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Executive Summary 

This article studies 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 identifies distinct aspects 

of antisemitism, deconstructing the concept of antisemitism and breaking it up into three 

kinds of empirically differently based and composed antisemitisms (Note the plural!): classic 

antisemitism, Israel-derived antisemitism and Enlightenment-based antisemitism. The article 

also elaborates on some more general implications for the understanding of the character of 

antisemitism in contemporary Europe, and based on that, presents some perspectives on the 

development of the three distinct antisemitisms in contemporary Europe.
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1
 In other words, the purpose is not merely to outline the level of antisemitism, either registered in the general 

population or as perceived by the Jewish population. If that were the case, its results could be called into 

question for being obsolete, since several serious antisemitic attacks have occurred after the empirical data for 

the article were collected. Among these attacks are the so-called Charlie Hebdo and Super Casher terrorist 

attacks in Paris January 2015, the murder of a Jewish guard outside the synagogue of Copenhagen a month later 

as well as before the major terrorist attacks in central Paris the evening of November 13 2015 and in Brussels on 

March 23 2016. It goes without saying that 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, Sweden and the United Kingdom, but a special focus is placed on Sweden
2
 because 

the situation in Sweden concerning antisemitism and the Jewish populationôs reactions to 

perceived antisemitism is particularly illustrative of some of the main points we can make 

based on our investigations. 

 

 

The two survey studies 

In this article, we combine and compare results from two major, but differently focused cross-

national surveys on antisemitism. On the one hand, we have data from the European Union 

Agency For Fundamental Rightsô (FRA) survey of Jewsô perceptions and experiences of 

antisemitism in eight EU-member states ï Belgium, France, Germany, Hungary, Italy, Latvia, 

Sweden and United Kingdom.
3
 This survey was carried out in the second half of 2012.  

On the other hand, we use the results from the Anti-Defamation League (ADL) survey 

of attitudes towards Jews, with representative samples of each country's population, carried 

out at the end of 2013. This study covers 102 countries all over the world.
4
 In this article we 

will focus only on the same eight EU-countries that were included in the FRA study.
5
 

In July 2013 ï February 2014, the Anti-Defamation League (ADL) carried out a survey of 

attitudes toward Jews with representative samples in 102 countries around the world. The 

respondents were presented with the following eleven propositions about Jews and asked to 

indicate whether they find the suggested proposition ñprobably trueò or ñprobably false.ò 

 

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

2. Jews have too much power in the business world.  

3. Jews have too much power in international financial markets 

4. Jews donôt care about what happens to anyone but their own kind 

5. Jews have too much control over global affairs. 

6. People hate Jews because of the way Jews behave. 

7. 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 FRA-survey, and also responsible for the study in Sweden. 
3
 FRA ï European Union for Fundamental Rights. (2013). Discrimination and hate crime against Jews in EU 

Member States: experiences and perceptions of antisemitism. Vienna: FRA. 
4
 ADL ï Anti-Defamation League. (2014). ADL Global 100. An Index Anti-Semitism. http://global100.adl.org. 

5
 The countries were selected by FRA among 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 worldôs wars. 

 

An index was constructed implying that respondents who answered that at least 6 out of the 

11 statements are ñprobably trueò are defined to harbour antisemitic attitudes.  

It should be noted that we find the criteria according to the ADL-survey for judging a 

respondent as antisemitic to be quite crude. On the one hand, you may of course be 

antisemitic even if you just find 5 or even one of the statements being probably true, and on 

the other hand, there might be other reasons than antisemitism than to find it ñprobably trueò 

that, e.g. ñJews still talk too much about what happened to them in the Holocaust.ò  

We also note that at least nine of the eleven items the respondents are asked to take a 

stand on are part of what could be labelled classic antisemitic stereotypes.  

In any case, results of the ADL-survey give some kind of indication on how the general 

population in a given country regards Jews. According to the index used, the level of 

antisemitism in each of eight European countries we are studying is distributed as in Figure 1: 

 

As can be seen, Hungary and France harbour the largest segment of what in the sequel will be 

labelled classic antisemites, whereas UK and Sweden have the smallest relative number of 
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this kind of antisemites. In fact, Sweden ranks number 100 out of the 102 investigated 

countries all over the world ï only in Laos and the Philippines are there smaller proportions of 

the population in the country harbouring classic antisemitic stereotypes than in Sweden, 

according to this ADL-survey. 

Unlike the ADL-survey, the European Union Agency for Fundamental Rightsô (FRA) 

survey is directed exclusively to persons in eight EU-member states who regard themselves 

being in some sense Jewish. Those who do are asked several different questions about their 

experiences of antisemitism in their country of residence and about how they as Jews perceive 

antisemitism.  

On the question of how big a problem they consider antisemitism to be in their country 

of residence, these Jewish respondents answered as shown in Figure 2: 

 

We can note that more than ¾ of the Jews in three of the countries, Hungary, France and 

Belgium, find antisemitism in their country to be a big or a fairly big problem. The Jews in 

UK and Latvia do so to a lesser extent. It is, however, noteworthy that as many as 20% of the 

Jewish respondents in Sweden perceive antisemitism to be a very big problem.  

