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About the European Practitioners Network Against 
Antisemitism CrossLines Programm  
CrossLines is a European initiative developed by DialoguePerspectives e.V. and its European 
Practitioners Network Against Antisemitism (EPNA). The project strengthens responsible, 
context-sensitive communication and reporting on antisemitism by bringing journalists, 
practitioners and Jewish community representatives into structured dialogue. 

Launched in fall 2025 with funding from the German Federal Foreign Office (Auswärtiges Amt), 
CrossLines responds to growing challenges in public discourse, particularly following October 7, 
when media pressure, misinformation and security concerns intensified across Europe. Through 
moderated workshops, expert contributions and systematic evaluation, the project supports 
professional exchange, builds trust and identifies concrete needs on both the media and 
practitioner sides. 

A central outcome of CrossLines is the development of a European Reporting Guide and Resource 
Kit, including best-practice examples and practical tools for ethical reporting. By documenting 
results and outlining pathways for continuation, CrossLines contributes to sustainable 
improvements in European media practice and democratic resilience. 

 

About the Author  

Ioannis Stylianidis is a late-stage PhD candidate at the Ignatz Bubis Chair for the History, Religion, 
and Culture of European Jewry at the Hochschule für Jüdische Studien Heidelberg and at 
Heidelberg University. He is also a member of the Heidelberg Graduate School of Humanities and 
Social Sciences. Originally from Greece, his research examines contemporary antisemitism in 
Greece, Europe, and beyond, with a particular focus on how it is reflected in the press, media, and 
political discourse.  
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Best Practices for Jewish Communities and 
Antisemitism Practitioners speaking to Journalists 
By Ioannis Stylianidis 

1. Introduction 

In the context of the global intensification and transformation of antisemitism—especially following 7 October 
2023—antisemitic expressions increasingly cross political, cultural, and national boundaries. This evolving 
landscape has intensified public debate and media attention. Within this environment, Jewish communal 
organisations and antisemitism-monitoring practitioners can play a critical and active mediating role, 
particularly through their interactions with journalists and media outlets. Their engagement is essential for 
articulating Jewish perspectives and ensuring that these voices are heard in public discourse. Western 
reporting on the Israeli-Palestinian conflict and domestic antisemitism often marginalizes the lived 
experiences of local Jewish communities. By relegating these voices to the periphery, media narratives 
frequently dilute or erase the specific realities of those targeted, prioritizing broader geopolitical or ideological 
frameworks over individual experience. Consequently, local Jewish voices are seldom heard, as their specific 
needs and lived realities are often conflated with or overshadowed by the broader geopolitical conflict. This 
framing risks treating antisemitic incidents merely as political capital—assets to be instrumentalized by 
radical-left or extreme-right entities for ideological leverage.  

These broader tensions are further intensified by the contemporary media environment, in which antisemitism 
increasingly operates through digital platforms. In these spaces, content circulates rapidly across borders and 
beyond national legal frameworks, enabling media narratives to play a decisive role in shaping public 
perceptions of Jewish identity and Jewish collective life. Antisemitic rhetoric, when embedded in journalistic 
framing, does not remain confined to the realm of opinion but can contribute to real-world consequences, 
including the normalisation of prejudice, the spread of hate speech, and, ultimately, antisemitic behaviour and 
violence. 

 In line with the IHRA definition’s focus on the practical impact of antisemitic tropes and hostility, practitioners 
should illustrate how such narratives can escalate from digital environments into physical-world incidents. 
Jewish communities and antisemitic monitoring practitioners should underscore that such patterns of 
discourse, even when not explicitly hostile, can contribute to an information environment in which Jewish 
individuals, institutions, or symbols become targets for intensified scrutiny, harassment, or delegitimisation.  
By grounding their communication in these concrete effects, practitioners can help journalists understand 
antisemitism not as an abstract phenomenon but as a driver of security concerns and social marginalisation, 
or destabilization of European and Western societies. By communicating these dynamics to journalists with 
clarity and evidence, practitioners help support more responsible reporting practices and foster a media 
ecosystem that recognises how digital narratives can escalate into real-world consequences for Jewish 
communities. 
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2. From Theory to Action: Countering Evolving Antisemitism 
in Journalistic Frameworks 

Jewish communities and antisemitism-monitoring practitioners should therefore emphasize that journalistic 
content—particularly when disseminated online—can amplify antisemitic patterns when it relies on 
monolithic representations of Jews or advances one-sided portrayals of the State of Israel that resonate with 
long-established antisemitic tropes. Such dynamics are particularly concerning given the lack of international 
consensus on how antisemitism is defined and regulated in the media and press—a divergence that allows 
harmful narratives to circulate with limited accountability across jurisdictions. As scholarly debates 
demonstrate, these differing theoretical understandings of antisemitism shape the practical responses to it. 

The well-established scholar Engel recognizes that the concept of “antisemitism” cannot, at the same time, 
fully capture the wide range of historical, social, and political realities that have expressed hostility toward 
Jews—from antiquity, through the Medieval era, and into the modern period, where criticism of Israel is often 
subsumed under the term1. Engel grounds his position in a logical concern: how can a single concept 
adequately describe and encompass the diverse interpretations and expressions of antisemitism across 
distinct historical contexts?2 For example, manifestations of online antisemitism in the United States during 
the COVID-19 pandemic cannot be equated with the anti-Jewish exclusionary practices of the late nineteenth 
century. The phenomenon of antisemitism has acquired a hybrid character over time, shaped by changes in 
historical periods, geographic settings, and cultural contexts. Consequently, antisemitism is historically 
difficult to define, as it is not a static phenomenon but one that evolves in response to shifting social, political, 
and historical conditions. 

