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DIFFERENT ANTISEMITISMS:
ON THREE DISTINCT FORMS OF ANTISEMITISM IN
CONTEMPORARY EUROPE
I WITH A SPECIAL FOCUS ON SWEDEN

Lars Dencik & Karl Marosi*

Executive Summary

This articlestudies eight European countries, investigating how the level of antisemitism as
registered in national populations relates to the perception of antisemitism by the Jewish
population in the same country. Furthermore, the article empirically identifigsctisspects

of antsemitism, deonstructing the concept of antisemitism and breaking it up into three
kinds of empirically differently based and composed antisenst{dinte the plural!): classic
antisemitism, Israedlerivedantisemitism andenlightenmentbased antisemitism. The article

also elaborates on some more general implications for the understanding of the character of
antisemitism in contemporary Eurgpendbased orthat presents some perspectives on the

development of the three distinct antisésms in contemporary Europe.

! In other words, the purpose is not merely to outline the levehtigemitism either registered in the general
population or as perceived by the Jewish population. If that were the cassuits could be called into

guestion for being obsoletsince several serious antisemitic attacks have occurredreftempirical datéor

the articlewere collectedAmong these attacks attee secalled Charlie Hebdo and Super Casher terrorist

attacls in Paris January 20lthe murder of a Jewish guard outside the synagogue of Copenhagen a month later
as well adefore the major terrorist attacks in central Paris the evening of Nova®B645 and in Brusselsn
March232016. It goes without sayirthat these events have most likely heavily influenced both attitudes and
perceptions of antisemitism on the European scene.
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The countries included in the article are Belgium, France, Germany, Hungary, Italy,
Latvia, Swederand the United Kingdom, but a special focus is placed on $Wkdeause
the situation in Sweden concerning anti semi
perceived antisemitism is particularly illustratioé some of the main points we can make

based on our investigations.

The two survey studies
In this artide, we combine and compare results from two mdjat differentlyfocusedcross
national surveys on antisemitisi@n the one handve have data fronthe European Union
Agency For Fundament alJ eRvMsgh t pseand @fpdticnfesngur vey
antisemitism in eight Ellnember states Belgium, France, Germany, Hungary, Italy, Latvia,
Sweden and United KingdoiThis survey was carried oirt the second half of 2012.
On the other handve use the results frothe Anti-Defamation Leage (ADL) suney

of attitudes towards Jewwith representative samples of each country's population, carried
out at the end of 2013. This study covers 102 countries all over the 4Woritis article we
will focus only on the same eight Etbuntries that were includen the FRA study.

In July 2013/ February 2014the Anti-DefamationLeague (ADL) carried out a survey of
attitudes toward Jews with representative samples in 102 countries around the world. The
respondents werpresented wittihe following eleverpropositions about Jews and asked to

indicate whether they find the suggested proposiipobably trué  @nobalily false 0

Jews are more loyal to Israel than to [the country they live in].

Jews have too much power in the business world.

Jews havéoo much power in international financial markets

Jews dondét care about what happens to any
Jews have too much control over global affairs.

People hate Jews because of the way Jews behave.

N o a s~ w DR

Jews think they are better than other people.

2 Both of the present authors are Swedes. Lars Dencik was part of the international research team that designed
and carried out the FRAurvey, and also responsible fbe study in Sweden.

®FRA European Union for Fundamental Rights. (20IB¥crimination and hate crime against Jews in EU

Member States: experiences and perceptions of antisemitism. Vienna: FRA.

“ ADL i Anti-Defamation Leage. (2014). ADL Global 100. An Index Ar8emitism. http://global100.adl.org.

® The countries were selected by FBARiong EU member states. Originally 9 countries were selected for-a web
based survey among Jewish residents in the respective countries. Romania however had to be excluded from the
analysis because data from there were too weak for statistical analysis.
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8. Jews have too much control over the United States government.
9. Jews have too much control over the global media.
10. Jews still talk too much about what happened to them in the Holocaust.

