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Foreword from President, Tel Aviv University

Since autumn 2000 the world, and particularly western Europe and
North America, has witnessed a dramatic escalation in antisemitic
manifestations, regarded by Jewish leaders as unprecedented since
World War I1. This rise has been evident in violent assaults — leading to
severe injury or even death — on persons identifiable as Jews, in schools
and on the streets, as well as in acts of vandalism against Jewish property,
communal institutions, monuments and cemeteries. Social dislocation,
combined with anti-Jewish prejudice and virulently anti-Israel sentiment,
appears to have motivated young Muslim immigrants and white
extremists to vent their frustrations on Jewish individuals and Jewish
property.

No less disturbing has been the dissemination of hate propaganda in
the media and on the Internet against the Jewish people and against
Israel as a Jewish state, as demonstrated in the reports of the Stephen
Roth Institute. Threats, insults and calls to kill Jews and destroy Israel
figure in speeches made by public figures; Iranian President Mahmud
Ahmadinejad is the most extreme example of this trend.

A prominent role in the delegitimization of Israel is being played by
the radical left and right. Frequently, the attacks in their publications and
speeches are a disguise for deep antisemitic feelings. Demonizing Israel
as a Nazi state or labeling it an apartheid state is also a means to
delegitimize the right of Israel to exist as a Jewish state. The continuing
onslaught on academic and cultural life in Israel, which culminated
recently in a number of initiatives to boycott Israeli universities and
scholars, is part of this campaign.

In the last 15 years the Stephen Roth Institute at Tel Aviv University
has become a leading center for monitoring and evaluating antisemitic
manifestations worldwide. Its reports and research are used by scholars
and academic institutions both in Israel and abroad, as well as by
national and international bodies seeking to combat bigotry, racism and
antisemitism. The Insttute also fosters contacts and exchanges of
opinions with Jewish communities worldwide, and has developed
extensive ties with scholars and universities both in Israel and abroad.
This has enabled the advancement of research on antisemitism and
racism, which have become issues of even greater concern than they
were a decade ago.

Itamar Rabinovich
July 2006



Foreword from President, World Jewish Congress

At the end of World War II, when the enormity and the horror of the
Holocaust become evident, it was widely believed that antisemitism had
finally disappeared. The world had seen the terrible, murderous potential
of that malaise; it would draw the appropriate conclusions and Jews
would never have reason to fear again.

Sadly, that was an all too optimistic, even naive assessment.
Antisemitism did not disappear. On the contrary, it has demonstrated an
extraordinary vitality and adaptability to local conditons. It flourishes in
places where there are a negligible number of Jews, or even none at all.
Moreover, in recent vears, synagogues have again been set alight, and
Jews tormented and even killed for no other reason than that they are
Jews.

Meantime, Israel, the Jewish State which was born out of the ashes of
the Holocaust, has become the country that it is so fashionable to hate.
Not far from Jerusalem, the president of an important and powerful
country questions whether the Holocaust ever happened and, chillingly,
calls for Israel to be wiped out.

Who could believe that more than 60 years after one-third of the
Jewish people were annihilated in a genocidal burst of hatred such a state
of affairs could prevaill

Since its inception, the World Jewish Congress has been at the
forefront of the struggle against worldwide antisemitism. We are proud
to be a sponsor of the Roth Institute, which meticulously and
independently monitors and analyzes antisemitism in countries across
the globe and helps us fight this pernicious, age-old hatred. It is one of
several strategic partnerships that the WJC is building to deal with a
rapidly-changing world.

Paul Johnson wrote that the position of Jews in any society is a litmus
test of sorts. “No intellectual society can flourish where Jews feels even
slightly uneasy.” As this important book demonstrates, in many parts of
the world, Jews still feel, and with good reason, uneasy.

Edgar M. Bronfman
July 2006



Preface

The annual journal Awntisemitism Worldwide presents an analysis of
antisemitism and racism around the world. Every two years, in addition
to the wotldwide analysis, it provides a forum for academic discussion of
historical aspects of antisemitism and racism in different places and
periods. Our journal policy is guided by the notion that no coherent
examination and understanding of contemporary trends and
developments is possible without a thorough acquaintance with the
history and manifestations of antisemitism throughout history.