Although the term “antisemitism”  has itself remained largely consistent, its meaning has included both earlier 
and contemporary forms of hostility toward Jews. Today, it functions as an umbrella concept that includes 
racial prejudice against Jews, hostility toward the State of Israel and Zionism, as well as Holocaust denial and 
distortion.3 Historically, modern antisemitism is rooted in earlier forms of Christian anti-Judaism that emerged 
during the Middle Ages.4 Unlike modern racial antisemitism, anti-Judaism primarily targeted Judaism as a 
religion rather than Jews as a racial or ethnic group and was expressed through theological conflict between 
Christianity and its Jewish origins. This hostility was shaped and disseminated mainly by educated Church 
authorities—such as priests and theologians—who portrayed Judaism as a threat to Christianity. These 
religious foundations later contributed to the formation of modern antisemitism, illustrating how antisemitic 
ideas have transformed rather than disappeared over time.  

 Therefore, pre-Shoah antisemitism is defined as discrimination against Jews as individuals or communities 
within their host societies. It manifests through the denial of civil, political, social, or economic rights, as well 
as through social exclusion or physical violence. On the other hand, “new antisemitism,” while overlapping 

 
1 David Engel, “Away from a Definition of Antisemitism: An Essay in the Semantics of Historical Description,” in Rethinking European 
Jewish History, ed. Jeremy Cohen and Moshe Rosman (Liverpool: Liverpool University Press, 2009), 31–37. 

2 Scott Ury and Guy Miron, “Antisemitism: On the Meanings and Uses of a Contested Term,” in Antisemitism and the Politics of History, ed. 
Scott Ury and Guy Miron (Waltham: Brandeis University Press, 2024), 1-32. 

3 UNESCO and United Nations, History Under Attack: Holocaust Denial and Distortion on Social Media (Paris: UNESCO, 2022), 12, 
https://doi.org/10.54675/MLSL4494. 

4  See, among many others, Johannes Heil, ‘Gottesfeinde’ – ‘Menschenfeinde’: Die Vorstellung von jüdischer Weltverschwörung (13.–16. 
Jahrhundert), Antisemitismus: Geschichte und Strukturen 3 (Essen: Klartext, 2006); Theodore L. Steinberg, Jews and Judaism in the 
Middle Ages (Westport, CT: Praeger Publishers, 2008).  
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with classical forms, is analytically distinct. It is directed primarily at Jews as a collective, with the State of Israel 
functioning as the focal point of hostility.5 In this framework, antisemitism operates through the denial of the 
Jewish people’s right to self-determination and, more fundamentally, their right to exist as an equal member 
of the international community. Israel is thus constructed as the “collective Jew”6 entity among other states, 
and attacks on Israel frequently trigger assaults on Jewish individuals and Jewish institutions, such as 
Synagogues, Holocaust memorials, cemeteries, restaurants that served kosher food and anything which could 
be linked with Jews.  

Irwin Cotler, a Member of the Canadian Parliament, proposes the term genocidal antisemitism to describe the 
most extreme form of antisemitism: the direct and public incitement to destroy Jews or the Jewish state.7 He 
argues that this phenomenon is evident today—most notably in calls for the elimination of Israel—as well as in 
the charters and statements of terrorist organizations that openly advocate the killing of Jews. Cotler describes 
Iran as a case of state-sanctioned and state-orchestrated  antisemitism and, in this context, also identifies 
Hezbollah as a non-state but ideologically driven actor that exhibits  antisemitism by openly calling for the 
elimination of Israel and dehumanizing Jews as inherently evil.8 Together, these elements create a uniquely 
dangerous and increasingly normalized threat to Jewish existence in the public sphere, where media are 
included and social media.9  The defining danger of genocidal antisemitism lies in its shift from prejudice to 
explicit exterminatory intent, while simultaneously being increasingly tolerated or minimized internationally.10 
In this context, the scholar Schwarz-Friesel points out that the new tendencies in antisemitism often centre on 
Israel, reflecting what is called the “Israelization of antisemitism,” where age-old Judeophobic stereotypes are 
projected onto the Jewish state.11  These patterns are found across the political spectrum—appearing on the 
right, the left, and at times within the political center. Such narratives often rely on harmful stereotypes that 
depict Israel as uniquely greedy or violent.12  

Particularly after 7 October, this tendency and the relevant rhetoric has become an extremely serious concern 
for Jewish existence, especially within the Jewish diaspora. Public discourse and journalism often centre on 
the State of Israel; this focus can sometimes mask antisemitic motives. In many cases, criticism of Israel and 
antisemitic sentiment become intertwined, leading to a rise in hostile rhetoric and physical threats against 
local Jewish populations in Europe and beyond. This includes an increase in vandalism, terrorist attacks and 

 
5 Lisa Jacobs, Armin Lange, and Kerstin Mayerhofer, “Confronting Antisemitism in Modern Media, the Legal and Political Worlds: 
Introduction,” in Confronting Antisemitism in Modern Media, the Legal and Political Worlds, ed. Armin Lange et al., vol. 5 (Berlin: De 
Gruyter, 2021), 3–4. 

6 Monika Schwarz-Friesel, “Antisemitism Today: The New Hatred is the Old Hatred,” in Comprehending and Confronting Antisemitism: A 
Multi-Faceted Approach, ed. Armin Lange et al., vol. 1 (Berlin: De Gruyter, 2019), 312. 

7  Irwin Cotler, Global Antisemitism: Assault on Human Rights, ISGAP Working Paper Series (New York: Institute for the Study of Global 
Antisemitism and Policy, 2009), 5, https://isgap.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/08/ISGAP-Working-Papers-Booklet-Cotler-09-copy.pdf. 

