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A note on this early release version​
 

Given the urgent need to inform both public policy and the public at large, this report has 
been launched and made available on 15 January 2025. It will formally be published in 
March, after some further editing, and lodged with the National Library of Australia.  
 
We invite experts, public figures, and community leaders within Australia, and around the 
world, to provide short statements of support for this report. We will include those we can in 
the final published version of this report.  
 
We can be contacted at ohpi@ohpi.org.au  
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Dedication 
This report is dedicated to the memory of those who died in the Bondi Beach Chanukah 

Massacre. May their memory be a blessing. 
 

Matilda 
 

Boris Gurman 
 

Sofia Gurman 
 

Rabbi Eli Schlanger 
 

Edith Brutman 
 

Boris Tetleroyd 
 

Adam Smyth 
 

Marika Pogany 
 

Dan Elkayam 
 

Peter Meagher 
 

Tibor Weitzen 
 

Reuven Morrison 
 

Alexander Kleytman 
 

Rabbi Yaakov Levitan 
 

Tania Tretiak 
 

And to all those injured and harmed by what was the second deadliest gun attack in 
Australia’s history. It was an attack on Australia and our way of life, but it was not random. It 
was targeted against Australia’s Jewish community; a community that has done so much for 

Australia, yet in the last two years has been living in fear.  
It’s past time Australia said no to antisemitism.  
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Executive Summary 
On Sunday the 14th of December, 2025, a mass shooting occurred at Bondi Beach in 
Sydney. Two armed men, inspired by ISIS, fired on the crowd at a Chanukah celebration. 
Authorities confirmed it was a targeted terrorist attack against Australia’s Jewish community. 
Fifteen innocent people were killed and dozens more were injured. This was the worst 
terrorist attack on Australian soil, and the second worst mass shooting in the history of 
modern Australia. It devastated the Australian Jewish community, and shocked the nation. 
We offer our condolences to the families of those killed, and our support to those injured. 
 
The Online Hate Prevention Institute activated an emergency response within 15 minutes of 
news of the attack breaking. Just over 60 hours later we released our preliminary report 
examining the online response to the attack.1 It found high levels of antisemitism, denial of 
the attack claiming it was a false flag, and Islamophobia.  
 
This more detailed report is based on a larger sample of data, gathered over the month 
since the attack, as well as greater analysis and discussion as we examine responses to the 
attack and share our recommendations. 
 
Key findings: 
 

●​ There was a sharp increase in online antisemitism following the attack. This 
included both specific atrocity-related antisemitism and general antisemitism surging. 
  

●​ The widespread atrocity related antisemitism closely mirrored Holocaust denial 
and October 7 denial. This included Atrocity Glorification that celebrated the attack, 
Atrocity Justification that rationalised the attack, Atrocity Minimisation that down 
played the attack, Atrocity Denial that claimed it was a false flag staged using crisis 
actors, and Atrocity Distortion which promoted a false flag conspiracy theory claiming 
the attack was real but instigated by others and often claiming these others were 
Israel, its intelligence service Mossad, or the Australian Jewish community itself.  
 

●​ The rise in general antisemitism was an all-out assault on the Jewish 
community. There was a gratuitous sharing of antisemitic content unrelated to the 
atrocity itself, including traditional antisemitism, Israel-related antisemitism, and 
Holocaust-related antisemitism, in threads discussing the attack and the response to 
it. There was gaslighting of the Jewish community, a denial of empathy, and claims 
Jews were seeking to make racism against them more important than other forms of 
racism. Support and empathy from politicians, sporting legends, business leaders, 
and other Australians was presented as signs of a Jewish power conspiracy and 
“undue foreign influence”.  
 

1 “Bondi Beach Chanukah Massacre”, Online Hate Prevention Institute, 17 December 2025. 
https://ohpi.org.au/bondi-beach-chanukah-massacre/  
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●​ The link between the Jewish community and Zionism is explained and the report 
documents both New Antisemitism and its Racist Anti-Zionist variant.  
 

●​ The rise in Islamophobia after the Muslim religion of the attackers, and their 
ISIS based inspiration for the attack, became known is documented. This was 
used to demonise the entire Muslim community and blame them for the attack. A 
significant amount of the Islamophobia presented all Muslims as a threat to public 
safety. The heroic actions of Ahmed al-Ahmed, a Muslim bystander who helped 
disarm one of the gunmen, helped to mitigate and slow the spread of this hate.  
 