The present volume is divided into two parts. The first part is a
general analysis of trends for the year in review, with a specific focus on
increasing violence and organizational and governmental responses. The
second part is a country-by-country survey, divided according to region,
since each part of the world has its own characteristic problems in
addidon to those common to all countries. The survey contains
summaries of more detailed reviews which appear on our Internet site
(htep:/ /andsemitsm.tauacil/CR.hun). It provides information on
extremist movements, antisemitic activities, attitudes toward the Nazi
period and the Holocaust, and the struggle against antisemitism and
racism. Countries where there was no evidence of antisemitism in 2004,
or where it was not reported, are not included. The survey describes the
phenomenon of antisemitism in the various countries without delving
into their history, and focuses only on the situation in 2004. A seties of
graphs in the appendices providing statistical data complements the
picture for 2004.

Categorization of antisemitic activities sometimes varies from one
source to another. Our classification scheme divides these activities into:
a) all expressions and modes of propaganda, most notably Holocaust
denial, b) violent acts without the use of a weapon, and ¢) attacks using
violent means. It should be emphasized that the survey is based on
reported cases only, and that the data presented in the appendices
include only violent atracks intended to cause loss of life and cases of
actual damage to property. In fact, many more hundreds of minor
incidents, such as graffid, slogans and swastikas painted on walls, as well
as personal insults and harassment, were also registered by Jewish
communities and individuals. In many cases, it is difficult to assess
whether the injury or damage was motivated by antisemitism, or was an
act of hooliganism, since the identity of the perpetrators is often difficult
to establish.



Antisemitism Worldwide 2004

It should be noted that the variety of data and materials coming from
different areas entails a diversified approach on the part of the authors
and editors, thus ruling out complete uniformity in the presentation of
the contents, especially with regard to names and references.

Israeli, Jewish and non-Jewish organizations, tesearch institutes and
individuals supply the relevant data and material, useful contacts,
opinions and assessments, and above all the motivation, for combating
antsemitism and racism. Thus, the annual review represents an
internadonal effort in this regard. We conclude by expressing our
deepest gratitude to all the organizations and individuals who have taken
part in this undertaking.
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General Analysis

OVERVIEW

The year 2004 was the worst in terms of the number, frequency and
nature of antisemitic expressions and events since the outbreak of the
current wave of antisemitism in October 2000. Each vyear has
degenerated further, with numbers and severity of manifestations
increasing exponentially. Whereas in 2003 there were 330 major violent
incidents (such as physical attacks and vandalism perpetrated against
property and insttutes) and 30 major attacks (such as shootings,
knifings, arson and use of explosive devices), in 2004, according to the
Institute’s data, 482 major violent incidents and about 20 major attacks
were recorded worldwide.

The decrease in the number of major attacks from 30 to 20 could be
a positive sign, vet it indicates a negative development. Indeed, there
were fewer large-scale acts of violence organized by groups that sought
to hurt as many Jews as possible, but many more attacks on individual
Jews by persons acting spontaneously. Attacks on persons identfied as
Jews on the streets and in schools have become the salient characteristic
of antisemitic activity in recent years and especially in 2004, and
outnumbered vandalistic acts against Jewish property, communal
institutions, monuments and cemeteries. According to data gathered by
the Institute (see detailed analysis below), while assaults on Jews are
perpetrated typically by young, politically unaffiliated immigrants, mostly
but not only from Muslim countries, vandalism of Jewish property and
communal institutions is generally carried out by extreme rightists.

Identifying and bringing to justice the perpetrators behind the attacks
has proved to be a difficult task for the police and local authorities in
most countries. This exacerbates the distress experienced by Jews who
find themselves or their children attacked in public places, and who
know that the perpetrators will go unpunished. According to the
Institute’s data, more than 180 people were attacked in 2004, and 40
schools and communal centers, 140 cemeteties and monuments, 60
synagogues and 60 Jewish businesses were vandalized. Many community
authorities in Europe especially claim that the numbers ate, in fact,
significantly higher since many victims choose not to file complaints
which they feel will go answered.