8 Cotler, Global Antisemitism, 8. 

9  Rodney Benson, “Shaping the Public Sphere: Habermas and Beyond,” The American Sociologist 40, no. 3 (September 2009), 175–197; 
Lisa M. Kruse, Dawn R. Norris, and Jonathan R. Flinchum, "Social Media as a Public Sphere? Politics on Social Media," The Sociological 
Quarterly 59, no. 1 (2018): 62–84, https://doi.org/10.1080/00380253.2017.1383143. 

10 Cotler, Global Antisemitism, 8. 

11 Schwarz-Friesel, “Antisemitism Today,” 311–312. 

12 Ibid. 
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other security challenges for Jewish life13 ; and predominantly for the continuation of Jewish life in diaspora. 
In this vein, attacks targeting Jewish community infrastructure and their affiliated sites are also recognised as 
acts that directly impact the security and well-being of Jewish life in Europe and  beyond.14 Journalists and 
media professionals play an important role in shaping public perceptions of antisemitic incidents.15 The 
manner in which such events are reported has a direct impact on the sense of security of Jewish communities.16 
When antisemitic acts are not clearly identified,  or are addressed inadequately in media coverage, this can 
contribute to increased anxiety and insecurity.17 By contrast, accurate, responsible, and contextualized 
reporting—particularly in mainstream media—can contribute to public trust and social cohesion.18  Language 
and clear utterance are essential to this process for message dissemination.19  Timely, coordinated, and visible 
responses, including public statements, community engagement, and reassurance measures, are crucial for 
addressing immediate effects and supporting longer-term prevention and resilience. 

Therefore, engagement with journalists and media professionals is critical, as the media play a decisive role in 
shaping public perceptions, political narratives, and ideological frameworks. Journalists are not merely 
passive transmitters of information but influential actors whose framing choices can either expose  
antisemitism or, conversely, contribute to its normalization through relativization, omission, or false 
equivalence. Responsible and professional journalism, therefore requires heightened awareness, precision in 
language, and contextual accuracy when reporting on antisemitism, especially in cases where state or non-
state actors promote exterminatory rhetoric. By critically scrutinizing sources, avoiding the uncritical 
reproduction of antisemitic narratives, and clearly distinguishing between legitimate political critique and any 
form incitement, journalists can function as a crucial counterforce to antisemitism. Their role is thus central 
not only to informing the public but also to safeguarding democratic values and protecting vulnerable 
communities from the consequences of hate speech, dangerous rhetoric and any form of hostility. In broader 
discussions of the Israeli–Palestinian conflict, Jewish–Muslim relations, and Israel’s relations with the Arab and 
Muslim world, it is essential for journalists to maintain a careful and balanced approach to public discourse. 
Such balance helps prevent both antisemitic and anti-Muslim connotations or misrepresentations, while 
fostering polyphony and upholding democratic principles. In doing so, journalism can contribute to informed 
dialogue without reinforcing conflict, exclusion, or indirect forms of racism toward any of the cultural, 
religious, or ethnic groups involved. In this context, Haagerup argues that journalism must return to its roots 

 
13   OSCE Office for Democratic Institutions and Human Rights (ODIHR), Understanding Anti-Semitic Hate Crimes and Addressing the 
Security Needs of Jewish Communities: A Practical Guide (Warsaw: OSCE/ODIHR, 2017), 1-89:  6–7, 
https://www.osce.org/sites/default/files/f/documents/c/c/317166.pdf. 

14  ODIHR, Understanding Anti-Semitic Hate Crimes, 7.  

15 Ibid., 42. 

16 Kostas Fanti and Marios Avramidis, "Media Violence: Definition and Context," in Encyclopedia of Media Violence, ed. Matthew Eastin 
(Los Angeles/London, 2013), 246–249.   

17 ODIHR, Understanding Anti-Semitic Hate Crimes, 23, 42-43. 

18 Ibid, 26-31. 

19 Allan Bell, The Language of News Media (Oxford: Blackwell, 1991);  Yas Asare Anderson, Nick Cook, and Luke Farrall, Language Matters: 
Understanding the Language of Race and Ethnicity (London: Ipsos, 2021), 
https://www.ipsos.com/sites/default/files/ct/publication/documents/2021-07/Ipsos_Language_Matters_June_2023.pdf 
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as a service to society.20 Drawing on the Max Planck quote, he concludes that by changing the way we look at 
things, we can change the things themselves. In this view, instead of just documenting what is wrong and who 
is to blame, constructive reporting actively seeks out best practices and potential solutions to societal 
problems.21 By doing so, journalists empower citizens and act as mediators who bring opposing sides together 
to discuss possible solutions.22 

However, engagement with journalists and media professionals by Jewish communities and antisemitism-
monitoring practitioners requires a highly strategic and sensitive approach. This necessity arises from the 
media’s dual role as both a platform for awareness and a primary architect of public perception. Media 
professionals do not merely report facts; they curate frameworks that influence political strategies and social 
ideologies. These frameworks can occasionally become polarized or offer a one-sided perspective, often driven 
by strong ideological contexts and specific political interests. 

These ambiguous dynamics help explain a recurring challenge reported by journalists: the difficulty of 
distinguishing between legitimate criticism of Israeli government policies and forms of discourse that 
reproduce antisemitic structures. This uncertainty reflects a broader societal confusion regarding the evolving 
nature of antisemitism in the modern world and the absence of universally shared interpretive frameworks.  

 In response, Jewish communal organisations and antisemitism practitioners should provide clear, 
theoretically informed guidance that draws on established analytical tools, such as the IHRA working definition 
of antisemitism. They should reaffirm that criticism of any state’s policies, including those of Israel, constitutes 
a legitimate and protected element of democratic debate. At the same time, they must clarify that certain 
rhetorical practices cross into well-documented antisemitic territory. These include the demonisation or 
dehumanisation of Jews, Holocaust denial or distortion, the attribution of collective guilt to Jewish individuals 
or communities for the actions of the Israeli state, and the reduction of Jewish identity to national or 
transnational political conflicts. 

