowskich przodkéw czy modyfikowanie ich nazwisk, by brzmiaty
zydowsko, miato podobny cel, niezaleznie od tego, czy komentarz byt prawdziwy, czy nie (np. w
przypadku zony Radostawa Sikorskiego). Nie ma znaczenia, po ktérej stronie sporu politycznego
w Polsce stat dany polityk. Pretekstem do antysemickich komentarzy stat sie takze film Agnieszki
Holland o kryzysie uchodZcznym na granicy z Biatorusig oraz rocznica katastrofy smolenskie;j.

Niejednokrotnie kontekst, tj. post lub artykut nie miat zwigzku z Izraelem, Zydami czy ogédlnie
Bliskim Wschodem, ale w komentarzach pojawiat sie antysemityzm. Mdgt odnosi¢ sie do
wewnetrznej polskiej polityki, Swigt czy macierzynstwa.

Sporo antysemityzmu pojawito sie takze w kontekscie réznych wydarzen w Polsce. Wybory,
sytuacja gospodarcza, poparcie dla Ukrainy, ceny paliw, ustawa aborcyjna. Mniej, cho¢ wcale nie
mato, w kontekscie Il wojny swiatowej. Temat Holokaustu wywotywany byt zwykle przy okazji
kategorii NOWY ANTYSEMITYZM.

3.4 Stowa kodowe uzywane w odniesieniu do Zydéw, przyktady

parchy, pasozydy, zydowstwo, zydoszczyny, pejsy, zydki, zydzioszki, zymianie, zydéwy, zydajstwo,
zydy, zydowizna, rzymianie, zydostwo, garbate nosy, izraelska/zydowska dziwka/kurwa, rzydzi,
szabesgoje, syjonistyczny nowotwér, obrzezany qutas, starozakonny, zydto, 7ydowski, 7zydy,
7ydzi, zydojebancy

W polskich komentarzach mozna znalez¢ wiele powtarzajgcych sie stéw opisujacych Zydéw. Kilka
z nich jest wyraznie popularnych. Do najczesciej pojawiajgcych sie stow nalezy stowo PARCHY.
Bardzo pogardliwe, silnie kojarzace sie z chorobg. Innym bardzo popularnym stowem jest stowo
PEJSY. Réwnie popularnym stowem jest stowo ZYMIANIE lub RZYMIANIE. Stowa te zostaty
stworzone w celu ominiecia cenzury internetowej. Innym sposobem na ominiecie cenzury jest
pisanie 7YD.
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Wiele innych stéw to czesto zdrobnienia uzywane w sposdb pogardliwy. Te stowa to ZYDKI,
ZYDZIOSZKI, ZYDOWECZKI. Pojawity sie tez augmentatywy wyrazéw i rézne inne formy stowa
ZYDZI (ZYDY, ZYDOWSTWO, ZYDOSTWO, ZYDOWY, ZYDtA, ZYDOWIZNY, ZYDAJSTWO). Pojawito
sie réwniez kilka kombinacji stowa ZYD z innymi stowami. Na przykfad potaczenie stéw ZYDZI i
PASOZYTY - PASOZYDZI. Inng kombinacjg byto potaczenie stéw ZYDZI i SZCZYNY (wulgarnie o
moczu) - ZYDOSZCZYNY. Byto tez kilka modyfikacji nazwisk politykdw. Na przykfad... od nazwiska
polskiej bylej premier Beaty Szydio (ZYDtO) czy Wotodymyra Zetenskiego (JEWLENSKI lub
ZYDENSKI). Zdarzaty sie réwniez przypadki uzywania nazw krajéw okreslanych jako kontrolowane
przez Zydéw. Polska - POLIN, Ukraina - UKROPOLIN, EU-NEUROPA czy UNIA JEW-ROPEJSKA.
Bardzo czesto nazywano ludzi ZYDAMI, aby im umniejszy¢, zdyskredytowac lub po prostu obrazic.
Wielu politykom przypisywano w ten sposéb zydowskie korzenie. Ktétnie miedzy uzytkownikami
réwniez czesto koriczyly sie nazywaniem siebie nawzajem ZYDAMI w celu obrazenia.
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4. Podsumowanie

Zaskakujaco duzo antysemityzmu pojawito sie w Polskim internecie. Platformg gdzie byto go
najwiecej byt zdecydowanie WYKOP.PL. Liczba antysemickich tresci stanowita niemal potowe
catego antysemickiego kontentu. Strona ta nie wydaje sie dostatecznie dobrze kontrolowac tresci
zamieszczanych tam przez osoby komentujgce. Niemniej, trudno jest automatycznie kontrolowac
i usuwac tresci antysemickie, poniewaz w jezyku polskim tatwo jest tworzy¢ nowe stowa o
charakterze antysemickim lub modyfikowac juz istniejagce w taki sposéb, zeby nie byty
wychwytywane przez filtry. Zeby filtry byty skuteczniejsze nalezatoby co jakié czas dokona¢
monitoringu medidw i znalez¢ nowe stowa uzywane do rozpowszechniania antysemickich tresci.

Bardzo duzo antysemickich tresci dotyczyto polskiej polityki, co oznacza, ze stereotypy zwigzane
z Zydami sg wcigz bardzo zywe i popularne. Stowo ZYD uzywane byto czesto do obrazania innych,
a jakiekolwiek niezadowolenie z opinii lub pogladéw politycznych innych oséb byto czesto taczone
z zydowska kontrolg. Nawet zupetnie btahe i neutralne tematy mogty by¢ zapalnikiem. Sytuacji
takich nie byto wiele, ale zdarzaty sie na tyle czesto, ze dato sie to zauwazy¢.

Biezgce wydarzenia na bliskim wchodzie wygenerowaty fale antysemickich komentarzy. Przez
ostatnie lata grupa silnie antagonizowang przez poprzedni rzad Prawa i Sprawiedliwosci byli
Muzutmanie (gtdwnie uchodzcy), dlatego zaskakujgca jest liczba komentarzy antysemickich w
kontekscie konfliktu na bliskim wschodzie. Zdarzaty sie réwniez antymuzutmanskie komentarze,
a nawet antymuzutmanskie i antysemickie w jednym, ale to wcigz duza liczba antysemickich i
takich gdzie osoby komentujgce kibicowaty na przyktad Iranowi podczas bombardowania Izraela.

Analiza materiatu pokazata réwniez jak powszechne jest utozsamienie wszystkich Zydéw z
Izraelem. Czesto pojawiaty sie treéci gdzie stowo ZYD byto synonimem stowa IZRAEL.

Stereotypowe myslenie na temat spotecznosci zydowskiej rowniez okazato sie powszechne.
Postrzeganie Zyddw przez pryzmat pojedynczych przypadkdw i przypisywanie cech pojedynczych
0s06b catemu narodowi pojawiato sie wielokrotnie. Wcigz za mato jest w Polsce edukacji na temat
stereotypdéw i rozbrajania mechanizméw ich powstawania. Mato uczy sie miodziez i osoby
doroste strategii kontrolowania stereotypdw i korzystania z nich w sposdéb swiadomy.

Temat Zydow w Polsce jest wcigz bardzo polaryzacyjny. Z duzym prawdopodobieristwem pojawig
sie tresci antysemickie kiedy temat artykutu lub posta bedzie dotyczyt wydarzen na Bliskim
Wschodzie lub bezposrednio Zydéw.
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5. Metodologia

Badanie miato na celu zbadanie antysemickich narracji w internetowych tresciach tekstowych —
takich jak komentarze, artykuty i posty na Facebooku — przed i po 7 pazdziernika 2023 roku.
Przeanalizowali$my tresci ze stron internetowych i stron na Facebooku wczeséniej zdefiniowanych
medidw. Tresci zostaty zebrane za pomocg oprogramowania do nastuchu spotecznego w oparciu
o wczesniej zdefiniowane stowa kluczowe, obejmujgce ten sam okres zaréwno w 2023, jak i 2024
roku. Badanie zostato przeprowadzone w czterech krajach (Wegry, Wtochy, Polska i Rumunia)
przez krajowe zespoty badawcze koordynowane przez Political Capital, przy uzyciu tej samej
metodologii.

Definicja antysemityzmu

Podstawg badan byta robocza definicja antysemityzmu opracowana przez International Holocaust
Remembrance Alliance (IHRA): , Antysemityzm to okre$lone postrzeganie Zydéw, ktére moze sie
wyrazac jako nienawisé¢ do nich. Antysemityzm przejawia sie zarédwno w stowach, jak i czynach
skierowanych przeciwko Zydom lub osobom, ktére nie sg Zydami, oraz ich wiasnosci, a takze
przeciw instytucjom i obiektom religijnym spotecznosci zydowskie].”. Szczegétowe wyjasnienie
definicji wraz z przyktadami jest dostepne na stronie internetowej IHRAS.

5.1 Gromadzenie danych

W naszym badaniu przeanalizowalismy internetowe tresci tekstowe: artykuty, posty i komentarze
ze stron internetowych i stron na Facebooku. Dane zostaty zebrane za pomocg oprogramowania
SentiOne. SentiOne pobiera dane w okres$lonych ramach czasowych, z podanych Zrédet
medialnych w oparciu o podane stowa kluczowe.

5.1.1 Stowa kluczowe

Zdefiniowalismy cztery stowa kluczowe, ktérych uzywaliSmy do identyfikacji potencjalnie
istotnych treéci we wszystkich krajach: 1) Zydzi, 2) lzrael, 3) Holokaust, 4) syjonizm/syjonisci.
Ponadto uwzgledniliémy konkretne stowa kluczowe istotne dla kazdego kraju. W Polsce byty to:
zymianie, mycki, pejsy i parchy. W jezykach, w ktérych stowa te mogg mieé rézne koncéwki,
uzyliémy podstawowej formy stow kluczowych, a nastepnie gwiazdki (*). Takie podejscie
pozwolito SentiOne zidentyfikowa¢ wyniki dla wszystkich odmian i zakoriczen stdw kluczowych.

5.1.2 Monitorowane Zrddta

Dzieki wktadowi krajowych zespotéw badawczych Political Capital zidentyfikowat sze$é
kategorii medidéw internetowych do monitorowania tresci: 1) media niezalezne (gtéwnego

8 Robocza definicja antysemityzmu opracowana przez IHRA: https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/robocza-
definicja-antysemityzmu-przyjeta-przez-miedzynarodowy-sojusz-na-rzecz-pamieci-o-holokauscie
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nurtu), 2) tabloidy gtébwnego nurtu, 3) media (hiper-)stronnicze, 4) strony
prawicowe/dalekoprawicowe, 5) fatszywe wiadomosci/spiskowe strony, 5) strony
lewicowe/dalekoprawicowe. ZebraliSmy strony dla kazdej kategorii we wszystkich krajach, w
tym strony internetowe mediéw i strony na Facebooku. We wszystkich krajach wybralismy
trzy rodzaje medidw z kazdej kategorii z najwiekszg liczbg wynikéw dla naszych stéw
kluczowych w tym samym okresie. W Polsce monitorowalismy strony internetowe i strony na
Facebooku nastepujgcych mediow:

e Maedia niezalezne (gtéwnego nurtu): gazeta.pl; Wyborcza.pl; Oko press.
Analizowane w projekcie media gtoéwnego nurtu mozna okresli¢ jako
prodemokratyczne. Dwa najwazniejsze portale (gazeta.pl i wyborcza.pl) nalezg do
jednej spotki, trzeci powstat przy wsparciu tej spétki i ma charakter informacyjno-
opiniotwdrczy. Media te s3 silnie kojarzone z politykg lewicowg i centrowg. Nie
publikujg tresci antysemickich, ale pod ich artykutami pojawiajg sie antysemickie
komentarze.

e Strony skrajnie prawicowe: Fronda.pl; Magna Polonia; Tygodnik Solidarnosé. Sg to
media spoteczno-polityczne o profilu konserwatywnym. Odwotujg sie do
nauczania Kosciofa katolickiego. Niektére z nich budzg kontrowersje nawet na
prawicy.

e Mainstreamowe tabloidy: Fakt; Super Express; Wykop. Dwa z nich majg charakter
rozrywkowy, plotkarski, ale takze dostarczajg wiadomosci lokalnych i
ogolnopolskich dotyczacych zycia celebrytéw, a takze zdrowia, kultury, biznesu,
polityki, sportu i spraw spotecznych. Portale te sg niezwykle popularne i zazwyczaj
plasujg sie w czotdwce polskich rankingdw czytelnictwa. Jednym z nich sg jednak
wiadomosci spoteczne. Wigze sie z nimi wiele kontrowersji. Jest tworzony przez
spotecznosé.

e Fatszywe wiadomosci/strony konspiracyjne: Najwyzszy Czas; W Realu 24; neon24.
Maja charakter informacyjno-publicystyczny o tematyce spoteczno-politycznej. Sg
prawicowe, antyunijne, a osoby z nimi zwigzane znane sg rowniez z antysemickich
komentarzy. Sg silnie zwigzane ze skrajng prawicg. Uzywajg specyficznego jezyka.
Jawig sie jako media, ktdre nie milczg i méwig prawde.

e Media (hiper-)stronnicze: tv republika; dorzeczy; wpolityce. media informacyjne i
publicystyczne. Analizowane portale majg charakter konserwatywny z silnie
widocznym poparciem dla tradycji chrzescijanskich. Pozycja portali w politycznym
spektrum w Polsce jest jasna i jawig sie one jako jednoznacznie prawicowe.
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e Strony lewicowe/skrajnie lewicowe: Lewicza. Niewiele jest medidw, ktdre s3
jednoznacznie lewicowe. Ten, ktory wzigt udziat w badaniu, réwniez nie jest zbyt
popularny.