The countries characterized by a significant rise in antisemitc
manifestations in 2004 were: France, where major violent incidents rose
from 64 in 2003 to 96 in 2004. According to the SPCY (Service for the
Protecton of the Jewish Community), the overall number of antisemitic

[9:
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events increased from 503 in 2003 to 590 in 2004, half of them violent,
and among those, a large percentage of physical assaults on Jewish, or
mistakenly Jewish, individuals. In the UK the number of major violent
incidents rose from 50 in 2003 to 84 in 2004. The CST (Community
Security Trust) tallied a total of 532 antisemitic events, the highest
number since 1984, marking an increase of 42 percent from 2003 to
2004 (compared to 15 percent from 2002 to 2003). Physical aggression
was a leading category, replacing to a certain extent that of arson attacks
against synagogues, which marked the years 2001-2003. In Canada the
number of major violent incidents doubled: from 26 m 2003 to 52 in
2004 (out of an overall total of 857 incidents, according to B’nai Brith
League of Human Rights). As in the UK, escalation was rapid, tripling
from 2000 to 2003, and doubling from 2003 to 2004. Cases of physical
aggression and harassment comprised more than half of the incidents in
2004. In Russia the number of major violent incidents increased from
32 to 45; however, unlike western Europe, most involved vandalism of
cemeteries, monuments and property. It is noteworthy that the increase
in numbers of physical acts perpetrated by local extremists in Russia
included attacks against many other groups of minorities and foreigners,
Muslims included. Further, Russia is perhaps the only country where
officials openly express antisemitic opinions and slurs at meetings of
state institutions, such as the Duma, and where anti-incitement laws exist
but are not enforced. In Germany the number of major violent
incidents increased from 34 to 50, and, as in Russia, the majority were
directed against cemeteries and monuments. In the US, where the
numbers had been steady for about a decade, an increase of 17 percent
was registered by the ADL. It should be emphasized, however, that the
overall number of 1,823 in the US includes mainly cases of verbal abuse
and harassment (and 60 of vandalism of synagogues and community
institutes), while very few Jews were physically attacked.

The data noted above bolster our claim that Jews tend to be assaulted
in countries where groups of young immigrants, mainly Muslims but
others too, are not well integrated and envy the perceived success of the
Jews (such as in France, England and Canada), while property,
communal institutions, monuments and cemeteries are vandalized in
places where the extreme right is active (such as in Russia, Germany and
the US).

During 2004 European governmental bodies and non-governmental
organizations (NGOs), as well as international organizations,
demonstrated heightened awareness of the possibility that attacks on
Jews were not necessarily connected to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict but
were FEuropean/global in origin. The number of Muslims in western
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Europe today is about 15 million and rising at about half-a-million a year
— a very high birth rate compared to aging Europe. Demographers
predict that this number will double by the year 2015. Immigrants, both
Muslim and others, come from India and Pakistan (to the UK), from
northern and central Africa and the Caribbean Islands (to France and
Canada), and from Turkey, mostly to Germany. Muslim immigrants tend
to foster a strong group identity and remain apart from the surrounding
society, either because they do not wish to integrate or because of the
host country’s difficulties of absorbing them and other minorities. The
ideal of a multi-cultural societv advanced in Europe since the 1990s,
especially by human rights oriented NGOs, which had relied upon the
concept of gradual assimilation, is now being replaced by a growing
awareness that immediate steps should be taken, principally, in the
general education and education-for-democracy systems in order to
enhance integration. Legislation and law enforcement have so far proved
inadequate in curbing the severity of the violence directed against Jews
and other ethnic minorities and the rising rate of crime in general, and
the authorities, it seems, are wary of taking further measures. Improving
the socio-economic lot of millions of immigrants is clearly a mammoth
task; thus, the left and NGOs feel greater guilt regarding the distress of
the Muslim newcomers than they feel for that of the Jews in their midst.
Moreover, the European left’s view of the Muslim immigrants as the
new ‘working class’ contributes to its sense of solidarity with them.