By situating media engagement within a broader understanding of antisemitism as a multifaceted and 
evolving phenomenon, Jewish communal organizations and antisemitism-monitoring practitioners can help 
journalists navigate sensitive topics responsibly. This approach mitigates the risk of reinforcing prejudicial 
narratives by encouraging a journalistic discourse that avoids the demonization or instrumentalization of 
Jewish identity in the context of ongoing challenges. This strategic engagement aims to establish the 
conditions for further civic responsibility, fostering both the security and the flourishing of Jewish life.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
20 Ulrik Haagerup, Constructive News: How to Save the Media and Democracy with Journalism of Tomorrow, 2nd rev. ed. (Aarhus: Aarhus 
University Press, 2017). 

21 Haagerup, Constructive News, 23-24, 89, 94-99. 

22 Ibid. 
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3. General Guidelines for Media Engagement: Antisemitism, 
Memory, and Democratic Resilience 

When engaging with the media, Jewish communities and antisemitism practitioners should emphasize several 
key areas. First, they should highlight Jewish culture, contemporary life, and the long-standing contributions 
of Jews to social, cultural, and scientific development. Second, they should draw attention to prevention and 
resilience strategies, demonstrating how societies can address antisemitism proactively rather than reactively. 
Equally important is the promotion of historical understanding—most notably through Holocaust education. 
This should be presented not only as a matter of Jewish history but as an integral component of European 
history and identity. Framing Holocaust remembrance within the broader process of European integration can 
reinforce shared responsibility, collective memory, and a common commitment to democratic values. 

Jewish communities, when speaking to the press (journalists), highly underline that antisemitism threatens 
democratic values, minority rights, and societal stability — not only Jews. Journalists must recognize that 
antisemitism is not an issue affecting only a particular group, but one that concerns European societies as a 
whole. On this basis, the aim is for journalists to communicate that antisemitic incidents are matters of public 
interest and social importance, affecting all sectors and branches of society—not only Jewish communities. 
Antisemitism should therefore be reported with the same level of seriousness as any political, social, or 
economic issue that impacts the wider population. By framing antisemitic events within the broader context 
of societal well-being and democratic values, journalists can contribute to public awareness, institutional 
responsibility, visibility,  and collective prevention. 

Build long-term media relationships (with journalists) rather than engaging only during crises. Jewish 
communities and antisemitism practitioners should collaborate with journalists not only in periods of 
increased antisemitism or during crises. A stable framework of ongoing cooperation is preferable. This 
collaboration can take place around historical commemorations, local history projects, Holocaust 
remembrance days, and cultural activities such as literary events, museum exhibitions, and educational 
programs. These occasions provide opportunities for journalists to engage with Jewish history, culture, and 
contemporary issues in a structured and consistent way. Regular cooperation also supports more informed 
reporting and helps maintain reliable channels of communication over time.  

Jewish communities and antisemitism practitioners would ideally offer through their channels training 
sessions, briefings, or workshops for media professionals. In this context, they should work with journalism 
schools and editors to promote modules/seminars regarding the history of antisemitism,  Holocaust memory, 
questions of interfaith dialogue and Middle East politics. In many EU countries, coverage of Middle Eastern 
politics—including issues related to Israel—is often presented through ideologically driven media frames. Such 
orientations can at times result in narratives that appear to reflect anti-Israel or anti-Zionist interpretations, 
which, once disseminated, may inadvertently contribute to the reinforcement of antisemitic attitudes. 
Language choice and ideological framing play a critical role in shaping public perception. Adopting a more 
neutral and fact-based approach, consistent with the principles outlined in the IHRA definition, would help 
reduce the likelihood of content being perceived as reflecting an anti-Israel stance. By avoiding expressions, 
nuances, or discursive implications that may be interpreted as antisemitic, broadcasters can promote more 
balanced reporting and limit the risk of fostering prejudicial attitudes. Cooperation between Jewish 
community organizations, antisemitism experts, and professional bodies such as the Association of European 
Journalists and schools of journalism and media studies should be actively encouraged for this purpose. 
Establishing structured study tours to Israel for journalists who specialise in Middle Eastern affairs and Jewish-
related issues would provide valuable firsthand knowledge and context. These study tours could include 
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seminars at Yad Vashem, as well as collaborative sessions with Israeli journalists and media professionals 
representing as wide an ideological spectrum as possible. Such engagement would enhance plurality, 
diversity, and polyphony within media reporting—key components for strengthening democratic values. By 
broadening journalists’ exposure to diverse perspectives and deepening their understanding of the 
complexities surrounding Israel and Jewish communities, the overall quality and balance of EU media 
coverage can be significantly improved.  

Similarly, Jewish community institutions could provide incentives for students in schools of journalism and 
media studies, as well as early-career journalists, to undertake internships within the press offices of Jewish 
communities. Such placements would allow trainees to gain practical, hands-on experience in how antisemitic 
incidents are identified, assessed, and communicated from a Jewish standpoint. This early exposure would 
help future media professionals develop a more informed understanding of Jewish concerns, sensitivities, and 
lived experiences. As these students progress into full professional roles in journalism, this background would 
enable them to produce journalistic/media content that is more contextually accurate, responsible, and 
attuned to the implications of antisemitic events. Strengthening this knowledge base contributes to more 
nuanced public discourse and supports broader efforts to uphold media standards aligned with democratic 
values and the prevention of hate in the broader framework of the EU Strategy on combating antisemitism and 
fostering Jewish life (2021 - 2030).23 