●​ The report also compared the density of hate in the comments on Jewish, 
Muslim, and neutral posts 
 

○​ Some Jewish and Muslim individuals and organisations experienced a 
backlash of hate to their posts on Facebook. We measured the level of hate 
in the comments and found it was at almost identical levels for both the 
Jewish and Muslim targets. This was at almost the same level as seen on 
Facebook posts deliberately promoting antisemitism over the past two years. 
  

○​ On posts from neutral sources the density of antisemitism in the comments 
was at the same level as for hate posts prior to October 7, 2023, and the level 
of Islamophobia was a third lower than the level of antisemitism.  

 
●​ The report examines how the normalisation of antisemitism in Australia over 

the last two years contributed to the attack. It made the unthinkable possible by 
creating a climate where those planning to kill Jews could delude themselves into 
thinking history and a large segment of society would see them as heroes. It 
discusses how disinformation fed the normalisation of antisemitism, which in turn fed 
extremism. The deliberate undermining of efforts to combat antisemitism contributed 
to the problem.  
 

●​ Addressing the threat means recognising antisemitism and Jews. It means 
countering the normalisation of hate and the threat of radicalisation. The report 
discusses hate speech, providing background on slogans like “Globalise the Intifada” 
and other phrases promoting hate. It discusses law reform in general terms and 
considers aspects of the Combatting Antisemitism, Hate and Extremism Bill 2026.  
 

●​ Online safety, community and government responsibility for security, gun 
control and charity regulation are all discussed.  

 
●​ The role of artificial intelligence in the aftermath of the attack is discussed. 

Generative AI was used to create disinformation about the attack. Multiple 
generative AI platforms also became confused and denied the attack was real. 
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How a society responds to terror matters as much as the act itself. This act of terror occurred 
in an environment saturated by hate. The two are connected. As the head of  ASIO, 
Australia’s security agency, warned in a national security assessment delivered almost a 
year before the attack, the “normalisation of violent protest and intimidating behaviour 
lowered the threshold for provocative and potentially violent acts.”  
 
The problem we face in Australia is not Israel's actions, but how some have been allowed to 
use those actions to excuse their antisemitism and that of others, creating a culture where 
antisemitism has become normalised and pervasive. The moment we excuse violent 
language as ‘contextual’ or ‘symbolic’, we lower the bar for real-world harm. 
 
As we warned months before the Bondi attack:2 
 

“[Racist Anti-Zionism] implies Israel deserved the October 7 terrorist attacks, but also that 
attacks on Jews around the world are justified - with some making an exception for 
anti-Zionist Jews. Those who point out the racism in this are accused of ‘weaponising 
antisemitism to silence Palestinian voices’, and increasing the charge of ‘anti-Palestinian 
racism’ is being used to silence legitimate antisemitism concerns.” 

 
Now is the time to urgently reverse the normalisation of hate and make antisemitism, indeed 
forms of racism and hate, no longer acceptable in Australia. Democratic societies do not 
respond to terror by forgetting. They respond by remembering with care and resolve.We can 
and must make this change. 
 
The Online Hate Prevention Institute was established in January 2012 as Australia’s national 
Harm Prevention Charity to tackle all forms of online hate and extremism. Our work has 
been recognised by the United Nations, foreign governments, and international experts, as 
well as being regularly cited in government and parliamentary reports. 
 
Unfortunately there has been a lack of support for this vital work, whether for antisemitism or 
the other forms of online hate we tackle, from both federal and state governments. It is 
critical that this urgently change. The online world is not just a facet of a broader problem, it 
is what drives hate and incitement. It is where radicalisation takes place. We’ve been on that 
front line for 14 lonely years, it’s past time governments step up and back this vital work. 
 
How to support us 
 
The Online Hate Prevention Institute is a Registered Australian Charity. Donations to support 

our work can be made at: https://ohpi.org.au/donate/  

2 A Oboler, P Scolyer-Gray and L Levin. Social Media and the Normalisation of Hate: October 7 Two 
Years On (Online Hate Prevention Institute, 2025) p. 52-55. https://ohpi.org.au/oct7-2-years-on 
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Introduction 
The mass shooting that targeted a Jewish celebration at Bondi Beach in Sydney on the first 
night of the festival of Chanukah on Sunday December 14th, 2025, was the second worst 
mass shooting in Australia’s recent history.3 Fifteen innocent people were killed and dozens 
more were injured. It devastated the Australian Jewish community, and shocked the nation. 
We offer our condolences to the families of those killed, and our support to those who were 
injured. 
 