Since attacks on Jews constitute the spearhead of the aforementioned
development, violent antisemitism was deemed to be the first matter to
be addressed in order to reduce the friction. Therefore, a series of
seminars and conferences dedicated to the struggle against antisemitism
was initiated by governments and European organizations in 2003, and
especially in 2004, accompanied by public polls and sutveys, research
studies and reports. Of special note is the conference held in Berlin in
April 2004, initiated by the 55-member Organization for Security and
Cooperation in Europe (OSCE) and sponsored by the German president
and foreign minister. It was the first conference to adopt operative
decisions, such as appointing overseers, establishing a database and
reaching, by consensus, a clear definition of antisemitism which juridical
and law enforcement authorities would be able to employ.

The progress made toward implementing those decisions will be
examined at an upcoming conference initiated by Spanish Foreign
Minister Miguel Moratinos, president of the OSCE this year, to be held
in Cordoba in early June. Expert input and opinion have been called for
in order to elaborate on and perhaps even approve the definition of
antisemitism discussed by OSCE organs.
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Therefore, it may be stated that in parallel to the severe increase in
antisemitic expressions and violence, there has been an awakening and a
growing awareness on the part of governments and organizations that
this problem must be dealt with, and that it originates in intensifying
tensions, especially in western Europe and Canada, between immigrants
and local societies. The prevailing notion that the Middle East dispute
was the main root of the problem (see ASW 2002/3 and 2003/4), is now
being re-examined: a substantial proportion of the immigrants flowing
into Europe come from countries unconnected to Middle East
problems; the rise and fall of andsemitic violence does not necessarily
correlate with the eruption of violence between Israelis and Palestinians;
and since the death of Palestinian Authority Chairman Yasir Arafat in
eatly November 2004, a process of rapprochement between the two
sides has been launched, bringing with it cautious hopes for an
agreement in the future. Nevertheless, there has been no sign of a
decrease in antisemitic violence since the end of 2004. This may be
attributed to today’s reality in which immigration and absorption,
alongside globalization and privatization lead to unemployment and
frustration; in which tensions between multiculturalism and the attempt
to preserve national cultures generates stormy discussions in
democracies; and in which industrialized, rich, aging societies badly need
working hands from the poor countries in the southern hemisphere but
are still unwilling to pay the full price of genuine integration. Rather than
contradict factors noted in previous reports, such as anti-Americanism
and anti-Israel feeling which inflame violence indirectly, those factors
discussed above serve to augment them.
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Between Increasing Violence and Organizational
and Governmental Responses

The year 2004 was marked by two parallel developments. On the one
hand, there was a continued intensification of antisemitic manifestations,
culminating in the highest number of violent incidents recorded — mostly
in Europe - since the end of the World War I1. On the other hand, there
were clear signs that in contrast to the first years of the current wave that
began in autumn 2000, some European countries are much more
determined today to combat antisemitism. There appears to be growing
awareness among them of the impact of this antisemitic upsurge on the
well-being and safety of the Jews and their relationship with their
governments and fellow citizens, and no less importantly, on public
order in the streets.

This analysis is divided into two parts. The first part examines the
characteristics of the continuing wave of antisemitic manifestations. In
regard to acts of violence and vandalism, there will be an attempt, albeit
a cautious one, to relate to a difficult and controversial question: the
identification of the perpetrators and their motives.

The second part will be devoted to national and international
activities initiated to combat antisemitism. Here a comparison will be
made between various reactions to aatisemitism around the world.
Special attention will be given to the new phenomenon of international,
particularly pan-European, cooperation in the struggle against
antisemitism, characterized in 2004 by international conventions.

PART I

JEWS AS VICTIMS OF INTIMIDATION AND VIOLENCE

Three locations — western Europe (especially the UK, France and
Belgium), Canada and Russia — stand oug, in particular, in 2004 in terms
of their levels of violence and vandalism directed against Jewish
individuals and Jewish sites and institutions.