5.1.3 Okres monitorowania

Opierajac sie na naszych wczesniejszych doswiadczeniach w kodowaniu tresci tekstowych do
wczesdniej zdefiniowanych kategorii oraz zasobach dostepnych dla projektu, postawiliSmy sobie za
cel przeanalizowanie 7 000 fragmentdw tresci w kazdym kraju. Poniewaz chcieliémy zbadac
zmiany w narracjach antysemickich po 7 pazdziernika 2023 r., wybralismy ten sam okres zaréwno
w 2023 r,, jak i 2024 r. Okreslono to poprzez zidentyfikowanie kraju z najmniejszg iloscig danych
dla naszych stéw kluczowych i obliczenie, ile dni byto potrzebnych, poczawszy od wybranej daty
(w tym przypadku 1 kwietnia), aby pobrane dane w tym kraju przekroczyty 7 000 fragmentéw
tredci. W rezultacie gromadzenie danych we wszystkich krajach zostato ustandaryzowane do tych
samych ram czasowych: 1 kwietnia i 15 kwietnia, godzina 13:00.

5.1.4 llo$¢ przeanalizowanych danych

Przefiltrowaliémy kazdy zbiér danych, aby uwzgledni¢ ponad 7000 fragmentéw tresci,
zachowujgc oryginalne proporcje stéw kluczowych, zrédet (stron internetowych i stron na
Facebooku) oraz lat w zbiorze danych. Podejscie to zaowocowato nastepujacymi
proporcjami catkowitego pobranego zbioru danych analizowanego w kazdym kraju:
Rumunia — 100%, Wegry — 73%, Wtochy — 44% i Polska — 35%.

We wszystkich krajach ilos¢ danych zebranych w 2024 roku byta wyzsza niz w 2023 roku.
Najmniejszy wzrost odnotowano na Wegrzech, gdzie dane wzrosty okoto péttora raza w
2024 roku. W Rumunii dane wzrosty prawie trzykrotnie, w Polsce prawie pieciokrotnie, a
we Wioszech prawie siedmiokrotnie. We wszystkich krajach wiekszos¢ danych stanowity
komentarze.

llo$¢ danych rdznita sie rdwniez miedzy krajami w zalezno$ci od kategorii medidw:

e Wegry: Wiekszos¢ danych pochodzita ze stron skrajnie prawicowych, a nastepnie z
medidéw gtéwnego nurtu, stronniczych mediéw, tabloidéw i minimalnych danych
ze zrédet konspiracyjnych i lewicowych.

e Witochy: Wiekszo$¢ danych pochodzita z medidéw gtdwnego nurtu, a nastepnie
tabloiddw, stronniczych mediow, zrodet lewicowych i konspiracyjnych, przy bardzo
niewielkiej ilosci danych ze stron skrajnie prawicowych.

e Polska: Wiekszos¢ danych pochodzita z tabloidéw, a nastepnie stronniczych

medidw, medidw giéwnego nurtu, stron skrajnie prawicowych, stron
konspiracyjnych i bardzo niewiele ze zrédet lewicowych.
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e Rumunia: Wiekszo$¢ danych pochodzita z medidow gtdwnego nurtu, a nastepnie ze
stron konspiracyjnych, tabloidéw, Zrédet skrajnie prawicowych, stronniczych
medidw i niewielkiej ilosci danych ze zrédet lewicowych.

Badana zawartos¢ w kategoriach mediow
) . Catkowita | Catkowita
Giownego | Skrajnie . ) ) . . L L
. Konspiracyjne | Stronnicze | Tabloidy |Lewicowe ilos¢ ilos¢
nurtu prawicowe
danych/rok | danych
2023 671 1300 38 626 130 22 2787
Wegry
2024 1410 1949 49 646 86 81 4221 7008
2023 704 1 9 19 142 15 890
Witochy
2024 4987 38 151 284 518 185 6163 7053
2023 310 137 51 63 674 1 1236
Polska
2024 601 224 253 1041 3697 2 5818 7054
Rumunia | 2023 809 191 469 85 293 0 1847 7012

5.2 Kodowanie danych

5.2.1 Ramy koncepcyjne

Korzystajac z publicznie dostepnych zasobdéw, takich jak badania, raporty z badan, artykuty
naukowe itp., Political Capital opracowat ramy koncepcyjne w celu zdefiniowania teoretycznego
tta badan. Oprécz stwierdzenia, ze badania opieraty sie na roboczej definicji antysemityzmu IHRA,
dokument ten doktadnie przedstawiat gidwne kategorie antysemickich narracji i podnarracji, na
ktorych opieraty sie badania. Wszyscy partnerzy mieli mozliwosé przedyskutowania,
skomentowania i uzupetnienia tresci ram koncepcyjnych. Ramy koncepcyjne zostaty réwniez

omowione z cztonkami Rady Doradczej projektu BOND i ekspertami zewnetrznymi.

5.2.2 Finalizacja metodologii i stworzenie przewodnika metodologicznego

Sfinalizowanie metodologii badan wymagato wielu dyskusji — w tym konsultacji z ekspertem
bedgcym cztonkiem Rady Doradczej BOND oraz kilku prob analizy i kodowania tekstow
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internetowych na rézne sposoby. Na podstawie tych wysitkdw ustalono ostateczne kategorie
kodowania danych. Zdefiniowano cztery klasyfikacje dotyczgce charakteru tresci:

1. Antysemickie — tresci, ktore zawieraty co najmniej jedng narracje antysemicka.

2. Potencjalnie antysemickie — tresci, ktore zawieraty narracje, ktérg mozna interpretowac
zarowno jako antysemicka, jak i nie antysemicka, lub ktére wydawaty sie antysemickie tylko w
Swietle kontekstu (artykutu/postu, na ktéry odpowiadaty)

3. Niezrozumiate — tresci, ktére byty niezrozumiate (ta kategoria dotyczyta prawie wytacznie
komentarzy).

4. Nie antysemickie — tresci, ktdre nie zawieraty zadnych antysemickich narracji.

W oparciu o ramy koncepcyjne zidentyfikowano pie¢ gtéwnych kategorii narracji antysemickich, z
ktorych kazda zawiera podkategorie (szczegdty i definicje tych kategorii zostang opisane pézniej):
e Klasyczne stereotypy antysemickie
e Tradycyjny antysemityzm oparty na religii (antyjudaizm)
e Konspiracyjny antysemityzm,
e Zaprzeczanie i znieksztatcanie Holokaustu,
e Nowy antysemityzm (antysemityzm oparty na krytyce lzraela).

Zdefiniowano dwie dodatkowe kategorie: ,,mowa nienawisci” i ,,nawotywanie do przemocy”.
Proces kodowania zostat szczegétowo opisany w przewodniku metodologicznym.

W ramach procesu kodowania osoby kodujgce byty zobowigzane do udokumentowania
antysemickich zwrotéw zidentyfikowanych w tresci. W przypadku komentarzy musieli oni rowniez
rejestrowaé kontekst — w szczegdlnosci temat artykutu lub postu, pod ktérym komentarz zostat
napisany.

5.2.3 Szkolenie koderow

Po podzieleniu sie ramami koncepcyjnymi i przewodnikiem metodologicznym z krajowymi
zespotami badawczymi Political Capital zorganizowat spotkanie w celu wyjasnienia i omdwienia
tych dokumentéw i procesu oraz zapewnienia miejsca na pytania. W trakcie catego procesu
badawczego zespoty badawcze spotykaty sie regularnie w celu omowienia kwestii i pytan, ktore
pojawity sie w trakcie procesu badawczego.

Aby zapewni¢ wspdlne zrozumienie ram teoretycznych i zwiekszy¢ wiarygodnos$¢ badan - w
ramach ograniczen zasobow i mozliwosci zespotu — proces badawczy obejmowat faze uczenia sie.
Podczas tej fazy odfiltrowano 350 fragmentdw tresci ze zbioru danych, zachowujgc oryginalne
proporcje wynikéw wedtug stéw kluczowych, kategorii mediéw i roku. Uwzgledniono niewielka
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nadreprezentacje wynikéw dla stowa kluczowego ,lzrael”, opierajgc sie na zatozeniu, ze
identyfikacja nowego antysemityzmu bedzie najwiekszym wyzwaniem. W kazdym kraju dwdch
cztonkdw krajowych zespotéw badawczych kodowato te dane niezaleznie. Ich wyniki zostaty
nastepnie poréwnane, a rozbieznosci omdéwione w celu osiggniecia porozumienia. W
przypadkach, w ktérych nie moina byto osiggngé porozumienia, dano im mozliwosé
skonsultowania sie z Political Capital w celu uzyskania dalszych wyjasnien.

5.2.4 Proces kodowania

Kodowanie danych odbywato sie wedtug tej samej procedury we wszystkich krajach. Zespoty
krajowe otrzymaty swoje tresci w pliku Excel, ktéry zawierat wszystkie istotne wtasciwosci (np.
komentarz/artykut/post, date publikacji, Zzrédto, kontekst itp.) Podczas procesu kodowania
koderzy czytali sama tres¢, a w przypadku komentarzy badali réwniez kontekst.
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Wprowadzenie do projektu BOND

Projekt BOND (Building tOlerance, uNderstanding, and Dialogue across communities)® byt
realizowany od stycznia 2023 r. do grudnia 2024 r. na Wegrzech, we Wtoszech, w Polsce i Rumunii.
Jego gtéwnym celem bylo zajecie sie gteboko zakorzenionymi uprzedzeniami, nienawistnymi
postawami i zachowaniami w spofeczenstwie, szczegdlnie tymi wymierzonymi w europejskich
Zydéw. Projekt miat réwniez na celu wspieranie zrozumienia, tolerancji i dialogu. Duzy nacisk
potozono na edukacje mtodych ludzi na temat judaizmu i antysemityzmu, a takze promowanie
dialogu miedzykulturowego i miedzyreligijnego. Jego dziatania obejmowaty badania nad
antysemityzmem, monitorowanie antysemickich narracji, opracowywanie programow
edukacyjnych, szkolenie nauczycieli, organizowanie programéw edukacji i wymiany mtodziezy,
ufatwianie dialogu miedzywyznaniowego i miedzy spotecznosciami oraz organizowanie lokalnych
okragtych stotéw na temat tolerancji i integracji spotecznej. Projekt opierat sie na definicji
antysemityzmu opracowanej przez Miedzynarodowy Sojusz na rzecz Pamieci o Holokauscie
(IHRA)™,