In this context, we should bear in mind that the city of Malmö, the third largest Swedish 

city, harbouring one of Swedenôs three Jewish communities, has become infamous worldwide 

for an extraordinary number of antisemitic incidents in the years preceding the present study. 

In further analysis, we have found that the perception of antisemitism as a very big problem in 
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Sweden is, to a great extent, due to what has occurred in Malmö, where approximately 4% of 

the Jewish respondents in Sweden reside. 

 

Attitudes of antisemitism vs the perception of antisemitism  

Is there a correspondence between the Jewsô experiences and perceptions of antisemitism and 

the proportion of antisemites in the population of the country where they live? 

Comparing the two measures we have presented so far, viz. the level of (classic) 

antisemitism in the general population and the degree to which the Jews in the same country 

perceive antisemitism as a problem in their country, we achieve the picture presented in 

Figure 3: 

 

Most remarkable in this picture are the large discrepancies in the UK and Sweden, between 

the proportion of the population harbouring classic antisemitic attitudes and the Jewsô 

perception of antisemitism as a problem in the country.  In the two most antisemitic countries, 

according to the ADL-measure, Hungary and France, the Jews perceive antisemitism 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 UK do so by approximately factor 6 and the 

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

factor 15. This may be further illustrated in Figure 4. 
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Figure 4: 

 

Based on this, we ask: if the presence of classic antisemitic stereotypes is not what alerts the 

Jews in Sweden to find antisemitism to be a problem in their country, are the Jews there and 

in the UK, just more sensitive or paranoid about antisemitism? Or are there other elements, 

not measured by the ADL-index, that Jews associate with the presence of antisemitism in 

these societies?  

To find out about that, we ask whether there are any differences in the extent to which 

the Jews of the countries have heard a non-Jewish person in the country utter what they 

perceive as an antisemitic comment? If there are no significant differences between the 

countries in this respect, this might indicate that there are statements other than the classic 

antisemitic ones that are perceived as ñantisemitismò by the Jews in the country. Figure 5 is a 

picture of the percentage of Jewish respondents in the eight investigated countries who 

personally within the last 12 months have heard a non-Jewish person utter an antisemitic 

comment. 

 

 

 

 

 



7 

 

Figure 5: 

 

It is noteworthy here that a vast majority in all of the eight countries, more than 9 out of ten of 

the Jewish respondents, have heard an antisemitic comment within the last 12 month. This is 

true also for Sweden and the UK, even if the figure in these two countries is slightly lower 

than in the other countries. The slight difference between the eight countries with respect to 

having heard an antisemitic comment is, however, very far from the vast difference between 

the UK and Sweden on the one hand, and the other countries investigated in this study on the 

other, when it comes to the proportion of antisemites in the country (cf. Figure 1). There are 

two possible reasons for this: the criteria for qualifying as an ñantisemiteò according to the 

ADL-survey is to agree to at least six of the eleven statements listed above. Thus, the 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 hence caused the Jews around them 

to hear an antisemitic statement. 

Another, and in a way more challenging, reason is that something other than classic 

antisemitism can also be perceived as antisemitism by the Jews in the eight countries. This 

may particularly be the case in the UK and especially Sweden. This is illustrated in Figure 6. 
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Figure 6: 

 

We have noted remarkable discrepancies between the registered level of classic antisemitism 

in the general population and the degree to which Jews in the same country perceive or 

experience òsomething antisemiticò. 

Are there also similar 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 attitudes?   

We will investigate this by scrutinizing the relation between the registered frequency in 

the population of some of the singular components of classic antisemitism and the degree to 

which the Jews in the country report that they have actually experienced them. 

Thus, we compare how often a Jew has heard that ñJews have too much power in the countryò 

with the degree to which people in the general population of the country find such a statement 

to be ñprobably trueò. This is shown in Figure 7.  
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Figure 7: 

 

The most striking element of this picture is the discrepancy when it comes to Sweden and the 

UK between the degree to which this stereotype is present in the population, on the one hand, 

and on the other, how often the Jews in the country have heard someone utter such a 

statement. 

The same tendency also appears when it comes to the proposition that ñJews exploit 

Holocaust victimhood for their own purposes.ò 

Comparing how often a Jew has heard that ñJews exploit Holocaust victimhood for their 

own purposesò with the degree to which people in the general population of the country find it 

ñprobably trueò that ñJews still talk too much about what happened to them in the Holocaustò 

the picture as shown in Figure 8 emerges.  
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Figure 8: 

 

Again we can notice a striking discrepancy with respect to the two columns when it comes to 

Sweden and the UK. 

One might suspect that there is a consistent pattern with respect to this. To find out 

about that, we examine one of the classic antisemitic items, viz. that ñJews are responsible for 

the current economic crisisò. This is shown in Figure 9: 

 