The attack was carried out by two men, one born in Australia and another, his father, who 
immigrated to Australia decades ago. They were inspired by ISIS and their horrific actions 
were a targeted terrorist attack against Australia’s Jewish community. It occurred following 
two years of rising antisemitism in Australia,4 and at a time when the Australian Jewish 
community had already been warning the government that if more was not done to combat 
antisemitism, it was likely to turn deadly.5 
 

“We are now at a stage where anti-Jewish racism has left the fringes of society, 
where it is normalised and allowed to fester and spread, gaining ground at 
universities, in arts and culture spaces, in the health sector, in the workplace and 
elsewhere. In such an environment, Jews have legitimate concerns for their physical 
safety and social well-being in Australia.” - Daniel Aghion KC, President, Executive 
Council of Australian Jewry, less than two weeks before the Bondi Beach Massacre.6 

 
The Online Hate Prevention Institute has been systematically monitoring the rise of 
antisemitism since late 2022, when we began a two year monitoring project in partnership 
with the Executive Council of Australian Jewry (ECAJ). Originally started due to increased 
levels of antisemitism resulting from the COVID-19 pandemic, after the Hamas led the 
October 7 terrorist attack in 2023, and the subsequent war in Gaza, we observed an even 
sharper increase in online antisemitism across social media platforms. The ECAJ observed 
a similar sharp rise in real world antisemitic incidents. This rise in antisemitism, and its 
general nature, is touched upon briefly in this report to provide context, but is discussed in 
far greater detail in our other recent reports.  
 
The focus of this report on the online response to the Bondi Beach attack. The responses 
included glorification and celebration of the attack, justification of the attack, denial it was 
real, and efforts to blame the Jewish community or Israel for the attack. There was also a 

6 Ibid. 

5 Executive Council of Australian Jewry, ‘Global Jewish leaders: Australia’s antisemitism spike is a 
warning for democracies worldwide’, Executive Council of Australian Jewry, 3 December 2025 
https://www.ecaj.org.au/global-jewish-leaders-australias-antisemitism-spike-is-a-warning-for-democra
cies-worldwide/  

4 Nandika Chatterjee, ‘A Timeline of Rising Antisemitism in Australia Since the Gaza War’, Time 
Magazine, 15 December 2025, https://time.com/7340731/anti-semitism-australia-bondi-attack/  

3 We acknowledge and pay respect to the many thousands of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander 
people killed by colonists in massacres up to 1928. Ryan et al, ‘Colonial Frontier Massacres 
in Australia, 1788-1930‘, The University of Newcastle Australia, 2024. 
https://c21ch.newcastle.edu.au/colonialmassacres/statistics.php  
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rise in online antisemitism following the attack, as if permission had been given for an all-out 
assault on the Jewish community. Discussion on the attack included posts gratuitously 
sharing antisemitic content unrelated to the attack, this included traditional antisemitism, 
Israel-related antisemitism, and Holocaust-related antisemitism. The report shares examples 
of this antisemitic wave online that followed the attack.  
 
There was also a rise in Islamophobia as the Muslim community was blamed for the attack. 
This was exacerbated when it became clear the attackers were indeed Muslims and inspired 
by ISIS and its extremist view of religion. The report shares examples of this Islamophobia 
which seeks to hold the entire Muslim community accountable for the horrific acts of two 
individuals. The Islamophobia was somewhat muted as a result of the heroic actions of 
Ahmed al-Ahmed, a Muslim man originally from Syria, who intervened at the risk of his own 
life, to help disarm one of the two gunmen.  
 
While the problem of Islamophobia after the attack was very real, we were disappointed to 
see some activists try to engage in competitive victimhood, claiming the real victims of the 
attack were not the Jewish community, even as dead bodies of Jewish victims lay on the 
beach, but the Muslim community. Such rhetoric after antisemitic incidents, seeking to 
immediately undermine sympathy and support for the direct victims, reflects a “zero sum 
game” view that prompts the idea of the conflict between Muslim and Jewish Australians. It 
is part of a broader attitude that leads some to focus not on working together to combat hate, 
but on trying to undermine efforts to combat antisemitism in order to protect the ability of 
some in the Muslim and broader pro-Palestinian activist community to use antisemitism in 
their political advocacy.  
 