® Webpage of the BOND project: https://www.bond-project.eu/

10 Robocza definicja antysemityzmu opracowana przez IHRA:
https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/robocza-definicja-antysemityzmu-przyjeta-przez-miedzynarodowy-
sojusz-na-rzecz-pamieci-o-holokauscie
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Analiza antisemitismului in Romania: Raport specific de tara

Rezultate relevante

Prin analiza a 7.012 materiale publicate in perioada 2023-2024, incluzand articole, postari si
comentarii, s-au dobandit noi perspective asupra discursului antisemitic din Romania si asupra
modului in care acesta a evoluat in raport cu evenimentele interne si externe ale perioadei.
Rezultatele indica o consecventa a discursului de natura conspirationistd, o crestere a unui val de
neo-antisemitism in urma evenimentelor din 7 octombrie, persistenta stereotipurilor
antisemitice clasice si influenta unor surse media asupra opiniei publice. Mai jos sunt prezentate
concluziile cheie ale analizei celor 7.012 materiale:

e Cu caracter antisemitic: 1.605 materiale (22,9%)

e Cu potential antisemitic: 256 materiale (3,7%)

¢ Neinteligibile: 366 materiale (5,2%)

o Fara caracter antisemitic: 4.785 materiale (68,2%)

Pe parcursul procesului de monitorizare, continutul antisemitic a fost clasificat in sapte categorii
principale pentru a intelege mai bine formele si temele abordate. Acestea includ: stereotipuri
clasice, care s-au perpetuat de-a lungul timpului, cu privire la evrei sau comunitati evreiesti;
antisemitism motivat prin traditie si religie, folosind argumente teologice sau acuzatii istorice;
continut conspirationist, care asociaza evreii cu interese ascunse si manipulari de ordin mondial;
negarea sau distorsionarea Holocaustului, incercand sa submineze, falsifice sau denatureze
adevaruri istorice; neo-antisemitism, care vizeaza Statul Israel sau sionismul drept pretexte
pentru insinuari cu un mai vast caracter; discursul instigator la urd, incluzand insulte explicite
sau atacuri verbale care au scopul de a dezumaniza; indemn la violenta, care incita sau aproba
daune Timpotriva evreilor sau comunitatilor evreiesti.
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Introducere

Cercetarea a avut ca scop analizarea schimbarilor in cadrul discursului antisemitic online dupa
data de 7 octombrie 2023 —marcata de atacul terorist al Hamas asupra Israelului si razboiul care
a urmat. Aceste evenimente au dus la o crestere a antisemitismului in Tntreaga Europa, ceea ce a
facut necesara examinarea modului in care discursul antisemitic din spatiul online a evoluat.
Elaborarea metodologiei de cercetare si a categoriilor a fost finalizata la sfarsitul anului 2023 si
inceputul anului 2024, iar cercetarea a inceput in primavara anului 2024.

Recunoasterea si definirea antisemitismului in raport cu Israelul, adica diferentierea dintre critica
legitima si cea ilegitima a Israelului, a devenit deosebit de dificila dupa 7 octombrie. Cercetarea
noastra se bazeaza pe definitia de lucru a antisemitismului elaborata de Alianta Internationala
pentru Memoria Holocaustului (IHRA)!, care este acceptatd de 43 de tari si de mai multe
organizatii internationale, inclusiv UE si majoritatea statelor sale membre.

Cercetarea a fost realizata simultan in patru tari — Ungaria, Italia, Polonia si Romania — utilizand
aceeasi metodologie. S-a concentrat pe continut scris, inclusiv articole, comentarii si postari pe
platforma Facebook. Continutul a fost colectat folosind tehnologii de monitorizare online aplicate
pe site-urile si paginile de Facebook ale celor mai relevante institutii media nationale din
urmdtoarele cinci categorii: media independenta (mainstream), media partizana/hiper-partizana,
tabloidele mainstream, site-uri de stanga, pagini de extrema-dreapta si site-uri de stiri
false/conspirationiste. Procesul de colectare a fost bazat pe cuvinte-cheie menite sa detecteze
continutul antisemitic. Patru cuvinte-cheie de baza — evreu, Israel, Holocaust si sionism/sionist —
au fost utilizate in toate tirile, in limbile locale respective. Tn plus, au fost incluse cuvinte-cheie
specifice fiecirei tiri. In limbile unde aceste cuvinte puteau avea terminatii diferite, formele de
baza au fost urmate de un asterisc (*), permitand colectarea rezultatelor pentru toate variatiile si
terminatiile.

Cercetarea s-a concentrat pe perioada 1-15 aprilie atat in 2023, cat si in 2024, cu aproape 7.000
de fragmente de continut analizate in fiecare tara. Toate fragmentele de continut au fost
examinate de echipele nationale de cercetare si clasificate ca fiind antisemitice, potential
antisemitice (continut care ar putea fi interpretat ca avand sau neavand caracter antisemitic),
neinteligibile sau fara caracter antisemitic. Pornind de la resurse publice disponibile—precum
studii, rapoarte de cercetare si articole stiintifice—au fost definite cinci categorii principale de
discursuri antisemitice: stereotipuri clasice antisemitice, teorii conspirationiste cu caracter

" Definitia de lucru a antisemitismului adoptata de IHRA:
https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/definitia-de-lucru-a-antisemitismului
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antisemitic, antisemitism traditional motivat prin religie, negarea si distorsionarea Holocaustului
si neo-antisemitism (antisemitismul bazat pe critica Israelului). in plus fatd de acestea, au fost
stabilite doua categorii suplimentare: instigarea la urda si indemnurile la violenta impotriva
evreilor. Fiecare unitate de continut a fost analizata in detaliu si atribuitda uneia sau mai multora
dintre aceste categorii.
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1. Volumul continutului antisemitic in totalul de date colectate la nivel
nationala

1.1 Volumul continutului antisemitic in totalul de date colectate

Continutul antisemitic si potential antisemitic a fost prezent in 27% din totalul de date colectate
in Romania. Dintr-un total de 7.012 de unitati de continut, 1.605 au fost etichetate ca
antisemitice, 256 ca potential antisemitic, 4.785 ca neavand caracter antisemitic si 366 ca fiind

neinteligibile.
Fig.1. Proportia de continut antisemit in setul complet de date.

= a%|

-

m Cu caracter antisemitic = Cu potential antisemitic

m Neinteligibil m Fara caracter antisemitic

1.2 Clasificarea continutului analizat

O mare parte din continutul extras a fost reprezentat de comentarii, iar majoritatea
continutului antisemitic a aparut in acestea. Aproximativ 75,4% din continutul descarcat a fost
sub forma de comentarii (5.288), aproximativ 19,2% au fost articole (1.346) si doar aproximativ
5,4% au fost postari pe Facebook (378). Discursul antisemitic a aparut predominant in comentarii,
dintre care peste 29% (1.567) erau antisemitice, 4,6% (247) erau cu potential antisemitic, 59%
(3.115) nu erau antisemitice si aproximativ 6,8% (359) nu erau inteligibile. in ceea ce priveste
articolele, 96% (1.296) nu au fost antisemitice, 2,7% (37) au fost antisemitice, iar 0,6% (9) au fost
potential antisemitice. Aproape toate postarile au fost lipsite de caracterul antisemitic, doar unul
fiind clasificat ca potential antisemitic si trei ca fiind de neinteles.
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Fig.2. Distributia diferitelor tipuri de continut examinate in setul complet de date.
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1.3 Antisemitism in diverse tipuri de media

Cea mai mare parte a continutului antisemitic a fost regasita in comentariile de pe paginile
independente (mainstream), urmate de site-urile media de stiri false. Cu mai multe date in 2024,
numarul de elemente de continut antisemitic a crescut, de asemenea, dar proportia lor a ramas
mai mult sau mai putin aceeasi in majoritatea categoriilor media, cu exceptia paginilor media
partinitoare, unde a crescut usor, si a site-urilor media mainstream, unde a inregistrat o usoara
scadere.

Continutul antisemitic (atat antisemitic, cat si potential antisemitic) a fost cel mai raspandit pe
site-urile media independente, din punct de vedere cantitativ (1.025 de articole), dar a
reprezentat procentual aproximativ un sfert din date (24,8%). Proportional, continutul antisemitic
a fost cel mai frecvent in paginile de extrema-dreapta (58,8%), in timp ce din punct de vedere
cantitativ a fost mai mic (297 de elemente de continut) decat in categoria anterioara. Acestea au
fost urmate de site-urile partinitoare/hiper-partizane (30,7%) si la un nivel destul de similar cu
site-urile de stiri false/conspirationiste (23%) si tabloidele mainstream (21,7%). Cu toate acestea,
atunci cand se analizeaza cantitatea totala de continut antisemitic, apar diferente mai mari: datele
de pe site-urile de stiri false/conspirationiste contineau cel mai mare numar de remarci antisemite
(327), wurmate de site-urile tabloidelor mainstream (147) si de paginile
partinitoare/hiperpartizane (65). Un singur continut fard caracter antisemitic a aparut pe site-
urile de stanga.
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Fig.3. Prezenta continutului antisemit in cadrul diferitelor categorii media.
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2. Analiza si dimensiunea diferitelor tipuri de continut cu caracter
antisemitic
2.1 Continut cu caracter antisemitic

Cadrul conceptual al cercetarii a identificat urmatoarele cinci tipuri principale de discurs
antisemitic. In cadrul fiecirei categorii principale au fost definite, de asemenea, subcategorii.

e Stereotipuri antisemitice clasice: Discursuri inradacinate istoric in prejudecatile
antisemitice. Acestea cuprind ura fata de evrei bazata pe existenta lor ca fiinte umane,
nu doar ca adepti ai religiei iudaice. Acest lucru se intamplda printr-o logica
contradictorie care ii vede pe evrei atat ca fiind prea puternici, cat si slabi sau chiar
subumani. Stereotipurile clasice includ, de exemplu, faptul ca evreii sunt rai, lacomi,
neloiali sau mincinosi.?

e Antisemitism motivat prin religie si traditie (anti-iudaism): ludeofobia traditionala
bazata pe religie, sau antisemitismul motivat prin traditie, se refera la sentimentele
antievreiesti inradacinate Tn credinte asociate fie cu religia si traditiile crestine, fie cu
cele evreiesti. Discursul antisemitic traditional, bazat pe religie, include, de exemplu,
conceptele de ritualuri sdngeroase si deicid sau faptul c3 evreii sunt satanici. 3

e Teorii conspirationiste cu caracter antisemitic: Teoriile conspiratiei au perpetuat
credintele antisemitice, sugerand ca evreii exercita o influenta nejustificata in scopuri
personale si conspird pentru a domina sfere precum mass-media, politica si economia.
Multe dintre aceste teorii isi au radacinile in mitul antisemitic al ,,mainii ascunse” si
dau vina pe evrei sau pe indivizi perceputi ca fiind evrei, pentru cele mai grave tragedii
ale lumii, precum instigarea la razboaie sau chiar invinuirea acestora pentru aparitia
COVID-19. Remarcile antisemitice conspirationiste includ, de exemplu,

2 Matthias J. Becker et al., "Antisemitic Comments on Facebook Pages of Leading British, French,
and German Media Outlets”, Humanities & Social Sciences Communications 9, 2022
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC9520959/#Fn3; Matthias J. Becker et al., "Decoding
Antisemitism " Palgrave Macmillan, 2024, p. 11, 13; ADL Antisemitic Myths. https://antisemitism.adl.org/
3 1ldiké Barna et al., "Survey of Antisemitic Prejudices in the Visegrad Countries - Research Report”, Tom
Lantos Institute, 2022, p. 13.
https://tomlantosinstitute.hu/files/en-205-sapvc-20220420-done-rc-online-new.pdf
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puterea/controlul evreilor, iudeo-comunismul, teoria marii inlocuiri* sau teoria noii
ordini mondiale®.®

e Negarea sau distorsionarea antisemitismului: Negarea sau distorsionarea
Holocaustului urmareste sa nege sau sa denatureze faptele istorice ale genocidului
nazist asupra poporului evreu. Negarea Holocaustului include negarea dimensiunii sau
a metodelor folosite de nazisti si de aliatii lor in timpul Holocaustului. Negarea si
denaturarea Holocaustului promoveaza ideea falsa ca evreii au inventat sau exagerat
Holocaustul si au profitat de pe urma acestuia. Tipurile de discurs care neaga si
denatureaza Holocaustul includ, de exemplu, invinuirea evreilor pentru Holocaust sau
prezentarea Holocaustului ca eveniment pozitiv.’

e Neo-antisemitism: Neo-antisemitismul se referd la exprimarea sentimentelor
antievreiesti la adresa Israelului. O functie cheie a noului antisemitism este de a
permite exprimarea opiniilor antisemitice intr-un mod care pare acceptabil din punct
de vedere politic. Noi definim noul antisemitism folosind testul 3D al lui Natan
Sharansky: demonizare, standarde duble si subminarea legitimitatii. Neo-
antisemitismul include, de exemplu, analogia cu nazismul/apartheidul/colonialismul,
afirmatia ca Israelul este un stat terorist sau ca Israelul are influenta asupra mass-
mediei. 8

Categoria cu cele mai multe ocurente identificata in datele din Romania a fost antisemitismul de tip
conspirationist, prezent in 31% (657 de materiale) din continutul analizat. Aceasta a fost urmata de neo-
antisemitism, prezent in 28% (584 de materiale). Stereotipurile clasice s-au clasat pe locul al treilea, cu
18,6% (392 de materiale), in timp ce antisemitismul bazat pe religie si traditie a aparut in 7% (146 de
materiale), iar negarea si distorsionarea Holocaustului in 5% (110 materiale).