Western Europe

On 25 June 2004 a 16-year-old yeshiva student, Noach Schmal, was
stabbed in the back and seriously injured in Antwerp. This attack, which
left him hospitalized with a damaged lung, represents only one of an
unprecedented number of such incidents with clear intention to kill or
harm the victim severely that took place in 2004 throughout the world
and especially in western Europe.
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The testimonies given tegarding this particular attack resembled those
that followed many other brutal incidents that took place in 2004,
although the majority did not end in such serious injury. For the most
part, the victim was a ‘visible’ Jew wearing a skullcap and in many cases
traditional Jewish clothing. He was attacked by one or more perpetrators,
without any provocation on his part. In Britain, for example, six young
thugs attacked a Jewish family on their way home from synagogue in
Chigwell, Essex, on 9 April.

Frequently, antisemitic slogans were shouted during the attack. On 29
June, two secondary school pupils were on their way home from school
on Flandres Street in the 19th arrondissement in Paris when a car
blocked their way and several people brandishing sticks with metal
points got out. They caught one of the boys, pushed him against a wall
and beat him unconscious. The attackers shouted “Dirty Jew” during the
attack. The other child escaped.

Undl recently, the phenomenon of Jews suffering physical attacks
accompanied by antsemitic verbal abuse had been unthinkable in
postwar Europe. Today Jews are threatened with gassing, cremation or
murder near their homes and synagogues and on the streets of their
hometowns. Moreover, the victims of antisemitic violence are Jews of all
ages, including the elderly and the sick. In Copenhagen, Denmark, a man
of Middle Fastern appearance threw shoes at an 80-year-old Jewish
woman on 26 April; in Boulogne, France, an 81-year-old Jewish man was
attacked in his building on 26 November; and in Paris, a handicapped
Jewish woman was cursed and shaken in the street on 8 October.

The main targets, however, tended to be ‘visibly Jewish’, mainly
religious, children and young adults. They were harassed by fellow
pupils, spat on and insulted on their way to school and beaten up on
their way to or from synagogue. They were also hounded during soccer
games and on public transport, and received e-mails and SMS messages
with threats and insults. Fear of violence and abuse has caused Jewish
pupils to leave the public schools and register at Jewish schools.
According to Patrick Petit-Ohayon, coordinator for Jewish schools at the
Fonds Social Juif Unifié, the number of students in Jewish schools in
France rose from a total of 1,500 students in 1980 to more than 30,000
in 2003.

Numerous Jewish sites were desecrated throughout Europe in 2004.
Holocaust memorials and Jewish prayer houses and neighborhoods were
smeared with Nazi slogans and antisemitic graffiti. Some were severely
vandalized, such as a synagogue in Toulon, France, which was
firecbombed on the night of 22-23 March, and the offices of the

10
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Orthodox outreach organization Esh Hatorah in London, which were
destroyed by fire on 24 June 2004.

In 2003, 25 out of 34 incidents of anti-Jewish violence and vandalism
perpetrated in Germany were directed against cemeteries and memorials;
in 2004 there were 35 such incidents out of a total of 50. On 24 June, for
example, swastikas and other Nazi symbols were smeared on more than
40 graves in the Jewish cemetery in Ditsseldorf and on 10 April 2004, a
Holocaust memorial in Shoénberg was defaced by swastikas and SS
symbols.

Canada

Since the onset of the autumn 2000 wave of antisemitism, Canada has
become one of the major scenes of anti-Jewish violence and vandalism.
This trend reached a peak in 2004, with an increase of 100 percent over
2003. The most serious incident took place on 5 April 2004 when an
arson attack destroyed the library of the St. Laurant branch of the United
Talmud Torah elementary school in Montreal. There was a three-fold
increase in cases of cemetery desecratdon. For instance, at the oldest
Jewish cemetery in Montreal, Nazi symbols, including swastikas, SS signs
and “Heil Hitler,” were sprayed on tombstones on 30 April 2004. Of
particular concern was the 60 percent increase from 2003 in targeting of
Jewish private property. On the night of 21 March 2004, for example,
thirteen Jewish homes in Vaughn, a Toronto suburb, were defaced with
antisemitic graffiti. Swastikas and racist messages were painted on garage
doors, cars and front doors. A week previously, houses and cars in a
Jewish neighborhood were similatly damaged in the Toronto suburb of
Thornhill.