The report explores the efforts to undermine a response to antisemitism including: 
 

●​ The tactic of trying to replace the mainstream Jewish community and its concerns 
with fringe and unrepresentative Jewish groups that will join them in undermining 
concerns over antisemitism, and do so while speaking “as a Jew”.  

●​ The emergence of Racist Anti-Zionism, a form of antisemitism which those promoting 
it blanketly deny is antisemitic.  

●​ The push back against tackling antisemitism, both in general and specifically in light 
of the Bondi Beach attack.  

●​ The attacks on Australia’s Special Envoy to Combat Antisemitism and her work. 
●​ The attacks on proposals to strengthen hate speech laws in NSW and ban the 

phrase “Globalise the Intifada” 
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Background on the attack 
On Sunday December 14, 2025, at around 18:45, a mass shooting occurred at Archer Park, 
near Bondi Beach in Sydney. Two armed men opened fire on a crowd of people celebrating 
“Hanukkah by the Sea” a Jewish holiday event organised by Chabad of Bondi. Australian 
authorities confirmed it was a targeted terrorist attack against the Jewish community. At least 
15 innocent people were killed. Dozens more were injured. One assailant was killed at the 
scene by police, the other taken into custody with serious injuries. The Jewish community in 
Sydney, Australia, and globally, has been devastated by the attack. 
 
Those killed were: Matilda, a 10 year old girl. Rabbi Eli Schlanger a local Chabad Rabbi 
known for running this event. Alexander Kleytman an 87 year-old Holocaust survivor. 69 
year old Boris Gurman and his 61 year-old wife Sofia Gurman who were killed while trying 
to stop the gunmen. Dan Elkayam, a French national who moved to Australia a year ago. 
Peter Meagher (known as Marzo), a retired police officer who was at the event as a 
photographer. Reuven Morrison, a businessman who had migrated to Australia in the 
1970s from the former Soviet Union. Rabbi Yaakov Levitan, who served as secretary of 
Sydney’s Beth Din (a religious court). Tibor Weitzen, who migrated to Australia from Israel 
in 1988 and was killed shielding a friend. Marika Pogany, originally from Slovakia and a 
close friend of the country’s former leader. Edith Brutman, Vice-President of B’nai B’rith 
New South Wales a Jewish service organisation. Tania Tretiak, a 68 year-old grandmother 
who spent her final moment shielding a child from the gun fire. Boris Tetleroyd, 68 
years-old and a gifted musician. And Adam Smyth, 50 years-old, a local of Bondi, shot while 
out for a walk with his wife. 
 
The perpetrators were identified as 50-year-old Sajid Akram and his 24-year-old son, 
Naveed Akram, both Sydney residents. The father, originally from Hyderabad in India, 
moved to Australia in 1998 and married an Australian woman. Their son Naveed was born in 
Australia. They are a Muslim family and the father and son were inspired by Islamic State. 
They filmed a video before the attack in which they recited a passage from the Quran while 
sitting in front of an Islamic State flag.7 Sajid Akram was shot dead by police at the scene, 
while Naveed Akram was arrested and is now in custody at Sydney’s Long Bay prison. 
 
Authorities confirmed that Sajid Akram was a legal firearms licence holder for approximately 
a decade, and had six registered weapons. The long arms used in the attack, which were 
recovered from the scene, were among his registered firearms. His other guns were 
recovered during a police raid on a property in Campsie. Prime Minister Anthony Albanese 
confirmed that the younger man, Naveed Akram, was previously known to the Australian 
Security Intelligence Organisation (ASIO) and has been investigated for six months in 2019 
but ASIO had concluded at the time that he posed no ongoing threat of violence. 
 
The massacre is the second deadliest mass shooting in Australia since the massacres of 
First Nations people that lasted through to the 1920s. The worst mass shooting in this time 
occurred in Port Arthur, Tasmania, in 1996 when 35 people were killed. The Bondi Beach 
Massacre would have been worse except for the actions of Ahmed al-Ahmed, a bystander 
who tackled one of the gunmen preventing further deaths. Mr Al Ahmed migrated to 
Australia from Syria nearly 20 years ago, and is a Muslim. He was injured in the attack and 
hospitalised. He is an Australian hero praised across the country for his bravery.  