4 Teoria Marii Inlocuiri este o teorie a conspiratiei inrddacinata in credinta c rasa albs este amenintata cu
disparitia de catre evrei si alte minoritati. Aceasta teorie, cunoscuta si sub numele de teoria inlocuirii albilor
sau teoria genocidului alb, sustine ca exista un efort intentionat, condus de evrei, de a promova imigratia in
masa a ne-albilor, casatoriile interrasiale si alte eforturi care ar duce la ,extinctia
albilor”. https://www.ajc.org/translatehate/great-replacement
5 Teoria Noii Ordini Mondiale este o teorie a conspiratiei care sustine ca un grup mic de indivizi puternici
lucreaza in secret pentru a stabili un control atotputernic. Teoria conspiratiei din spatele Noii Ordini Mondiale
care implica lideri evrei se bazeaza pe ideea ca evreii au format o structura de putere in care controleaza
fiecare aspect al omenirii - economia, mass-media si peisajul politic. https://www.ajc.org/translatehate/New-
World-Order
8 1ldiké Barna et al., "Survey of Antisemitic Prejudices in the Visegrad Countries - Research Report”, Tom
Lantos Institute, 2022, pp. 13-14.
https://tomlantosinstitute.hu/files/en-205-sapvc-20220420-done-rc-online-new.pdf
7 Definitia de lucru a antisemitismului adoptata de IHRA (2013).
https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-holocaust-denial-distortion
8 ADL Antisemitic Myths: Anti-zionism https://antisemitism.adl.org/anti-zionism/
10
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Fig.4. Proportia categoriilor narative antisemite in setul complet de date.
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Cantitatea de date analizate a crescut in general in 2024, la fel si cantitatea de continut antisemit.
Cu toate acestea, proportia majoritatii categoriilor de naratiuni a scazut, cu exceptia neo-
antisemitismului. Numarul de noi tipuri de discurs antisemit a crescut de aproape paisprezece ori,
rezultand o crestere proportionald de cinci ori (de la 2,1 % la 10,6 %). Proportional, discursurile
antisemite conspirative au scazut cel mai mult (de la 16,6% la 6,8%).

Fig.5. Proportia relatdrilor antisemite din setul de date pentru 2023 si 2024 (separat).
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2.2 Continutul antisemitic dincolo de categorii

n afara de categoriile de antisemitism mentionate, cercetarea a examinat alte doud tipuri de
continut antisemitic: discursul instigator la ura si indemnurile la violenta.

e Instigare la ura: Continut cu caracter instigator la urd impotriva evreilor si/sau bazat
pe afirmatii antisemitice.
e Tndemnuri la violent&: Continut care incit3 la violenta de orice fel impotriva evreilor.

Fig.6. Proportia categoriilor antisemite dincolo de naratiuni in setul complet de date.
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Discursul instigator la ura a fost relativ comun in setul de date din Romania, aparand in 2,6% (183
de piese) din continut. Continutul care indeamna la violenta impotriva evreilor a fost mai putin
frecvent, aparand in aproximativ 0,4% (28 de bucati) din date si aparand doar in 2024.

Cantitatea de discurs instigator la ura a crescut si in 2024, dar proportional a ramas in mare parte
neschimbata. Deoarece indemnul la violenta nu a aparut in 2023, in 2024 a crescut atat cantitatiy,
cat si proportional (aparand in 0,5% din datele din 2024).
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Fig.7. Proportia categoriilor antisemite dincolo de naratiuni in setul de date pentru 2023 si 2024 (separat).
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3. Tipuri de discurs antisemitic in Romania

3.1 Prezentarea categoriilor antisemitice specifice tari

3.1.1 Teorii conspirationiste cu caracter antisemitic

Categoria teoriilor conspirationiste antisemitice a inregistrat o crestere semnificativa, in special
in discursul cu privire la controlul/puterea evreilor (de la 177 la 258), care sustine ca evreii
controleaza in secret politica globala, finantele sau mass-media, manipuland adesea
evenimentele mondiale in beneficiul lor. Alte conspiratii proeminente au inclus teoria Ordinii
Mondiale Noi (de la 6 la 31), care sugereaza ca o elita secreta, adesea asociata cu evreii, lucreaza
pentru a crea un guvern global, erodand suveranitatea nationald. Desi mentiunile despre
HHluminati (de la 19 la 14) si Soros (de la 27 la 12) au scazut, ambele continuad sa joace un rol
important in categoria teoriilor conspirationiste: subcategoria /lluminati sustine ca un grup
ascuns, in care sunt adesea implicati evrei, orchestreaza afacerile mondiale, iar teoria conspiratiei
numita Soros se refera la George Soros care este acuzat ca isi foloseste averea pentru a destabiliza
guvernele sau pentru a avansa o agenda politica, conspiratie prezentata adeseori printr-o optica
antisemiticd. Teoria Marii Inlocuiri, o teorie conspirationistd care sustine ideea ci populatiile
indigene europene sunt inlocuite treptat cu imigranti evrei, a scazut (de la 37 la 25) Thsa nu cu
mult. Conspiratiile legate de Covid-19 au inregistrat o crestere (de la 4 la 10), incluzand afirmatii
false care acuza evreii de crearea sau raspandirea pandemiei pentru control sau castig financiar.
Mentiunile despre ludeo-Comunism au crescut in numar (de la 17 la 26), sugerand ca evreii sunt
in spatele miscarilor comuniste care vizeaza subminarea societatilor capitaliste. Deasemenea,
subcategoria Zelensky, concentratd pe acuzatii conform carora presedintele Ucrainei, Volodimir
Zelensky, face parte dintr-o conspiratie evreiasca mai larga, odata raspandita (63), a scazut
semnificativ la 29.

Tema generalad a continutului antisemitic conspirationist sugereaza ca evreii controleaza in secret
sistemele economice, politice si media. Evreii sunt descrisi ca fiind manipulatori si exploatatori,
controland in special sferele financiare si politice, pentru a-si servi propriile interese.

O ipoteza antisemitica predominanta in spatiul romanesc implica ideea ca evreii controleaza sau
influenteaza Tn mod proeminent politica romaneasca. De exemplu, au existat acuzatii persistente
ca evreii manipuleaza figuri sau partide politice, in special pe cele aflate la putere. (e.g. ,Nicolae
Ciuca este sluga satanistilor khazari care au transformat Romania Sfanta intr-o colonie”, ,evreii
controleaza oamenii aflati in pozitii de putere precum Mircea Geoana”, ,Marcel Ciolacu este sluga
Americii si a jidanilor”, ,masonii evrei sunt numerosi in toate partidele, mai putin in AUR”) .
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Tn anul 2023, mesajele antisemitice cu tentd conspirationistd sunt centrate pe rdzboiul ruso-
ucrainean sau pe insinuari si acuzatii privind dorinta evreilor de a-i dezbina pe crestini si de a
distruge crestinismul. (ex. ,Israelul vrea sa scoata crestinismul n afara legii”, ,Crestinismul este
manipulat de evrei”) Cu toate acestea, momentul declansarii conflictului israeliano-palestinian
aduce in prim plan o noua fateta a acestui discurs, anume acuzatiile privind controlul si puterea
evreilor in SUA. Pe aceasta linie, criticile la adresa sprijinului SUA pentru Israel devin din ce in ce
mai frecvente, iar Romania nu este ferita de astfel de perspective.

Cea mai mare parte a acestei categorii este reprezentata de subcategoria controlul/puterea
evreilor. Urmatoarea cea mai raspandita subcategorie, desi cu mai putine aparitii, este la fel de
semnificativa si cuprinde teoriile conspirationiste despre presedintele Zelensky si etnia sa
evreiasca.

Categoria conspirationistd a avut o dinamicd constantd pe parcursul ambilor ani. in 2023, au
existat 507 fragmente de continut antisemitic conspirationist, iar acest numar a crescut la 550 in
2024 (ex. ,Cand vom scapa de tot felul de experimente evreiesti, precum comunismul,
democratia, plandemia, marea resetare, globalizarea, noua ordine mondiala, UE si filialele sale,
NATO cu scursurile aferente, bilderberg, davos, g7?”).
Fig.8. Subnarative ale categoriei narative antisemite: Antisemitismul conspirativ.
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3.1.2 Neo-antisemitism

Neo-antisemitismul care vizeaza Israelul ca stat a crescut alarmant in 2024, in special in cadrul
urmatoarelor subcategorii: demonizare (de la 6 la 178), subminarea legitimitdtii (de la 3 la 52) si
analogii referitoare la colonialism (de la 1 la 43), indicand o crestere a ostilitatii publice fata de
Israel. Alte subcategorii au Tnregistrat, de asemenea, cresteri semnificative, inclusiv acuzatiile
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conform carora Israelul este un stat terorist (de la 11 |la 84), responsabilitatea colectivd (de la 3 la
38) si afirmatia ca Israelul este singurul responsabil pentru conflictul arabo-israelian (de la 2 la
49). Aceste schimbari reflecta o tendinta ingrijoratoare cu privire la calomnierea Israelului si a
sustinatorilor sdi, cu generalizari extinse care afecteaza comunitate evreiasca in ansamblu.
Analogiile cu apartheidul (de la 4 la 27) compara politicile Israelului fata de palestinieni cu
sistemul de segregare rasiala din Africa de Sud, sugerand ca Israelul pune in aplicare o opresiune
de tip sistemica. Subcategoria responsabilitdtii colective 1i face responsabili pe toti evreii pentru
actiunile Israelului, insinueaza o vind extinsa a indivizilor pe baza identitatii lor etnice sau
religioase. Analogiile cu nazistii (de la 3 la 44) fac aluzie la actiunile Germaniei naziste,
comparandu-le cu cele ale Israelului de astazi, in timp ce subcategoria restrictiondrii libertdtii de
a critica (de la 6 la 30) se refera la convingerea ca critica adusa Israelului este adesea suprimata
pe nedrept, negand totodata dreptul Israelului de a exista sau de a se apara. Aceste subcategorii
au intensificat atmosfera de ostilitate si polarizare in jurul discutiilor despre Israel in sfera publica.

Neo-antisemitismul repozitioneaza in contextul actual tipare antisemitice perpetuate in domeniul
problemelor politice, ale politicilor statului evreiesc si ale Israelului, amestecand uneori aceste
tipuri de critici cu conspiratiile globaliste.

Spre deosebire de alte tipuri de discursuri, continutul cu tenta neo-antisemitica a prezentat cea
mai substantiald crestere, ca rdspuns la evenimentele din 7 octombrie. Tn 2023, au existat 38 de
astfel de cazuri, in timp ce in 2024, numarul a crescut la 546.