Within the framework of the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights24—specifically the rights to non-discrimination 
and freedom of information—cooperation could be constructed between journalists, Jewish communities and 
antisemitism practitioners. This partnership would prioritize combating antisemitic content in the media and 
safeguarding digital democratic discourse from all forms of racism and hate speech. Such collaboration is 
essential for ensuring that antisemitic rhetoric—whether explicit, coded, or embedded in broader narratives—
is accurately contextualized and responsibly reported. By working together, these stakeholders can help 
prevent harmful or misleading interpretations from entering and circulating within mainstream digital 
discourse. Encouraging structured cooperation of this kind is crucial for safeguarding democratic norms. In an 
environment where misinformation, conspiracy theories, and extremist content can spread rapidly online, the 
presence of informed, ethically grounded journalistic practices becomes a key counterbalance. Effective 
partnership enhances journalists’ ability to identify and explain antisemitic narratives, while Jewish 
communities and antisemitism specialists provide the necessary cultural, historical, and analytical expertise. 
Strengthening these mechanisms contributes to the early detection and mitigation of antisemitic discourse 
that may otherwise escalate into real-world hostility, threats, or attacks. By improving the accuracy and 
sensitivity of media coverage, societies can better protect public safety, reduce potential destabilisation, and 
uphold the integrity of democratic information ecosystems. 

  

 
23 European Commission, EU Strategy on Combating Antisemitism and Fostering Jewish Life (2021-2030), adopted October 5, 2021, 
accessed via European Commission website, https://commission.europa.eu/strategy-and-policy/policies/justice-and-fundamental-
rights/combatting-discrimination/racism-and-xenophobia/combating-antisemitism/eu-
strategy-combating-antisemitism-and-fostering-jewish-life-2021-2030_en 

24 Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European Union [2000] https://www.europarl.europa.eu/charter/pdf/text_en.pdf. 

 



 

Guideline I December 2025  12 

4. Language Matters:  from theory to practice   

Journalists must/should use language carefully to ensure they do not inadvertently reproduce generalisations, 
stereotypes, or collective labels about Jewish people. In this case, language choices have a real impact.25 To 
support this aim, the examples below—drawn from journalistic discourse across various media outlets—
illustrate how reporting could be framed more inclusively. This helps avoid polarisation, instrumentalisation, 
and unnecessary or unhelpful content when reporting on antisemitic incidents in the media. 

Anchor Every Statement in Verifiable Facts — Not Emotion Alone 
 
Best Practice: Lead with confirmed incidents, police data, or official monitoring bodies.  Separate what is 
known from what is suspected. Avoid speculative attribution because antisemitic incidents are 
underreported and politicized; credibility is your strongest asset. 

Example : “Molotov cocktails thrown at Berlin synagogue in early-morning attack” 

Source: https://edition.cnn.com/2023/10/18/europe/berlin-synagogue-motolov-cocktails-attack-intl 

Date: 18/10/2023 

Effective framing:  

Jewish Community Targeted as Molotov Cocktails Hit Berlin Synagogue in Early-Morning Attack 

Berlin Synagogue Firebombed in Early-Morning Assault Targeting Jewish Institution 

Explanation:  

By emphasizing “Molotov cocktails,” the title foregrounds the emotional intensity of the attack while 
downplaying the fact that the target was a Jewish institution, a key element in identifying the attack as 
antisemitic. This editorial choice reflects a journalistic framing that minimizes the ideological motive of the 
violence, thereby underestimating its antisemitic nature and shaping readers’ interpretation of the event. 
The title should primarily highlight the “Jewish representation” of the narrative, and the phrase “Molotov 
cocktail” should not occupy a prominent position as a lexical choice. 

Clearly Distinguish Antisemitism from Legitimate Political Expression 
 
Best Practice:  Explicitly affirm freedom of speech and use of the IHRA definition implicitly, not 
bureaucratically. Explain the threshold at which speech becomes harmful, as journalists often fear being 
accused of censorship. Providing clarity can help disarm defensiveness. 

Example: “Several people were administratively arrested in Antwerp following calls on social media to attack 
Jewish people, the city's police confirmed. Violence against Israeli football fans in Amsterdam last week is 
thought to have incited the social media calls” 

Source: https://www.brusselstimes.com/1307169/five-arrested-in-antwerp-following-call-for-jew-hunt 

 

 
25 Gwen Bouvier and David Machin, “Critical Discourse Analysis and the Challenges and Opportunities of Social Media,” Critical 
Discourse Studies 15, no. 2 (2018): 178–92, https://doi.org/10.1080/15358593.2018.1479881; Matthew D. Lieberman et al., “Putting 
Feelings into Words: Affect Labeling Disrupts Amygdala Activity in Response to Affective Stimuli,” Psychological Science 18, no. 5 (2007): 
421–28  
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Date: 11/11/2024 

Effective framing:  

The IHRA working definition of antisemitism recognizes holding Jews collectively responsible for the actions 
of the state of Israel as a form of hatred. This occurs when Jewish individuals or communities are blamed or 
targeted for political or military actions taken by Israel, regardless of any personal connection. Recent events 
show the real-world consequences of this dynamic. After violence involving Israeli football fans in 
Amsterdam, social media calls emerged in Belgium urging attacks on Jewish people, leading to several 
administrative arrests in Antwerp. These incidents illustrate how international events can be misdirected 
toward Jewish communities elsewhere. 

Explanation:  

While criticism of Israeli government policy is legitimate according to IHRA, targeting Jewish people as a 
group constitutes antisemitism and poses serious risks to public safety and social cohesion. Journalistic 
discourse should be more cautious when addressing sensitive topics that concern safety, and should avoid 
needless polarization in such matters.  

Localize Impact: Show How National Trends Hit Real People 
Best Practice: Translate abstract trends into daily-life consequences to demonstrate how Jewish identity 
symbols are considered a significant threat.  

Example: “University of Pittsburgh students Asher Goodwin and Ilan Gordon were walking to the first 
Shabbat service of the school year on Aug. 30 wearing yarmulkes. As they made their way to the campus 
Hillel building, they said, an older man wearing a keffiyeh approached them from behind and started to beat 
them with a large glass bottle ”. 