7 Uri Gal, ‘When terrorists tell us their motives, should we take them at their word? A response to 
Halim Rane’, ABC Religion and Ethics, 7 January 2026. 
https://www.abc.net.au/religion/bondi-shooting-religion-terrorism-response-to-halim-rane/106207116  
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Australia’s response 
This report details the different kinds of problematic responses to the Bondi attack, some 
involving antisemitism, others seeking to undermine efforts to combat antisemitism. These 
responses are, however, the exception. There has been an overwhelming outpouring of 
support for the victims and their families from across the Australian community. Many are 
speaking up in favour of urgent action on antisemitism. The Australian public is shocked and 
angry that this violence was carried out on our shores, killing fellow Australians. In this 
section we detail the responses of support in Australia, including public gatherings, interfaith 
solidarity, practical assistance and calls for a royal commission. 
 
In the immediate aftermath of the Bondi attack, Australians expressed support through public 
gatherings. Crowds gathered at Bondi to leave flowers and reflect, and first responders were 
publicly recognised in beachside tributes.8 Hundreds of surf lifesavers and lifeguards, many 
of whom responded on the day, formed a human chain on the sand in a tribute.9 Thousands 
of surfers and paddle-boarders came together on the water to honour those killed.10 
 
Interfaith solidarity was widely expressed, including through interfaith vigils, such as at Bondi 
Beach the day after the attack.11 In NSW, the NSW Faith Affairs Council issued a public 
statement expressing sympathy for victims and solidarity with the Jewish community.12 In 
Victoria, multifaith leaders published a joint statement condemning the attack and extending 
condolences to Jewish Australians and the people of Sydney.13 
 
Alongside public mourning, Australians expressed support through practical help. Tens of 
thousands donated blood to help the 40 wounded in an extraordinary surge.14 Rotary 
partnered with the NSW Government to launch a dedicated fundraising appeal for those 

14 ‘Thousands donate blood for Bondi, as Lifeblood urges donors to keep appointments’, Australian 
Red Cross, 2026. 
https://www.lifeblood.com.au/news-and-stories/media-centre/media-releases/thousands-donate-blood
-bondi-lifeblood-urges-donors-keep-appointments  

13 ‘Statement from Victorian multifaith leaders’, Victorian Government, 17 December 2025. 
https://www.vic.gov.au/statement-victorian-multifaith-leaders  

12 Multicultural NSW, ‘ Statement: NSW Faith Affairs Council’, Multicultural NSW, 15 December 2025. 
https://multicultural.nsw.gov.au/media-releases/statement-nsw-faith-affairs-council-bondi-beach-attack
/  

11 Adeshola Ore, ‘We are all human beings first’: Jews and Muslims embrace at vigils for those killed 
in Bondi beach terror attack’, The Guardian, 17 December 2025. 
https://www.theguardian.com/australia-news/2025/dec/17/bondi-beach-terror-attack-vigil-jews-muslim
s-embrace-ntwnfb  

10 Hanan Dervisevic, ‘In pictures: Thousands honour Bondi victims in emotional paddle-out tribute’, 
ABC News, 19 December 2025. 
https://www.abc.net.au/news/2025-12-19/bondi-terror-attack-paddle-out-in-pictures/106161604  

9 Che Chorley et al, ‘In pictures: Surf lifesavers pay tribute to Bondi victims’, ABC News, 20 December 
2025. 
https://www.abc.net.au/news/2025-12-20/nsw-surf-lifesavers-pay-tribute-to-bondi-victims/106166140  

8 Kitty Shepherd-Cross et al, ‘Mourners and support services gather in Bondi as Anthony Albanese 
calls for unity — as it happened’, ABC News, 20 December 2025. 
https://www.abc.net.au/news/2025-12-20/bondi-beach-shooting-terrorist-attack-live-blog-december-20
/106165292  
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affected. Private fundraising also attracted substantial attention, including a widely publicised 
GoFundMe for Ahmed al-Ahmed,15 who was severely wounded when disarming one 
attacker. GoFundMe also compiled “verified” fundraisers connected to the event.16 
 
Alongside these practical measures, Australians have expressed much symbolic and 
emotional support for the Bondi victims and the Jewish community. For example, a crowd of 
48,000 at the Sydney Cricket Ground gave an extraordinary standing ovation to Ahmed 
al-Ahmed and Chaya Dadon, two survivors of the Bondi attack who took heroic action to 
help others and were severely wounded doing so.17 The Commonwealth announced a Day 
of Reflection (Sunday 21 December 2025) to honour victims and stand with the Jewish 
community.18 NSW Government communications also used public symbolism, most 
prominently imagery of the Sydney Opera House sails lit with a menorah projection, as part 
of the state’s official commemoration.19 
 