Tn ansamblu, noul tip de discurs antisemitic din Romania este inridacinat in dezacordul fat3 de
actiunile Israelului ulterioare datei de 7 octombrie. Cu toate acestea, cele 584 de elemente de
continut considerate antisemitice au depasit simpla critica a politicilor israeliene, intruchipand o
retorica antisionista si anti-israeliana. Acest discurs estompeaza linia de demarcatie dintre
dezaprobarea cu privire la politicile de stat si discursul antisemitic, fapt care a determinat un grad
ridicat de dificultate in clasificarea acestora.

Dupa cum s-a mentionat, printre subcategoriile discursului neo-antisemitic, cele mai intalnite au
fost demonizarea, Israelul perceput ca «un stat terorist» si afirmatia ca «Israelul este singurul
responsabil pentru conflictul arabo-israelian», urmate indeaproape de subminarea legitimitatii,
analogia cu colonialismul si afirmatiile privind influenta asupra mass-media.

Elementele de continut care au fost clasificate in sectiunea demonizare prezinta Israelul ca pe o
forta malefica, un raufacator sau ca pe un opresor istoric (ex. ,statul criminal genocidal al
Israelului”, ,exponentii regimului sionist sunt posedati de un spirit malefic”). Subcategoria
intitulata Israelul este un stat terorist a inregistrat, de asemenea, o crestere in urma
evenimentelor din 7 octombrie. Acesta cuprinde o serie de comentarii critice cu privire la actiunile
Israelului in regiune, care intra in sfera antisemitismului in cazul in care declaratiile prezinta
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Israelul ca fiind in mod inerent ostil sau folosesc acest context drept mijloc de promovare a
ostilitatii Tmpotriva evreilor (ex., ,in Israel esti mancat dacad spui lucruri impotriva regimului
terorist de acolo”, , Israelul este un stat terorist condus de criminali”). Subcategoria Israelul este
singurul responsabil pentru conflictul arabo-israelian include comentarii care implica o
perspectiva reductionista care pune toata vina pentru conflictul regional complex si de lunga
durata exclusiv pe seama lIsraelului (ex. ,israelienii sunt responsabili pentru toate lucrurile rele
care se intampla in Orientul Mijlociu”, , provocarile din zona sunt create doar de evrei si de
tovarasii lor evrei americani”).

Subminarea legitimitdtii implica punerea la indoiala sau negarea dreptului Israelului de a exista
ca stat legitim, iar in ceea ce priveste conflictul din Orientul Mijlociu care a escaladat in 2024,
comentariile antisemitice sustin adesea ca statul evreiesc nu are niciun fundament istoric sau
moral (ex. ,lIsraelul este o tara inventata intdmplator si in mod eronat”, ,Evreii nu au dreptul la
pamantul promis”).

Analogia colonialismului aseamana Israelul cu o putere colonialista, implicand faptul ca acesta
ocupa terenuri care nu ii apartin. (ex. ,Israelul este plin de colonisti care fura, jefuiesc si ucid”).
Acest tip de naratiune descrie conflictul din perspectiva unei dominatii imperiale, mai degraba
decat ca o problema geopolitica complexa.

Subcategoria care sugereaza o influenta israeliana asupra mass-media sustine ca Israelul si unele
personalitati evreiesti controleaza sau influenteaza mass-media nu numai in Romania, ci si in
intreaga lume, pentru a manipula opinia publica cu privire la conflictul arabo-israelian (ex.
ylsraelul detine mass-media”).

Fig.9. Subnarative ale categoriei narative antisemite: Neo-antisemitism.
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3.1.3 Stereotipuri antisemitice clasice

Tn Romania, prezenta discursului care contine stereotipuri clasice a fluctuat semnificativ intre
2023 si 2024. Subcategoria (evreul) malefic a cunoscut o crestere drastica (de la 33 la 118 de
unitati de continut monitorizate), in timp ce acuzatiile de Idcomie/bogdtie (de la 44 la 45) si
inseldciune/minciund nu au depasit cu mult cifrele initiale (de la 36 la 39). Stereotipul
neloialitdtii/duplicitarismului a crescut (de la 8 la 18), iar numarul mesajelor antisemitice din
subcategoria evreul ca celdlalt a crescut (de la 15 la 23). Totusi, discursul care sustine faptul ca
exprimarea unei critici referitoare la evrei ar fi considerata inacceptabila sau interzisa social, din
motive sensibile, culturale sau politice, redata prin subcategoria restrictionarea libertdtii de a
critica, a ramas la aceeasi cifra (de la 8 la 8).

Aceasta categorie include stereotipurile clasice conform carora evreul este rdu, lacom, inseldtor,
neloial sau periculos pentru societate, enumerarea reprezentand si cateva dintre subcategoriile
acestui tip de discurs. Astfel de stereotipii intaresc ideea ca evreii sunt in mod inerent membri
problematici ai societatii.

in Romania, aceste stereotipuri vechi sunt adesea invocate in contexte economice, evreii fiind
acuzati de crize financiare sau portretizati drept acaparatori nesatui de avere (ex. ,,nimeni nu a
vazut vreodata un jidan sarac”). Aceste presupozitii sunt prezente in special in comentarii cu
privire la industria financiara sau la lumea afacerilor, unde evreii sunt adesea considerati a fi
manipulatori si pradatori. Anul 2023 arata ca subcategoria Idcomiei/bogdtiei a fost mult mai
raspandita n randul opiniilor antisemitice.

n cadrul acestei categorii, existd o crestere ingrijoratoare in anul 2024, in special in subcategoria
(evreul) malefic. Tn contextul spatiului romanesc, acest stereotip a fost adesea asociat cu ideea
ca evreii sunt o forta malefica, implicata in diverse comploturi cu scopul de a controla economii,
guverne sau institutii media. Acest mit al evreului ca ,,malefic” este adesea legat de ideea ca evreii
ar cauta sa submineze societatile majoritare pentru a-si impune propria agenda, fiind perceputi
ca manipulatori sau chiar ca o ,amenintare” la adresa identitatii nationale. De obicei, aceasta
categorie este insotita de acuzatii conspirationiste privind controlul/puterea evreilor. (ex. ,SUA se
afla 100% sub controlul evreilor, mai mult de 50% dintre senatorii americani sunt evrei”, ,,sionistii
formeaza «elita» de 1% care, prin mijloace criminale, detine resursele lumii”)

Stereotipul Tnseldciunii si minciunii portretizeaza evreii ca fiind intrinsec nedemni de incredere,
acuzandu-i ca folosesc inselaciunea si manipularea pentru castiguri personale sau comunitare.
(ex. ,evreii sunt lupi in blana de oaie”, ,nimic din ceea ce vedeti sau vi se spune in Israel nu este
ceea ce pare, sunt mincinosi cu doua fete”)
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Comentariile antisemitice din subcategoria neloialitate/duplicitarism se aliniaza adesea cu
afirmatiile conspirationiste, sugerand ca evreii acorda prioritate unei agende globale in
detrimentul loialitatii nationale. (ex. ,in Romania, multi escroci israelieni au inselat oamenii”,
»evreii turnatori ar trebui sa mearga in iad”)

Subcategoria restrictiondrii libertdtii de a critica sustine ca libertatea de exprimare este limitata
atunci cand se abordeaza subiecte legate de evrei sau de Israel. Comentariile antisemitice sustin
adesea ca astfel de subiecte sunt cenzurate in mod deliberat, legdnd frecvent aceste acuzatii de
conspiratii mai largi precum controlul evreiesc asupra mass-media. (ex. ,Strofe au fost scoase din
Proclamatia Domnului, pentru a nu-i infuria pe evrei”, ,Atacul evreiesc asupra libertatii de
exprimare continua”)

in categoria evreul ca celdlalt au fost incluse in mod predominant mesaje si postri care
consolideaza mentalitatea ,,noi impotriva lor”, precum si mesaje care invinovatesc evreii pentru
antisemitismul care a existat intotdeauna.

Fig.10. Subnarative ale categoriei narative antisemite: stereotipuri antisemitice clasice.
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3.1.4 Antisemitism motivat prin traditie si religie

Antisemitismul motivat prin traditie si religie ramane prezent, cu acuzatii de deicid (de la151a 9
cazuri), la fel si acuzatiile referitoare la ritualuri sGéngeroase (de la 5 la 3). Subcategoria ritualuri
sdngeroase se referd acuzatia falsa conform careia evreii s-ar implica in ritualuri care implica
varsare de sange. Ideea care il percepe pe evreu drept satand/diavol ramane la un nivel crescut
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in randul mesajelor antisemitice (de la 29 la 21). Subcategoria evreul ca celdlalt a cunoscut o
crestere semnificativa (de la 24 la 45).

Categoria discursului antisemitic bazat pe religie si traditie are patru subcategorii: deicid, ritualuri
sdngeroase/ucidere de copii, evreii ca satand/diavol si evreul ca celdlalt (in sens religios). Prezenta
acestui tip de discurs a fost, de asemenea, constanta in 2023 (74 de continuturi cu caracter
antisemitic) si 2024 (72 de continuturi cu caracter antisemitic).

Pentru aceasta categorie, a fost adesea selectata subcategoria deicid. (ex. ,jidanii I-au rastignit pe
Isus si I-au ales pe hot, acest lucru defineste intreaga lor istorie”) Cu toate acestea, subcategoria
evreul ca celdlalt a fost aleasa chiar mai des, deoarece multe comentarii s-au concentrat pe tema
segregarii extreme ca rezultat al ,,statutului superior” presupus a fi revendicat de evrei. Aceasta
presupozitie este adesea legatda de ideea ca iudaismul promoveaza in mod fundamental
complexul superioritatii. Unele dintre comentariile din aceasta subcategorie implica acuzatii care
descriu evreii ca deviind de la sau opunandu-se credintelor crestine, etichetandu-i adesea ca
dusmani ai credintei. (ex. ,evrei eretici, pagani, inchinatori la Antihrist”, ,,suferinta evreilor este
rezultatul propriilor lor greseli si o pedeapsa din partea lui Dumnezeu”, ,evreii sunt rai si
pacatosi”) Aceste tipuri de discurs sunt intalnite in special in anumite cercuri fundamentaliste
crestine si in randul grupurilor ultranationaliste; aceste doua grupuri sunt de regulad convergente.

Subcategoria ritualuri sGngeroase, in antisemitismul romanesc, se refera la acuzatia falsa, de
lunga durata, ca evreii se implica in anumite ritualuri obscure. Acest mit si-a facut simtita prezenta
de-a lungul istoriei, inclusiv Tn perioada interbelicd, sub influenta ideologiilor fasciste. Intre 2023
si 2024, numarul aparitiilor acestui stereotip n discursul antisemitic a scazut (de la 5 la 3), ceea
ce poate sugera ca utilizarea sa s-a diminuat in ansamblu. (ex. ,istoria socanta a sionismului,
ocultismului si satanismului in jurul ritualurilor de sacrificare a junincii rosii”, , practici evreiesti
oculte si satanice”)

Se remarca prezenta in 2023 a opiniilor de tipul evreii ca satand/diavol. Acest tip de discurs a
inclus mesaje care i numesc pe evrei satanisti in ceea ce priveste religia si traditiile lor, fiind plasati
Tn opozitie cu crestinismul. De asemenea, au fost incluse aici elemente de continut care sustin ca
antihristul este/va fi evreu (ex. ,banii trimisi adoratorilor nazisti Khazar Satan-Yehova merg la
fabricarea adrenochromului”, ,,Antihristul va fi evreu”).
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Fig.11. Subnarative ale categoriei narative antisemite: Antisemitism motivat prin traditie si religie.
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3.1.5 Negarea sau distorsionarea Holocaustului

Categoria referitoare la Holocaust a inregistrat o crestere in dreptul subcategoriei negare sau
distorsionare (de la 15 la 27 de cazuri) si Holocaustul ca eveniment pozitiv (de la 1 la 6), in timp ce
analogiile cu nazismul s-au redus (de la 31 la 11). Instantele care invinuiesc evreii pentru Holocaust
s-au dublat (de la 3 la 6), dar au ramas in numar mic. Tipurile de discurs care incearca sd
estompeze responsabilitatea pentru Holocaust, urmarind sa transfere sau sa dilueze vina prin
atribuirea acesteia unor factori mai largi sau alternativi, au scazut de la 19 la 7 cazuri. Mentiunile
despre ludeo-Comunism, in schimb, au aparut intr-o proportie mica (de la 0 la 2).