Source: https://www.nbcnews.com/news/investigations/five-jewish-college-students-report-assaulted-last-
month-rcna171727 

Date: 2/10/2024 

Effective framing: 

“University of Pittsburgh students Asher Goodwin and Ilan Gordon were doing something routine and deeply 
tied to their Jewish identity: walking to the first Shabbat service of the school year. On Aug. 30, they wore 
yarmulkes as they headed toward the campus Hillel building, a visible expression of faith that is part of their 
everyday lives. Along the way, they said, an older man wearing a keffiyeh approached them from behind and 
began beating them with a large glass bottle. This is what insecurity looks like in  Jewish daily life.” 

Explanation:  

This framing in journalistic discourse raises awareness in two fields. First, it highlights that the public 
expression of religious and cultural identity has become a difficult and fraught process for Jews in Western 
societies following 7 October. Second, it underscores the growing perception that Jews are compelled to 
conceal their identity—an experience that is not commonly imposed on individuals or ethnic groups from 
other cultural contexts in Western societies. 

Avoid Exceptionalism — Frame Antisemitism as a Democratic Threat 
Best Practice:  Do not present antisemitism as a “Jewish-only issue.” Instead, situate it within broader 
patterns of democratic erosion and the normalization of hate, in order to underscore its implications for 
social cohesion and coexistence. This approach frames antisemitism as a systemic threat to democratic 
values rather than as an isolated concern. 
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Example: “ The district court in Vilnius found that Remigijus Žemaitaitis incited hatred against Jews and 
grossly downplayed Nazi Germany's crimes. A Lithuanian court convicted the leader of one of the parties in 
the country's coalition government on Thursday for making antisemitic comments and fined him €5,000. The 
district court in the capital Vilnius found that Remigijus Žemaitaitis incited hatred against Jews, grossly 
downplayed Nazi Germany's crimes and minimised the Holocaust in an offensive and insulting manner ”. 

Source: https://www.euronews.com/2025/12/04/lithuanian-court-convicts-leader-of-a-governing-party-of-
inciting-hatred-against-jews 

Date: 4/12/2025 

Effective framing: 

The district court in Vilnius ruled that Remigijus Žemaitaitis, a senior political figure and leader of one of the 
parties in Lithuania’s governing coalition, incited hatred against Jews and grossly downplayed the crimes of 
Nazi Germany, including the Holocaust. On Thursday, the court convicted Žemaitaitis for making antisemitic 
statements and imposed a €5,000 fine. The district court in the capital Vilnius found that Remigijus 
Žemaitaitis incited hatred against Jews, grossly downplayed Nazi Germany's crimes and minimised the 
Holocaust in an offensive and insulting manner. Such conduct represents more than an individual moral 
failure: it underscores how antisemitism poses a direct threat to democratic societies. When elected officials 
engage in or legitimise antisemitic narratives, they undermine the principles of equality, historical truth, and 
pluralism that democratic systems depend on.  

Explanation 

This framing does not treat the incident as exceptional or isolated. Antisemitism functions as an early 
warning sign of democratic backsliding, often intersecting with broader patterns of intolerance, historical 
revisionism, and the erosion of trust in democratic institutions.  Addressing it decisively is therefore not only 
about protecting Jewish communities, but about safeguarding democratic norms and the integrity of 
political discourse as a whole. 

Be Precise About Perpetrators Without Stereotyping 
Best Practice: Identify ideologies rather than communities. Refrain from using vague terms such as 
“tensions” or “imported conflict.” Avoid generalizing Muslims or migrants whenever possible, as antisemitism 
is documented across multiple ideological currents. When generalization cannot be avoided, reporting 
should prioritize the event itself and only subsequently address the identity of perpetrators, in order to 
prevent “clash of civilizations” framing in journalistic discourse. While this is not always easy to implement, 
minimizing polarization should remain a core objective. Coverage should focus on the antisemitic event as 
the primary issue, rather than shifting attention to unrelated factors such as an individual’s immigration or 
legal status. 

Example: “ An illegal migrant accused of shooting an Orthodox Jewish man multiple times as he made his 
way to a Chicago Synagogue last month used his cellphone to scour for synagogues and Jewish community 
centers in the area shortly before the attack, according to Fox 32 Chicago. His cell phone also contained more 
than 100 "antisemitic and pro-Hamas" images and videos, according to the Chicago Sun Times citing police. 
Sidi Mohamed Abdallahi, a Mauritanian national, has been hit with hate crime and terrorism charges for the 
Oct. 26 attack in which he is accused of shooting a 39-year-old Jewish man who was wearing a kippah while 
walking to his synagogue in Chicago’s West Rogers Park neighborhood. The victim was struck in the 
shoulder.” 

Source: https://www.foxnews.com/us/chicago-hate-crime-shooting-suspect-researched-jewish-targets-had-
pro-hamas-material-his-phone-prosecutor 
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Date: 26/11/2024 

Effective framing: 

“An antisemitic attack targeting an Orthodox Jewish man outside a Chicago synagogue is being investigated 
as a hate crime and an act of terrorism, according to authorities. The suspect, Sidi Mohamed Abdallahi — a 
Mauritanian national who was in the United States illegally at the time of the alleged attack — is accused of 
shooting a 39-year-old Jewish man multiple times as the victim walked to synagogue in Chicago’s West 
Rogers Park neighborhood on Oct. 26. The victim, who was wearing a kippah, was struck in the shoulder. 
Investigators say Abdallahi’s cellphone showed searches for synagogues and Jewish community centers 
shortly before the shooting, according to Fox 32 Chicago. Police also recovered more than 100 images and 
videos described as antisemitic and pro-Hamas, the Chicago Sun-Times reported, citing law enforcement 
sources. Authorities emphasize that the alleged motive centers on antisemitic extremism, and that the 
suspect’s background is relevant only insofar as it relates to the charges in this specific case”. 