11. Jews are responsible for most of the

An index wasconstructed implying thaespondents who answered that at I€asut of the
llstae ment s ar e A pr obtabatbgurantsaméioattiudes def i ned

It shouldbe noted thatwe find the criteriaaccording to the ADitsurveyfor judging a
responden as antisemiticto be quite crude On the one handyou may of course be
antisemitic even if you just find 5 or even one of the statements being probably true, and on
the otherthand, theramight be other reasorthanantissmitismthanto find it fiprobablytrued
that, e.g. fAJews still talk too much about

We also notdhatat least nine of the eleven iterige respondents are asked to take a
stand on are part of what could be labetibsicantisemitic stereotypes

In any caseresults of theADL -surveygive some kind oindicaion onhow the general
population in a given country regardews. According to the index usedhe level of

antisemitismm each ofeight European countries we are studysdistributed as ifrigure

Proportion of the population in the country harbouring
antisemitic attitudes according to the ADL-index:
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As canbesea, Hungary and France harbour the largest segment of what in the sequoa will

labeled classic antisemites, whereas UK and Sweden have the smallest relatiber of



this kind of antisemit® In fact, Sweden ranks numbelrOO out of the 102 investigated
countries all over the worldonly in Laos and the Philippesare theresmallerproportionsof
the population in the countrgarbouring classic antisemitic stereotyghan in Sweden
according to this ADtsurvey.

Unlike the ADL-survey the European Union Agendgr Fundament al Ri ght ¢
survey is directed exclusively to persons in eightgémber states who regard themselves
beingin some sense Jewish. Those who do are askedaseNiéerent questions about their
experiences of antisemitism in their country of residence and about how they as Jews perceive
antisemitism.

On the questionf how big a problenthey consideantisemitismto bein their country
of residencethese Jewis respondents ansvegtasshown inFigure 2

The FRA-survey: Proportion of Jews perceiving antisemitism
as a problem in their country (n=5.846)
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We can note that more than % of the Jews in three of the countries, Hungary, France and
Belgium, find anti€mitism in their country to ba big or a fairly big problenlhe Jewsn
UK and Latvia do so to a lesser extdhts, however, noteworththat as many as 20% of the
Jewish respondents in Sweden perceive antisemitism tedrglaig problem.
In this contextwe shouldbear in mindhat the city of Malméthe thirdlargestSwedish
ctyyhar bouring one of Swedenods tifrilameusworldeidei sh c o
for an extraordinary number of antisemitic incidents in the yea@sedinghe present study.
In furtheranalysis we have found thahe perception cantisenitism as aserybig problem in



Swedens, to agreatextent dueto whathasoccurred inMalmo, where approximately 4% of

the Jewsh respondents in Sweden reside.

Attitudes of antisemitismvs theperception of antisemitism
Is there a correspondenbetween the Jewigxperiences and perceptions of antisemitism and
the proportion of antisemites in the population of the country where they live?

Comparng the two measures we have presented so far, viz. the lev@asssic)
antisemitismin the general populatioandthe degredo which the Jews in the same country

perceiveantiemitism as a problenn their country we achieve the picturpresented in
Figure 3

Proportion of the population harbouring antisemitic stereotypes compared
to the proportion of Jews perceiving antisemitism as a problem in their
country.
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Most remarkablen this picturearethe large discrepancies in the UK aBdeden between

the proportion of the population harbourin
perception of antisemitism as a problem in the countmnthe two most antisemitic countries

according to the ADimeasure Hungary and France, thewk perceive angemitism as a

problem by about factor 2 as compared to the level of antisemitism registered in the general
population of the country, whereas the Jews in déKso by approximately factor 6 and the

Jews in Sweden, the country harbouring sheallest amount of classic antisemites, do so by

factor 15.This may be further illustratad Figure 4



Figure 4:

Proportion of the population harbouring antisemitic stereotypes divided
by the proportion of Jews experiencing antisemitism as a problem in
their country.
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Based on thiswe ask: if the presence of classic antisemitic stereotypes is not whattlaéert
Jews in Sweden to find antisemitism to be a problem in their coarthe Jews there and
in the UK, just more sensitive or paranoid about antisemitism? Qheare otherelements,
not measured by the ADindex, that Jewsassociatevith the presece of antisemitism in
these societiés

To find out about thatve ask whether there are any differenicethe extento which
the Jews of the countries have heardhorJewish person in the countotter what they
perceive as an antisemitmomment? Ifthere are no significant differences between the
countries in this respecthis might indicate that there are statematkerthan the classic
antie mi ti ¢ ones that are perceived Hgirefissant i senmn
picture of the percentage of Jewish respondents in the eight investigated countries who
personally within the last 12 months have heard aJswish persn utter an antisemitic

comment



Figure 5:

The FRA-survey: The percentage of Jewish respondents who
personally within the last 12 months have heard a non-Jewish
person utter antisemitic comments. (n=5.846)
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It is noteworthyhere that a vast majoritg all of the eight countriegnore than 9 out of ten of
the Jewish respondentdiave heard an antisemitic comment within the last 12 month. This is
true also for Sweden and the UK, even if the figuré¢hese two countries slightly lower
than in the ther countries The slight differencebetween thesight countries with respect to
having heard an antisemitic commesthowever very far from the vastdifference between
the UK and Swedean the one hanandthe othercountriesinvestigated in thistudyon the
other,when it comego the proportion of antisemites the country(cf. Figure 1. There are
two possible reasons for this: the criteria fpralifyingas anfi a n t i saecandingy éodhe
ADL -surveyis to agee to at least six of the eleven statements liateual/e. Thusthe criteria
overshadows the fact that people who score below that level, e.g. by agreeing to five or four
of the eleven statements may also have uttered this, and ¢ersmthe Jews arounthem
to hear an antisemitic statement.

Another, and in a way more challengingason is thata@nethingotherthan classic
antisemitismcan also be perceived as antisemitism by the Jews in the eight coumtries

may particularlybethe casén the UK aml especiallySwedenThis is illustrated irFigure 6



Figure 6:

Proportion of the population harbouring antisemitic stereotypes divided
by the proportion of Jews, who within the last 12 months have heard a
non-Jewish person utter antisemitic comments
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We have noted remarkable discrepancies betwseregistered level of classic angisitism
in the general population and the degteewhich Jews in the same country perceive or
experiences omet hi ng antisemitico.

Are there alsosimilar discrepancies between particular antisemitic attitudes in the
general population and the degree to which the Jews of the country have actually been
confronted with such attitude

We will investigate this bgcrutiniang the relation between the registered frequency in
the population oBome ofthe singular corponents of classic asgmitism and the degrée
which the Jews in the country report that they have actually experidrerad t
Thus we compare how often a Jdwasheard thafiJ e ws have t oo much powe
with the degre¢o which people in the general population of the country find siathtament

to be Aprobably FEgune@ddo. This is shown in



Figure7:

FRA-data on how often a Jew has heard non-Jewish people suggest that
“Jews have too much power in one’s country” compared to ADL-data
displaying the degree by which the general population in the country
means that "Jews have to much power”.
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The most striking element of this picturethe discrepancywhenit comes to Sweden and the
UK between the degrde which this stereotype is present in the populationthe one hand
and on the otherhow often the Jews in the country have hesotheone utter such a
statement.
The samé¢ endency al so appears when it comes
Hol ocaust victimhood for their own purposes.
Compaing how often a Jevimasheard thafilews exploit Holocaust victimhood for their
own pur pos e s otowhichpkopleih the genergl pap@ation of the country find it
Aprobably trueo that AJews still talkotoo mu
the pictureas shown irFigure 8emerges.



Figure 8

Again we can notice striking discrepancy with respect to ttveo columnswhen it comes to
Sweden and the UK.

One might suspect thalhereis a congstent pattern with respect to thigo find out
about thatweexamineone of t he <c¢l assi c Jawstre respansibteifoc i t e

the current .Ehissshownimigured i si s o
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