Aceasta categorie se refera la negarea sau alterarea informatiilor cu privire la Holocaust, adesea
punand la indoiala amploarea atrocitatilor sau insinuand o maniera care minimalizeaza suferinta
victimelor.

n peisajul romanesc, acest discurs este de multe ori legatd de miscérile nationaliste care incearca
sa minimizeze sau chiar sa nege rolul Romaniei in Holocaust. Aceasta categorie apare adesea in
continuturile media de extrema dreaptd, in care Holocaustul este prezentat ca o poveste
inventata sau ca un eveniment exagerat din motive politice. Numarul acestor tipuri de continuturi
a crescut de la 53 1n 2023 la 57 in 2024.
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Prima subcategorie, negarea sau distorsionarea Holocaustului, prezinta cel mai mare salt intre cei
doi ani, cu o reprezentare semnificativ mai mare in 2024. Acest lucru poate reflecta prevalenta
tot mai mare a negarii totale sau a incercarilor de manipulare a faptelor istorice pentru a
minimaliza amploarea si realitatea Holocaustului in contextul conflictului israeliano-palestinian.

Subcategoria invinuirea evreilor a crescut de la 3 la 6 elemente de continut (,masacrul a fost
efectuat de sovietici, majoritatea ucraineni si evrei”). in mod similar, notiunea de Holocaust ca
eveniment pozitiv a crescut de la 1 Tn 2023 la 6 in 2024 ("Evreii au distrus totul. Daca Hitler si
Antonescu ar fi trdit, lumea ar fi fost libera de hoti"). Toate aceste subcategorii incearca sa
submineze adevarul istoric al Holocaustului, denaturandu-i semnificatia si impactul.

Utilizarea analogiilor naziste a crescut brusc in 2024, devenind una dintre cele mai proeminente
categorii. Acest lucru implica stabilirea de comparatii nepotrivite sau exagerate intre politicile
naziste si problemele politice sau sociale moderne, adesea ca tehnica retorica. Astfel de analogii
trivializeaza Holocaustul, erodandu-i semnificatia istorica unica si desensibilizand publicul fata de
atrocitatile comise in acea perioada.

Fig.12. Subnarative ale categoriei narative antisemite: Negarea sau distorsionarea Holocaustului
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3.2 Continutul antisemitic dincolo de categorii

3.2.1 Discursul instigator la ura

O mare parte a continutului din aceasta categorie au fost jigniri rasiale (slurs), cel mai frecvent
exemplu fiind termenul peiorativ ,jidan”. Un alt tip de continut care se incadreaza in aceasta
categorie consta in expresii care folosesc cuvantul ,evreu” ca insulta. Acestea au fost intalnite cel
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mai des Tn urmatoarele categorii media: pagini de extrema dreapta, site-uri de stiri
false/conspirationiste. in orice caz, sectiunile de comentarii ale tuturor categoriilor media nu au
fost lipsite de astfel de remarci antisemitice.

Din cele 7 012 elemente de continut analizate, 183 au fost identificate ca discurs instigator la ur3,
o parte semnificativa avand o tenta conspirationistda. Majoritatea acestor continuturi instigatoare
la urd constau in insulte rasiale, ,jidan” fiind cel mai frecvent exemplu intalnit. O alta forma
comuna de exprimare antisemitica a constat in utilizarea termenului ,evreu” ca insulta. Aceste
cazuri au fost cele mai frecvente pe paginile de extrema dreapta si pe site-urile de stiri
false/conspirationiste, care servesc frecvent drept terenuri propice pentru astfel de retorici. Cu
toate acestea, este important de remarcat faptul ca afirmatiile antisemitice nu au fost limitate la
aceste platforme; comentariile pline de ura au aparut in sectiunile de comentarii ale tuturor
categoriilor media monitorizate, subliniind natura omniprezenta a acestei probleme.

Principalele subiecte care au generat astfel de reactii sunt: conflictul israeliano-palestinian,
acuzatii referitoare la Zelensky si razboiul din Ucraina, dar si alte probleme de politica interna.

3.2.2 Violenta antisemitica

Un total de 28 de comentarii a fost incadrat in categoria indemn la violenta. Este de remarcat
faptul ca toate aceste comentarii au fost postate Tnh 2024 si ca sunt direct legate de discutiile
referitoare la evenimentele care au avut loc dupa 7 octombrie in Orientul Mijlociu.

Continutul din aceasta categorie implica proclamatii care invoca moartea sau disparitia evreilor
sau a statului Israel.

Dupa cum s-a mentionat anterior, aceasta categorie contine cel mai mic numar de comentarii cu
caracter antisemitic si, asemenea categoriei neo-antisemitismului, apare doar in raport cu
evenimentul din 7 octombrie.

Majoritatea continutului din aceasta categorie a constat in indemnuri la violenta care solicita
moartea sau disparitia evreilor si a statului Israel. Aceste declaratii au luat adesea forma unei
retorici instigatoare, incitand la vatamare sau pledand pentru anihilarea evreilor si dizolvarea
Israelului.

3.3 Subiecte care genereaza antisemitism

Datele sugereaza ca antisemitismul poate aparea ca raspuns la un spectru larg de subiecte,
demonstrand o adaptabilitate Tngrijoratoare a discursului antisemitic. Cu toate acestea, anumite
teme au fost mai susceptibile de a instiga la antisemitism, reflectand adesea stereotipuri si
prejudecati istorice. De exemplu, discutiile despre finante, banci sau presupusa influenta globala
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au declansat frecvent retorici antisemitice despre controlul sau manipularea exercitate de evrei.
Astfel de discutii pot invoca adesea teme conspirationiste, reactualizand vechi stereotipuri.

Anumite teme, indiferent de context, au incitat in mod constant reactii antisemitice: majoritatea
instantelor conspirationiste antisemitice au fost generate de probleme din politica romaneasca.
Aproape orice problema putea fi legata de prezenta unui evreu care fie corupe politicienii, fie face
el insusi parte din scena politicd, ceea ce faciliteaza indeplinirea scopurilor sale josnice.

Subiectele referitoare la practicile religioase evreiesti sau diferentele culturale au starnit uneori
reactii discriminatorii sau prejudecati. De asemenea, neintelegerile sau perspectivele
defectuoase asupra obiceiurilor evreiesti au fost o sursa constanta a unui astfel de discurs.

Conversatiile referitoare la Israel, in special la politicile sale sau la conflictele din Orientul Mijlociu,
au fost foarte susceptibile de a fi surse provocatoare de antisemitism. Retorica antisemitica a
estompat adesea distinctia dintre criticile aduse politicii israeliene si prejudecatile impotriva
poporului evreu in general.

n mod neasteptat, subiecte neutre sau fird legdturd, cum ar fi discutii despre sirbétori,
celebritati, filantropie sau chiar anumite alimente asociate cu cultura evreiasca, au provocat
ocazional remarci antisemitice.

Discursul antisemitic a demonstrat o capacitate de adaptare la problemele contemporane, cum
ar fi dezbaterile privind sanatatea publica sau discutiile digitale privind valuta, readucand in vizor
prejudecati mai vechi in contexte noi.

3.4 Cuvinte-cheie cu referire la evrei, exemple

Selectia cuvintelor-cheie pentru analiza din Romania s-a concentrat asupra celor mai frecvent
utilizati termeni care descriu evreul si comunitatile evreiesti, acoperind referinte ce tin de etnie
si religie, si, In mod deosebit, cuvinte cu conotatie peiorativa. Pentru analiza aceasta, au fost
utilizati sapte termeni principali, impreuna cu alte cuvinte adiacente din acelasi camp lexical.
Primii cinci termeni din secventa sunt neutri, referindu-se la evreitate. Spre deosebire de acestia,
ultimii doi termeni poarta o nuanta derogatorie, reflectand o conotatie peiorativa destinata
denigrarii comunitatii evreiesti.

0. ,evreu” —Acest termen provine de la radacina ebraica [1.2.V.] cu sensul literal ,,a traversa”.
Termenul este echivalentul, in engleza, pentru cuvantul ,Hebrew” si este folosit in mod
obisnuit pentru a desemna etnia evreiasca. Exemple de remarci antisemitice care includ
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cuvantul ,evreu”: ,evreul minte chiar si cand intreaba ceva”, ,Evreii nu se dezmint in
ticdlosie”.

,ovreu” — Un termen alternativ pentru ,evreu” cu un inteles similar, neutru.

1. ,iudeu” — din ludeea, derivat din latina ,ludaeus,” greaca ,loudaios” sau ebraica 'TIn!
(iehudi). (ex. ,Cine-i iudeul asta? Dati-l afara din Romania!”).

2. ,lIsrael,” ,israelian” (ex. ,lIsrael trebuie sa cada”, ,Israel nu este un stat, este o increngatura
de rasisti, nebuni, criminali si hoti de tard”).

3. ,zionist” / ,sionist” (ex. ,,E momentul sa fie eliminati fanaticii criminali si hoti de tara
sionisti”).

4. ,mozaic” —referindu-se la paradigma religioasa — ,Legamantul/Law Mozaic”, de exemplu;
legat de Moise). Tn sectiunile de comentarii, termenul este folosit adesea in discutii
religioase.

5. ,jidan” — derivat din slavona ,jid” — ,evreu”, plus sufixul augmentativ ,-an”, folosit ca
termen peiorativ; ,jidov” — in unele regiuni: gdndac de bucatarie, ale carui articulatii
prezinta o secretie galbena si mirositoare. Acesti termeni au o conotatie jignitoare si sunt
asociati cu o retorica bazata pe teorii ale conspiratiei sau care submineaza demnitatea
umana. (ex. ,de cand sunt pe pamant jidani au facut numai rau, natie de nenorociti”).

6. ,khazar” —Un popor semi-nomadic turcic care s-a convertit la iudaism. (exemplu: ,atacul
nazistilor teroristi satanisti khazari, [...] teroristii condusi de Bibi Satanyahu”).

Ultimul termen, ,khazar”, a generat, in mod deosebit, dificultati pe parcursul procesului de
monitorizare. Unele dintre comentarii au relevat o distinctie intre identitatea evreiasca si originile
khazarilor, sugerand ca acestia din urma nu ar fi cu adevarat evrei, ci mai degraba pretinsi evrei.
n contrast, alte continuturi insinuau c3 termenul ,khazar” este sinonim cu ,evreu,” estompand
deosebirile semantice dintre cele doua. Exemple de continut antisemitic care includ acest termen:
,Un evreu ce vrea sa alunge poporul ucrainean indiferent de etnie ca sa faca loc khazarilor zisi si
oamenii sarpe. Cei mai rai dintre evrei”, ,Romania e plina de jidani ,khazari, evrei.” Termenul este
folosit preponderent in contexte care sugereaza o atitudine ostila.

25
© 2023 BOND | CERV-2022-EQUAL | Grant Agreement No. 101084724



D2.2 - Research briefings on the trends of antisemitic narratives, hate speech and conspiracy theories BON D $

Este de remarcat si faptul ca termenul ,sionist” apare frecvent in contexte conspirationiste cu
conotatii negative, cei mai uzitati termeni derogatorii fiind ,jidan” si , khazar.”
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4. Concluzii

Analiza discursului antisemitic romanesc in perioada 2023-2024 releva o problema multifatetata
si evolutiva, profund influentata de dinamica sociopolitica interna si de evenimentele globale.
Persistenta discursului conspirationist evidentiaza o tendinta adanc inradacinata de a-i socoti pe
evrei drept tapi ispasitori pentru provocarile economice, politice si societale. Cresterea
semnificativd a neo-antisemitismului, in special dupa evenimentele din 7 octombrie, reflecta
natura fluida a unei astfel de retorici, in care stereotipurile traditionale sunt recontextualizate
pentru a se alinia la naratiunile geopolitice contemporane, cum ar fi retorica antisionista care
confunda critica politica legitima cu antisemitismul.

n timp ce platformele de extrem&-dreapta si conspirationiste apar ca propagatori dominanti ai
continutului antisemitic, ponderea substantiala a comentariilor problematice din media
mainstream indicd necesitatea unei moderari si a unei constientizari sporite chiar si in spatii
aparent neutre. Acest lucru evidentiaza modul in care retorica antisemitica transcende granitele
ideologice, aparand nu numai in medii vadit partinitoare, ci si infiltrandu-se in discursurile publice
prin interactiuni nemoderate.