Explanation:  

Discursive strategies aimed at avoiding the stereotyping of perpetrators’ profiles are inherently difficult to 
implement.26 The press and journalists are not neutral actors; they frequently emphasize ethnic, cultural, or 
identity markers in order to generate controversy, empathy, or aversion.27 The section above seeks to shift the 
profile of perpetrators away from the foreground of the narrative, with the aim of reducing conflict in the 
reader’s perception and limiting the reproduction of dichotomous framing—specifically the opposition 
between “we” and “the other.”28 When “we” is implicitly positioned as Western society and “the other” is 
framed as the “Muslim illegal migrant,” there is little space left for Jewish voices to appear as subjects within 
journalistic discourse. Journalists have a crucial responsibility to ensure that Jewish voices are represented 
when antisemitic incidents occur. Giving priority to Jewish voices is crucial in this context. Doing so not only 
raises awareness that individuals within this group may be at risk, but also highlights the broader societal 
impact of such events. By framing antisemitism as a challenge that affects the values and cohesion of society 
as a whole, reporting can foster collective responsibility and support for inclusive, democratic norms in the 
context of the EU Strategy on combating antisemitism and fostering Jewish life29 and the UNESCO project of 
Countering Holocaust Denial and Distortion.30  

Emphasize Prevention and Solutions, Not Only Victimhood ( Journalism 
as a Tool for Education towards Antisemitism) 

 
26 See, among many others, Georg Junne, “The Role of Media in Conflict Transformation,” Irénées, 2013, accessed December 21, 2025, 
http://www.irenees.net/bdf_fiche-analyse-1002_en.html. 

27 Teun A. van Dijk, “Racism and Argumentation: Race Riot Rhetoric in Tabloid Editorials,” in Argumentation Illuminated, ed. Frans H. van 
Eemeren et al. (Dordrecht: Foris, 1992), 242–59. 

28 Turið Nolsøe, “I, We—and Them: Rhetorical Maneuvering Between National and Professional Positions in Journalism,” Journalism 
Studies, published online October 13, 2025, https://doi.org/10.1080/17512786.2025.2572975. 

29 European Commission, EU Strategy on Combating Antisemitism and Fostering Jewish Life (2021–2030), October 5, 2021, 
https://commission.europa.eu/strategy-and-policy/policies/justice-and-fundamental-rights/combatting-discrimination/racism-and-
xenophobia/combating-antisemitism/eu-strategy-combating-antisemitism-and-fostering-jewish-life-2021-2030_en. 

30 UNESCO, “Countering Holocaust Denial and Distortion through Education,” Project ID 549GLO1005, accessed December 25, 2025, 
https://core.unesco.org/en/project/549GLO1005.UNESCO, “Countering Holocaust Denial and Distortion through Education,” Project ID 
549GLO1005, accessed December 25, 2025, https://core.unesco.org/en/project/549GLO1005. 
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Best Practice: Pair criticism with constructive, solution-oriented recommendations related to protection, 
enforcement, and online moderation, as journalists respond more positively to narratives that emphasize 
actionable solutions. 

Example: “Three Serbian nationals have been arrested in France in connection with the vandalism of Jewish 
sites in Paris over the weekend, according to local media, with the incident drawing parallels with previous 
similar cases where Russian involvement was suspected. Three synagogues, a Jewish restaurant and a 
Holocaust memorial were sprayed with green paint on Saturday in the city’s historic Marais district and 20th 
arrondissement.” 

Source: https://www.euronews.com/my-europe/2025/06/03/france-arrests-three-over-attacks-on-jewish-
sites-with-foreign-interference-suspected 

Date: 3/06/2025 

Effective framing: 

French authorities have arrested three Serbian nationals in connection with the vandalism of Jewish sites in 
Paris over the weekend, reinforcing the state’s commitment to protecting religious freedom and public order. 
The incident—part of a broader pattern of politically motivated acts under investigation—targeted three 
synagogues, a Jewish restaurant, and a Holocaust memorial, which were sprayed with green paint on 
Saturday in the city’s historic Marais district and the 20th arrondissement. Authorities responded swiftly, and 
the investigation underscores the capacity of democratic institutions to identify, deter, and address acts of 
antisemitic vandalism. 

Explanation: 

The reader should understand that antisemitism is, first and foremost, an anti-democratic and racist act 
directed not only against Jews and Holocaust memory,  but also against the values of democratic Western 
society. The phrase “authorities responded swiftly” underscores the strong cooperation between Jewish 
communities and public authorities, reaffirming that intimidation and hate will not disrupt France’s 
pluralistic society or its commitment to the rule of law. The key point is that acts of vandalism endanger both 
democracy and Jewish communal life, particularly within the framework of the EU Strategy on Combating 
Antisemitism and Fostering Jewish Life. In this context, it is also important to highlight the link between 
European integration and Jewish life, both within the EU and globally. This includes a focus on legal 
frameworks—such as the prosecution of Holocaust denial—national action plans, online monitoring, funding 
for Jewish community security, and the promotion of Holocaust education and remembrance. Together, 
these measures uphold core EU values of democracy and diversity, while recognizing antisemitism as a threat 
to the whole society.  