Russia

Russia was another major scene of anti-Jewish violence and vandalism in
2004. The 52 serious violent incidents recorded represent an increase of
40 percent over 2003. Attempting to kill Jews and severely damaging
Jewish institutions were the hallmarks of antisemitic violence in Russia.
On 4 February 2004, for example, three petrol bombs were thrown at
the Chelyabinsk synagogue, igniting a fire in the library, while on 5
March 2004, a bomb of about 200 kg exploded near the Institute for the
Study of Judaism in the center of Moscow. The attack, which took place
on the eve of the Purim holiday, caused no injuries.

As in Germany, cemeteries and memorials constitute prime targets.
On 14 February 2004 vandals broke 50 gravestones at the St. Petersburg
Jewish cemetery, painted swastikas on some of them and left antisemitic
leaflets nearby, while on 17 December 2004 swastikas and antisemitic

11
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slogans were daubed on 40 Jewish gravestones in the Preobrazhenskii
cemetery in St. Petersburg,

THE PERPETRATORS

Since the wave of antisemitic manifestations broke out in late 2000 and
its continued tise, identification of the perpetrators has become a central
but controversial issue in fighting this phenomenon. Its importance is
clear: the task of analyzing the reasons for the upsurge in antisemitism as
well as efforts to counter it might reach a deadlock if the identity of the
perpetrators is not first clarified. When facing hate crimes, especially
when they occur with such frequency, the researcher needs to determine
whether the offenses were carried out by organized groups or by
individuals, and whether intentionally or spontaneously. In addition, it is
important to examine the motive, or possibly motives, for the crime
(ideological, sociological, psychological). This task has proved difficult in
the UK, for example, since the perpetrators almost invariably attacked at
night and from behind, and many of the victims were elderly and/or
ultra-Orthodox Jews who were unable to provide many details. In
France, according to Interior Minister Dominique de Villepin, the
motive behind 80 percent of antisemitic incidents was unclear as the
perpetrators had not been caught. In Canada, too, the report of the
League of Human Rights states that “one of the hallmarks of a hate
crime is that the perpetrator strikes out anonymously. Therefore, most
cases of hate-motivated activity rarely result in any criminal investigation
because no perpetrator can be identified.”

Western Europe

The debate over the identification of the perpetrators intensified in the
wake of the controversy over the findings of the Center for Research on
Antisemitism at the Technische Universitit Berlin (Werner Bergmann
and Julianne Wetzel, “Manifestations of Antisemitism in the European
Union,” March 2003). The report was commissioned by the European
Monitoring Centre on Racism and Xenophobia (EUMC) of the
European Commission, and covered only the first half of 2002. The
authors came to the conclusion that while desecration of synagogues,
cemeteries, swastika graffit, and threatening and insulting mail during
this period could be attributed to the far right, more extreme attacks on
Jewish sites as well as physical assaults on Jews were committed mainly
by young Muslims, mostly of Arab descent. Bergman and Wetzel pointed
to the growing tensions between Israclis and Palestinians which had
culminated in the outbreak of the second intifada, as a principal factor
mobilizing the majority of antisemitic perpetrators, namely young
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Muslims. In this context they emphasized that “antisemitic statements
came from the pro-Palestinian left as well as politicians and citizens from
the political mainstream.”

At the beginning of 2004, the EUMC published a second report on
antisemitism in 15 European Union (EU) member states in the years
2002-3 (Alexander Pollak and Alexander Joskowicz, “Manifestations of
Antisemitism in EU 2002-20037). Concerning the perpetrators, the
report was more equivocal, claiming that while in some countries such as
France and Denmark the centrality of “voung Muslim males” was more
evident, this was less certain in regard to all other countries, among them
the Netherlands and even the UK. According to the authors, the fact
that in many cases the bulk of the evidence was from the victim’s
‘description’, which could not always be substandated, was a principal
reason for caution.