Prevalenta tot mai mare a mesajului care neaga Holocaustul, a trivializarii prin analogii naziste si
a retoricii violente dupa 7 octombrie indica o schimbare periculoasa in discurs, in care
reinterpretarea evenimentelor istorice si incitarea la violenta castiga teren. Prezenta coplesitoare
a unui astfel de continut in sectiunile de comentarii evidentiaza rolul dublu al retelelor de
socializare, atat ca platforma pentru exprimarea publica, cat si ca vehicul pentru raspandirea
necontrolata a discursului de ura.

Aceste constatari subliniazd necesitatea urgenta a unui raspuns cuprinzator care sa includa
sensibilizarea publicului, initiative educationale si o moderare mai stricta a continutului pentru a
aborda si a atenua raspandirea antisemitismului in spatiile digitale si media din Romania.

27
© 2023 BOND | CERV-2022-EQUAL | Grant Agreement No. 101084724



D2.2 - Research briefings on the trends of antisemitic narratives, hate speech and conspiracy theories BON D $

5. Metodologie

Cercetarea a avut ca scop examinarea discursurilor antisemitice Tn continutul de tip text din online
- cum ar fi comentarii, articole si postari pe Facebook - inainte si dupa 7 octombrie 2023. Am
analizat continutul de pe site-uri web si pagini de Facebook ale canalelor media deja definite.
Continutul a fost colectat folosind tehnologii de monitorizare online, pornind de la cuvintele-cheie
predefinite si acoperind aceeasi perioada atat in 2023, cat si in 2024. Cercetarea a fost realizata
in patru tari (Ungaria, Italia, Polonia si Romania) de echipele nationale de cercetare coordonate
de Political Capital, utilizand aceeasi metodologie.

Definitia antisemitismului

Baza cercetarii a fost definitia de lucru a antisemitismului formulata de Alianta Internationala
pentru Memoria Holocaustului (IHRA): ,Antisemitismul este o anumita perceptie referitoare la
evrei, care poate fi exprimata ca fiind ura impotriva evreilor. Manifestarile retorice si fizice ale
antisemitismului sunt indreptate impotriva evreilor sau neevreilor si/sau proprietatilor acestora,
impotriva institutiilor comunitatilor evreiesti si lacasurilor lor de cult.” O explicatie detaliata a
definitiei, impreund cu exemple ilustrative, este disponibild pe site-ul IHRA?.

5.1 Colectarea datelor

n cercetarea noastrd, am analizat continut online: articole, postdri si comentarii de pe site-uri si
pagini de Facebook. Datele au fost colectate folosind softul de monitorizare a dinamicii sociale,
SentiOne. SentiOne preia date intr-o perioada de timp specifica, de la sursele media selectate, pe
baza cuvintelor cheie stabilite.

5.1.1 Cuvinte cheie

Am stabilit patru cuvinte cheie pe care le-am folosit pentru a identifica continutul potential
relevant n toate tdrile: 1) Evrei, 2) Israel, 3) Holocaust, 4) Sionism/Sionist. n plus, am inclus
cuvinte cheie specifice fiecirei tiri. In Romania, acestea au fost: jid, lud, mozaic, ovre si khazar. in
limbile in care aceste cuvinte ar putea avea terminatii diferite, am folosit forma de baza a
cuvintelor cheie urmata de un asterisc (*). Aceasta abordare a permis softului SentiOne sa
identifice rezultate pentru toate variatiile si terminatiile cuvintelor cheie.

5.1.2 Sursele monitorizate

Cu ajutorul echipelor nationale de cercetare, Political Capital a identificat sase categorii de media
online pentru a monitoriza continutul: 1) media (mainstream) independenta, 2) tabloidele
mainstream, 3) media partizand/(hyper-)partizana, 4) site-uri de dreapta/extrema dreapta, 5)

% Definitia de lucru a antisemitismului adoptata de IHRA:
https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/definitia-de-lucru-a-antisemitismului
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site-uri de stiri false/conspirationiste, 6) site-uri de stanga/extrema stanga. Am colectat pagini din
fiecare categorie in toate tdrile, inclusiv site-uri ale institutiilor media si pagini de Facebook. Tn
toate tarile, am selectat cele trei institutii media din fiecare categorie care au avut cele mai multe
rezultate pentru cuvintele noastre cheie in acelasi interval de timp. in Romania, am monitorizat
urmatoarele site-uri si pagini de Facebook ale institutiilor media:

e Media independenta (mainstream): Digi 24, Cotidianul, Hotnews. Acestea sunt platforme

media care functioneaza independent de guvern si mentin o audienta semnificativa si
influenta. Platformele media romanesti monitorizate reflecta diverse perspective politice si
de audienta, esentiale pentru evaluarea modului in care antisemitismul este abordat, ignorat
sau perpetuat in discursul mainstream.

* Pagini de extrema dreapta: Incorect Politic, Activenews, Diana lovanovici-Sosoaca. Aceste

pagini promoveaza adesea ideologii ultranationaliste, xenofobe sau extremiste, incluzand
discursuri antisemitice. Analiza acestor pagini ajutd la urmarirea raspandirii, evolutiei si
influentei unor astfel de perspective in cadrul discursului marginal si potential mainstream.

e Tabloide mainstream: Click!, Fanatik, RomaniaTV. Aceste pagini se concentreaza pe

continut provocator si dedicat divertismentului, pundnd adesea accent pe titluri care
capteaza atentia. Aceste site-uri tabloide influenteaza monitorizarea prin modul in care
stereotipurile antisemitice pot fi subtil incorporate in continutul provocator, vizand audiente
largi si riscand sa normalizeze discursuri periculoase.

e Site-uri de stiri false/conspirationiste: Stiripesurse.ro, SACCSIV, Flux 24. Aceste pagini

raspandesc informatii false si promoveaza informatii neverificate sau viziuni extremiste,
adesea exploatand fricile colective. Monitorizarea acestora este esentiala pentru
identificarea rolului dezinformarii in formarea credintelor antisemitice si urmarirea
raspandirii ideilor daunatoare.

e Media partizana: Buna Ziua lasi (BZl), 60m, 5news.ro. Aceste pagini promoveaza continut

aliniat cu agende politice sau ideologice specifice. Monitorizarea acestui tip de media este
extrem de importanta pentru a intelege partinirea care poate polariza opinia publica pe teme
legate de evrei.

* Pagini de stinga/extrema stanga: pot perpetua neintentionat stereotipuri antisemitice,
precum teoriile conspiratiei despre influenta evreiasca in finante sau politica. Site-urile
analizate pot revela modul in care antisemitismul se poate manifesta in cadrul retoricii anti-
capitaliste.

5.1.3 Perioada de monitorizare

Pe baza experientelor anterioare in clasificarea continutului in functie de categoriile definite
anterior si a resurselor disponibile pentru proiect, ne-am stabilit obiectivul de a analiza 7.000 de
bucati de continut pe tara. Deoarece am dorit sa examinam schimbarile n discursul antisemitic
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dupa 7 octombrie 2023, am ales aceeasi perioada de timp atat in 2023, cat si in 2024. Acest lucru
a fost determinat prin identificarea tarii cu cele mai putine date pentru cuvintele noastre cheie si
calcularea numarului de zile necesare, pornind de la o data aleasa (in acest caz, 1 aprilie), pentru
ca datele descdrcate din acea tara sa depaseasca 7.000 de bucati de continut. Drept urmare,
colectarea datelor in toate tarile a fost standardizata la aceeasi perioada de timp: 1 aprilie si 15
aprilie, ora 13:00.

5.1.4 Volumul continutului analizat

Am filtrat fiecare set de date pentru a include mai mult de 7.000 de bucati de continut, pastrand
structura prestabilita a cuvintelor cheie, a surselor (site-uri web si pagini de Facebook) si a anilor
in baza de date. Aceasta abordare a avut ca rezultat urmatoarele procente din totalul datelor
descarcate pentru a fi analizate in fiecare tara: Romania - 100%, Ungaria - 73%, ltalia - 44% si
Polonia - 35%.

Tn toate tarile, cantitatea de date colectate in 2024 a fost mai mare decat in 2023. Cea mai mica
crestere a fost in Ungaria, unde datele au crescut de aproximativ o datd si jumatate in 2024. Tn
Romania, datele au crescut de aproape trei ori, in Polonia de aproape cinci ori si in Italia de
aproape sapte ori. In toate tirile, cea mai mare parte din date a constat in comentarii.
Cantitatea de date a variat, de asemenea, intre tari in functie de categoria de media:

e Ungaria: Majoritatea datelor au provenit de pe paginile de extrema dreapta, urmate de
media mainstream, sursele partinitoare, tabloide si un numar minim de date din surse
conspirationiste si de stanga.

e |talia: Majoritatea datelor au provenit din media mainstream, urmate de tabloide, surse
partinitoare, surse de stanga si conspirationiste, cu foarte putine date de pe paginile de
extrema dreapta.

¢ Polonia: Majoritatea datelor au provenit de la tabloide, urmate de surse partiale, media
mainstream, pagini de extrema dreapta, site-uri conspirationiste si foarte putine date din
surse de stanga.

e Romania: Majoritatea datelor au provenit din media mainstream, urmate de site-uri
conspirationiste, tabloide, surse de extrema dreapta, surse partiale si o cantitate mica de
date din surse de stanga.

Continut analizat in categoriile media
Mainstream Extrema- 'I:eor.u . Me:dla . Tabloide IdeoI?gle Volum total | Volum total
dreapta |conspirationiste | partizana de stanga
Hungary | 2023 671 1300 38 626 130 22 2787 7008
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2024 1410 1949 49 646 86 81 4221
2023 704 1 9 19 142 15 890
Italy
2024 4987 38 151 284 518 185 6163 7053
2023 310 137 51 63 674 1 1236
Poland
2024 601 224 253 1041 3697 2 5818 7054
2023 809 191 469 85 293 0 1847
Romania
2024 3332 361 959 127 385 1 5165 7012

5.2 Clasificarea datelor

5.2.1 Cadrul conceptual

Folosind resurse publice disponibile, cum ar fi studii, rapoarte de cercetare, articole stiintifice etc.,
Political Capital a dezvoltat un cadru conceptual pentru a defini fundamentele teoretice ale
cercetdrii. in plus fat3 de precizarea ci cercetarea s-a bazat pe definitia de lucru a antisemitismului
oferita de IHRA, documentul a prezentat in detaliu principalele categorii si subcategorii ale
discursului antisemitic pe care s-a fundamentat cercetarea. Toti partenerii au avut oportunitatea
de a discuta, comenta si adauga la continutul cadrului conceptual. Cadrul conceptual a fost, de
asemenea, discutat cu membrii Comitetului de Consiliere al proiectului BOND si cu experti

externi.

5.2.2 Finalizarea metodologiei si crearea unui ghid al metodologiei

Finalizarea metodologiei de cercetare a implicat multiple discutii - inclusiv consultari cu un
membru expert al Comitetului de Consiliere BOND si mai multe incercari de a analiza si clasifica
continutul online in moduri diferite. Tn urma acestor eforturi, au fost stabilite categoriile finale
pentru analizarea datelor. Au fost definite patru categorii pentru natura continutului:

1. Cu caracter antisemitic — Continut care include cel putin o remarca antisemitica.

2. Cu potential antisemitic — Continut care include o remarca ce putea fi interpretata ca avand
sau neavand caracter antisemitic sau care pare antisemita doar in contextul mai larg (al
articolului/postarii la care raspunde).