In light of the above context, journalistic discourse may also adopt an educational approach, helping readers 
understand how to frame antisemitic incidents not merely as isolated events, but as opportunities to convey 
a preventive perspective and to support the development of educational policies against antisemitism 
through journalism.31 

  

 
31 Sofia Theodosiadou, Paschalia (Lia) Spyridou, Nikos Panagiotou, Dimitra L. Milioni, and Venetia Papa, “Journalism Education in the 
Post-Truth Era: An Exploration of the Voices of Journalism Students in Greece and Cyprus,” Journalism Practice (published online May 5, 
2021): 277–291, https://doi.org/10.1080/25741136.2021.1919833. 
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5. Building Bridges  

Creating a dynamic environment is a great way to break down the "barrier" that often exists between  Jewish 
community members and antisemitism practitioners with journalists and media professionals. Moving away 
from a formal boardroom helps to create common fertile ground between journalists and the Jewish 
community leaders, members and antisemitic practitioners.  The following 'Alternative Meeting Formats' offer 
a framework for fostering constructive dialogue between these groups. Inspired by Jewish cultural traditions, 
these models are categorized by the specific communicative atmosphere they aim to cultivate. 

Food  & Cultural Exchange 

Food is a powerful bridge in Jewish culture and a great "off the record" icebreaker. 

• "Knead & Know": A Challah-baking workshop where journalists and community members talk while 
working the dough. The physical activity lowers defensiveness and allows for natural storytelling. 

• "Table Talk Shabbat": A mock or educational Friday night dinner. It allows journalists to experience the 
ritual firsthand while discussing the nuances of Jewish life in a warm, friendly domestic setting. 

• "The Coffee-Rabbi Long Shot!": A gathering at a local Jewish community center featuring the Rabbi, 
community members, and antisemitism practitioners, alongside invited journalists. This session captures 
the atmosphere of an informal 'Brunch and Brew,' specifically designed for connection. The high-energy 
environment provides the perfect backdrop for pitching local stories or exploring community history over 
fresh coffee 

The goal of these meetings is to create an atmosphere that breaks down barriers, offering cozy and easygoing 
conditions that foster authentic, mutual dialogue between journalists, the Jewish community, and antisemitic 
practitioners  

Interactive & Educational 

These formats focus on "learning by doing" to provide journalists with deeper context. 

• "The Living Archive": Meet at a local Holocaust museum or community center archive. Use specific 
artifacts to trigger discussions about historical memory and how it shapes current community concerns , 
regarding security or antisemitism. 

• "Holiday Briefing": A seasonal event (e.g., prior to Passover or Hanukkah) where the Jewish community 
and its network typically gather, to which journalists and media professionals are invited. This briefing 
helps journalists report with accuracy and cultural sensitivity, ensuring they understand the religious and 
historical context of these festivities from a Jewish perspective. 

The goal of these encounters is for journalists and media professionals to engage in active, lived experiences 
with Jewish communal life through the lenses of history, religion, and culture. As Judaism is one of the three 
Abrahamic faiths, fostering this dialogue—alongside Christianity and Islam—can promote a fruitful public 
understanding of cross-cultural engagement and interfaith dialogue in the public sphere of media. 
Furthermore, it encourages a broader perspective on the theology of religions in relation to other world 
religions and denominations. 

Walk and Talk 

Walk and Talk’ focuses on changing physical perspectives by visiting sites of Jewish memory and interest, 
such as a Holocaust Memorial, a Stolpersteine (stumbling stones) project, or a pre-Shoah Jewish quarter. 
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• "Neighborhood Navigation": A guided tour of a Jewish neighborhood allows journalists to see the kosher 
shops, and synagogues, providing the everyday and socio-cultural context that goes far beyond a standard 
press release. This format enables them to have 'living experiences' in places that are an inseparable part 
of the local and national Jewish culture of their countries. 

• "Coffee Shop Circuit": This format features small, 'speed-dating' style rotations at a café located near a 
pre-Shoah Jewish quarter or Holocaust Memorial. Every 15 minutes, journalists move to a different table to 
engage with a representative from a different segment of the community. The session concludes with a 
collective walk through the neighborhood together.  

The goal of these encounters is for journalists and media professionals to engage in active, lived experiences 
with sites of Jewish cultural heritage within their own countries. This ensures that when they report on future 
events, they possess a foundational, beforehand historical knowledge of the locations involved.  
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6. Conclusion 

The transformation of antisemitism in the post-October 7 landscape necessitates a radical shift in how Jewish 
communal organizations and antisemitism practitioners engage with the media. As antisemitic tropes 
increasingly permeate digital spaces and bypass traditional editorial boundaries, the role of the journalist has 
evolved from a passive reporter of facts to a critical mediator of lived experience. 

To foster a more accurate and responsible media ecosystem—one where Jewish life and the realities of 
antisemitism are represented with integrity—Jewish communities and practitioners must engage journalists 
by building bridges of understanding. This engagement should be rooted firmly in the framework of 
democratic values and universal human rights. By aligning these perspectives,  Jewish communities and 
antisemitism practitioners can ensure that the fight against antisemitism is recognized as a fundamental 
component of a healthy, pluralistic society. 

In an era of intense ideological polarization, Jewish communities and practitioners specializing in 
antisemitism serve as essential guides. By utilizing established frameworks—such as the IHRA Working 
Definition of Antisemitism, the EU Strategy on Combating Antisemitism and Fostering Jewish Life, and relevant 
UNESCO initiatives—they provide journalists with the theoretical clarity required to distinguish between 
legitimate political critique and the reproduction of systemic antisemitic structures. This expertise is 
particularly vital in identifying and dismantling enduring tropes of collective guilt and dehumanization. 
Furthermore, the language used in the dissemination of information is paramount.  Reporting techniques and 
linguistic choices possess the power to shape mass perception. When adjusted within a non-polarised 
discursive context, these elements can contribute significantly to dismantling antisemitic expressions and 
preventing their proliferation. 

By engaging journalists through cultural, historical, and alternative meeting formats, Jewish communities can 
dismantle barriers and establish a foundation of mutual trust based on a fruitful cross-cultural dialogue.  These 
sustained relationships are vital for creating a deeper understanding of the Jewish experience in Europe and 
the West in the post-October 7 era. 
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