The lack of clarity concerning the identification of the perpetrators,
namely the role played by youths of Arabic/Islamic origin compared to
that of extreme rightists, described in the EUMC report as “young white
males,” contradicted three major findings repeated in reports sent to us
from various EU member states. One was that according to the
testimonies of victims of violent antisemitic attacks, not only in France
and Denmark but all over Europe, the perpetrators, when identified by
their victims, often belonged to ethnic minorities — ‘young Muslims’,
‘young Asians’ or ‘young North Africans’. While under attack, the victim
may not have been able to distinguish between North Africans, Arabs
trom Middle East countries or persons from other countries in Africa, it
is unlikely that s/he would confuse them with ‘young white males’.

Secondly, data gathered worldwide by the Institute for over a decade
about the targets of antisemitic activities and the modus operandi of the
perpetrators indicate that the percentage of physical assaults against
Jewish individuals has increased dramatically compared to incidents of
cemetery and synagogue desecration. Although the number of cases in
which the police succeeded in establishing the identification of the
perpetrators of physical attacks is significantly small (in FPrance,
according to the interior minister, only 20 percent), the involvement of
Arabs, Muslims or members of other ethnic minorities in those acts was
much higher than that of members of the extreme right. Therefore, one
can point to the central role of young people from families of
immigrants in antisemitic activities, and particulatly in physical violence
against Jews.

Thirdly, over the last few years, and even during the 1990s, there have
been clear indications of a link between tensions in the Middle East and
the rise in antisemitic manifestations in western Europe. In 2003, for
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example, some European countries witnessed two waves of antisemitic
incidents, first in March when the war in Iraq began, and later in
October—November, following the suicide bombing at a Haifa restaurant
and the Israeli retaliation in Syria (see ASW 2003/4). The impact of
events in the Middle East on the level of antisemitic manifestations in
BEurope was noticeable again in 2004 when the assassination of Hamas
leader Shaykh Ahmad Yasin resulted in a significant increase in hate
crimes directed against Jews in the UK. A similar trend was noted in
Canada, too (sce below).

Nevertheless, the link between events in the Middle East and the rise
in antisemitic incidents should be analyzed very carefully. It certainly can
not serve as the sole and probably not even as the main explanation for
the continuous rise of antsemitic incidents. While Middle East events
may have prompted the eruption of antisemitic incidents, socio-
economic and psychological disaffection of immigrants in Europe today
should be examined as the wider background for antisemitic activities. In
the UK, for instance, events in the Middle East may explain the increase
in some cases, but in many others the motive is unclear. There was no
obvious reason, for example, for the relatively high number of incidents
that occurred in the UK in June 2004, including two serious attacks, or
for the monthly peaks of February and May in France.

Socio-economic dislocation as the principal condition for the
perpetration of hate crimes was stressed in one of the latest studies
published in Europe on racism and antisemitism. Composed by Jean-
Christophe Rufin, president of Action against Hunger, at the request of
the French interior minister, it states that the so-called new antisemitism
“appears to be more heterogeneous than believed by those who see it as
a problem specifically among people of Maghreb (North African) origin
and as a natural consequence of events in the Middle East.” Moreover,
based on various sources, among them the French police and the
gendarmerie, he concluded that only a “relatively low number of the
perpetrators were of North African otigin.” Many were immigrants from
countries without any connection to the Arab-Israeli issue, such as
African and Caribbean states. His basic thesis is that in the three
“statistical categories of perpetrators of antisemitic violence [immigrants,
extreme right and unspecified] the common trait seems to be found
more in a sense of uprootedness, a loss of reference points and an
identity crisis.”

The main reason for violence scems therefore to be mainly social
frustration, and those who belong to disaffected groups appear to be
more ready to adopt extreme means against those perceived as belonging
to a successful group. This may be seen clearly today, in districts such as












































































































































































































































































































































































