3. Neinteligibil — Continut care este incomprehensibil (aceasta categorie se aplica aproape
exclusiv comentariilor).

4. Fara caracter antisemitic — Continut care nu include nicio remarca antisemitica.
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Pe baza cadrului conceptual, au fost identificate cinci tipologii principale de discurs antisemitic,
fiecare continand subcategorii (detaliile si definitiile acestor categorii vor fi descrise mai tarziu):
e Stereotipuri antisemitice clasice
e Antisemitism traditional motivat prin religie (anti-iudaism)
e Teorii conspirationiste cu caracter antisemitic
e Negarea si distorsionarea Holocaustului
e Neo-antisemitism (antisemitism bazat pe critica la adresa Israelului)

Alte doua categorii suplimentare au fost stabilite: discursul instigator la urda" si "indemnul la
violenta".

Procesul de analiza a datelor a fost descris in detaliu intr-un ghid metodologic.

Ca parte a procesului de analiza a datelor, analistii de date au fost instruiti sa noteze frazele
antisemitice identificate in continut. Pentru comentarii, acestia trebuiau, de asemenea, sa
inregistreze contextul - mai exact, tematica articolului sau postdrii sub care a fost scris
comentariul.

5.2.3 Instruirea celor care codifica

Dupa ce a impartasit cadrul conceptual si ghidul metodologic cu echipele nationale de cercetare,
Political Capital a organizat o intalnire pentru a explica si discuta aceste documente si intreg
procesul, oferind in acelasi timp un moment propice intrebarilor. Pe parcursul intregului proces
de cercetare, echipele de cercetare s-au intalnit regulat pentru a discuta problemele si intrebarile
aparute in timpul procesului de cercetare.

Pentru a asigura o intelegere comuna a cadrului teoretic si pentru a creste fiabilitatea cercetarii —
in limitele resurselor si capacititilor echipei — procesul de cercetare a inclus o fazi de Tnvitare. In
aceasta faza, 350 de bucati de continut au fost filtrate din setul de date, mentinand structura
prestabilita a rezultatelor in baza cuvintelor cheie, a categoriilor media si a anilor. A fost inclusa o
usoara supra-pondere a rezultatelor pentru cuvantul-cheie ,lIsrael”, pe baza presupunerii ca
identificarea noii forme de antisemitism ar fi cea mai mare provocare. in fiecare tard, doi membri
ai echipelor nationale de cercetare au codificat aceste date independent. Rezultatele lor au fost
apoi comparate, iar discrepantele au fost discutate pentru a ajunge la un acord. Tn cazurile in care
nu s-a putut ajunge la un acord, li s-a oferit oportunitatea de a consulta Political Capital pentru
clarificari suplimentare.
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5.2.4 Procesul de clasificare a datelor

Clasificarea datelor a urmat aceeasi procedura in toate tarile. Echipele nationale au primit
continutul ntr-un fisier Excel, care includea toate proprietatile relevante (ex.
comentariu/articol/postare, data publicrii, sursa, contextul etc.). In timpul procesului de
clasificare a datelor, analistii au citit continutul in sine si, pentru comentarii, au examinat si
contextul.

Daca au fost identificate remarci antisemitice In continut, analistii le-au etichetat ca fiind
antisemitice sau potential antisemitice, au identificat remarca antisemitica si au incadrat-o intr-o
tipologie principala de discurs antisemitic, impreuna cu una dintre subcategoriile acesteia. Un
singur continut putea fi incadrat in mai multe (maximum patru) tipologii de discurs, deoarece era
posibil ca mai multe remarci antisemitice sa apara in acelasi text. Daca continutul nu includea
remarci antisemitice sau daca sensul sau nu era clar, nu i se atribuia niciunei categorii.

33
© 2023 BOND | CERV-2022-EQUAL | Grant Agreement No. 101084724



D2.2 - Research briefings on the trends of antisemitic narratives, hate speech and conspiracy theories BON D $

6.Bibliografie
Urmatoarele surse au fost utilizate pentru a dezvolta cadrul conceptual al cercetarii:

e “Decoding Antisemitism, ,Working Paper - Glossary”,” March 30, 2022.
https://decoding-antisemitism.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/03/DA-publications-
Glossary.pdf?x89829.

e “Jerusalem Declaration on Antisemitism,” n.d. https://jerusalemdeclaration.org/.

e AIJC. “Translate Hate Glossary: How to Spot Antisemitism,” February 8, 2024.
https://www.ajc.org/translatehateglossary.

e Antisemitism Uncovered. “Antisemitism Uncovered: A Guide to Old Myths in a New
Era,” March 20, 2024. https://antisemitism.adl.org/.

e Antisemitism Uncovered. “Antisemitism Uncovered: Myth — Jews Are Greedy,” March
21, 2024. https://antisemitism.adl.org/greed/.

e Barna, Ildiké and Arpéad, Knap. “An exploration of coronavirus-related online
antisemitism in Hungary using quantitative topic model and qualitative discourse
analysis.” Intersections 7, no. 3 (2021)
https://intersections.tk.hu/index.php/intersections/article/view/801

e Barna, lldikd, Tamds Kohut, Michat Bilewicz, Olga Gyarfasova, Jifi Kocian, Grigorij
Meseznikov, and Maria Babinska. “Survey on Antisemitic Prejudice in the Visegrad
Countries.” Research Report. Tom Lantos Institute, 2022.
https://tomlantosinstitute.hu/files/en-205-sapvc-20220420-done-rc-online-new.pdf.

e Becker, Matthias J. et al., "Decoding Antisemitism." Palgrave Macmillan, 2024.

e Becker, Matthias J., Laura Ascone, and Hagen Troschke. “Antisemitic comments on
Facebook pages of leading British, French, and German media outlets.” Humanities and
Social Sciences Communications 9, no. 1 (September 29, 2022).
https://doi.org/10.1057/s41599-022-01337-8.

e Decoding Antisemitism. “Decoding Antisemitism First Discourse Report - Decoding
Antisemitism,” April 6, 2022. https://decoding-antisemitism.eu/publications/first-
discourse-report/.

e Decoding Antisemitism. “Decoding Antisemitism Fourth Discourse Report - Decoding
Antisemitism,” November 4, 2022.
https://decodingantisemitism.eu/publications/fourth-discourse-report/.

e Gallagher, Aoife, and Ciaran O’Connor. “The ‘Great Reset.”” IDS-Institute for Strategic
Dialogue, March 14, 2023. https://www.isdglobal.org/explainers/the-great-reset/.

e Gerster, Lea. “An Antisemitic Conspiracy Theory Is Being Shared on Telegram to Justify
Russia’s Invasion of Ukraine.” ID-Institute for Strategic Dialogue, May 5, 2022.
https://www.isdglobal.org/digital dispatches/an-antisemitic-conspiracy-theory-is-
being-shared-on-telegram-to-justify-russias-invasion-of-ukraine/.

e |HRA. “What are Holocaust denial and distortion?- IHRA,” May 8, 2024.
https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-holocaust-denial-
distortion.

34
© 2023 BOND | CERV-2022-EQUAL | Grant Agreement No. 101084724


https://decoding-antisemitism.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/03/DA-publications-Glossary.pdf?x89829
https://decoding-antisemitism.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/03/DA-publications-Glossary.pdf?x89829
https://jerusalemdeclaration.org/
https://www.ajc.org/translatehateglossary
https://antisemitism.adl.org/
https://antisemitism.adl.org/greed/
https://intersections.tk.hu/index.php/intersections/article/view/801
https://tomlantosinstitute.hu/files/en-205-sapvc-20220420-done-rc-online-new.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1057/s41599-022-01337-8
https://decoding-antisemitism.eu/publications/first-discourse-report/
https://decoding-antisemitism.eu/publications/first-discourse-report/
https://decodingantisemitism.eu/publications/fourth-discourse-report/
https://www.isdglobal.org/explainers/the-great-reset/
https://www.isdglobal.org/digital_dispatches/an-antisemitic-conspiracy-theory-is-being-shared-on-telegram-to-justify-russias-invasion-of-ukraine/
https://www.isdglobal.org/digital_dispatches/an-antisemitic-conspiracy-theory-is-being-shared-on-telegram-to-justify-russias-invasion-of-ukraine/
https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-holocaust-denial-distortion
https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-holocaust-denial-distortion

D2.2 - Research briefings on the trends of antisemitic narratives, hate speech and conspiracy theories BON D d

e |HRA. “What is antisemitism?,” August 20, 2024.
https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-antisemitism.

e International Republican Institute. “Antisemitic Discourse in the Western Balkans: A
Collection of Case Studies | International Republican Institute,” January 19, 2022.
https://www.iri.org/resources/antisemitism-remains-a-key-obstacle-to-democratic-
transition-in-western-balkans/.

e ISGAP International. “‘Decoding Antisemitism online after the October 7th Massacre’
with Dr. Matthias J. Becker,” November 30, 2023.
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=63Q3usHOjkE.

e Khudish, Pavlo. ““Zelenskyy, a Jewish Nazi’: The Use of Anti-Semitic Tropes by Russian
Propaganda Against Ukraine.” Detektor Media, May 14, 2023.
https://en.detector.media/post/zelenskyy-a-jewish-nazi-the-use-of-anti-semitic-tropes-
by-russian-propaganda-against-ukraine.

e (O’Connor, Ciaran. “The Spread of the Great Reset Conspiracy in the Netherlands.” Vision
of Humanity, March 21, 2024. https://www.visionofhumanity.org/the-spread-of-the-
great-reset-conspiracy-in-the-netherlands/.

35
© 2023 BOND | CERV-2022-EQUAL | Grant Agreement No. 101084724


https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-antisemitism
https://www.iri.org/resources/antisemitism-remains-a-key-obstacle-to-democratic-transition-in-western-balkans/
https://www.iri.org/resources/antisemitism-remains-a-key-obstacle-to-democratic-transition-in-western-balkans/
https://en.detector.media/post/zelenskyy-a-jewish-nazi-the-use-of-anti-semitic-tropes-by-russian-propaganda-against-ukraine
https://en.detector.media/post/zelenskyy-a-jewish-nazi-the-use-of-anti-semitic-tropes-by-russian-propaganda-against-ukraine
https://www.visionofhumanity.org/the-spread-of-the-great-reset-conspiracy-in-the-netherlands/
https://www.visionofhumanity.org/the-spread-of-the-great-reset-conspiracy-in-the-netherlands/

D2.2 - Research briefings on the trends of antisemitic narratives, hate speech and conspiracy theories BON D $

Introducerea in proiectul BOND

Proiectul BOND?° (Building tOlerance, uNderstanding, and Dialogue across communities)*! a fost
implementat Tn perioada ianuarie 2023 - decembrie 2024 in Ungaria, Italia, Polonia si Romania.
Obiectivul sau principal a fost acela de a aborda prejudecatile adanc inrddacinate, atitudinile si
comportamentele de ura din cadrul societatii, in special cele care vizeaza populatia evreiasca
europeand. Proiectul a urmarit, de asemenea, sa promoveze intelegerea, toleranta si dialogul. Un
accent semnificativ a fost pus pe educarea tinerilor cu privire la iudaism si antisemitism, precum
si pe promovarea dialogului intercultural si inter-religios. Activitatile sale au inclus cercetarea
antisemitismului, monitorizarea discursurilor antisemitice, elaborarea de programe educationale,
formarea cadrelor didactice, organizarea de programe educationale si de schimb pentru tineri,
facilitarea dialogului interconfesional si intercomunitar si organizarea de dezbateri locale privind
toleranta si incluziunea sociala. Proiectul a fost ghidat de definitia antisemitismului stabilita de
Alianta Internationald pentru Memoria Holocaustului (IHRA).12

0 Pagina WEB a proiectului BOND: https://www.bond-project.eu/
" In Romanian: ,,Construirea tOlerantei, INtelegerii si Dialogului intre comunitati”.
2 Definitia de lucru a antisemitismului adoptata de IHRA:
https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-antisemitism
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