A major strand of the public response has been political and civic advocacy for a 
Commonwealth Royal Commission to investigate the systemic issue of antisemitism leading 
up to the attack. The Prime Minister initially resisted, instead initiating a review led by Dennis 
Richardson.20 The call for a Royal Commission came from: the families of the victims;  
Jewish community groups; civil society groups and prominent individuals;21 the Law Council 
of Australia,22 and prominent lawyers; the Business Council of Australia on behalf of a range 

22 ‘Law Council supports establishment of a Royal Commission into antisemitism’, Law Council of 
Australia, 6 January 2026. 
https://lawcouncil.au/media/media-releases/lca-supports-establishment-of-a-royal-commission-into-an
tisemitism  

21 Nick Newling, ‘Who has called for an antisemitism royal commission’, The Sydney Morning Herald, 
5 January 2026. 
https://www.smh.com.au/politics/federal/who-has-called-for-an-antisemitism-royal-commission-202601
05-p5nrna.html  

20 Clare Armstrong, ‘Anthony Albanese doesn't rule out calling royal commission into Bondi terrorist 
attack’, ABC News, 6 January 2026. 
https://www.abc.net.au/news/2026-01-06/anthony-albanese-doesnt-rule-out-royal-commission-bondi-a
ttack/106203368  

19 ‘Day of Reflection vigil’, NSW Government, 21 December 2025. 
https://www.nsw.gov.au/ministerial-releases/day-of-reflection-vigil  

18 ‘National Day of Reflection – Bondi Beach attack’, Australian Government: Department of the Prime 
Minister and Cabinet, 19 December 2025. 
https://www.pmc.gov.au/news/national-day-reflection-bondi-beach-attack  

17 Australian Associated Press, ‘Crowd roars in standing ovation for Bondi hero Ahmed al-Ahmed at 
sold-out Ashes Test in Sydney’, The Guardian, 4 January, 2026. 
https://www.theguardian.com/australia-news/2026/jan/04/crowd-roars-in-standing-ovation-for-bondi-he
ro-ahmed-al-ahmed-at-sold-out-ashes-test-in-sydney-ntwnfb  

16 ‘How to Help: Bondi Beach shooting’, Gofundme, 2025. 
https://www.gofundme.com/en-au/c/act/bondi-beach-shooting-fundraisers 

15 ‘Support the Hero Who Disarmed a Bondi Attacker’, Gofundme, 15 December 2025. 
Https://www.gofundme.com/f/zbcjn-support-the-hero-who-disarmed-a-bondi-attacker 
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of business representatives;23 former Labor party politicians;24 Australia’s most senior 
Catholics;25 and a large number of prominent sporting figures.26 Dawn Fraser spoke for many 
Australians when she said at Bondi, “I’m so very sorry for my country and its leaders not 
protecting each and every one of you and your families”. On January 8th the Prime Minister 
announced a Royal Commission on Antisemitism and Social Cohesion in response to the 
Bondi terrorist attack, with Former High Court Justice the Hon Virginia Bell AC appointed as 
the Commissioner.27 
 
 
 

 

27 ‘Establishment of Royal Commission on Antisemitism and Social Cohesion’, Prime Minister of 
Australia, 8 January 2026. 
https://www.pm.gov.au/media/establishment-royal-commission-antisemitism-and-social-cohesion  

26 Shannon Corvo, Andi Yu and Paulina Vidal, ‘Sports stars call for federal royal commission into 
antisemitism and Bondi attack’, ABC News, 4 January 2026. 
https://www.abc.net.au/news/2026-01-04/sport-stars-call-for-federal-royal-commission/106197406  

25 Australian Associated Press, ‘Business leaders and Catholic bishops join call for royal commission 
after Bondi attack’, The Guardian, 2 January 2026. 
https://www.theguardian.com/australia-news/2026/jan/02/business-leaders-and-catholic-bishops-join-c
all-for-royal-commission-after-bondi-attack-ntwnfb  

24 Clare Armstrong, ‘Former Labor politicians urge Albanese to call federal royal commission into 
antisemitism and Bondi attack’, ABC News, 5 January 2026. 
https://www.abc.net.au/news/2026-01-05/former-labor-politicians-plead-albanese-royal-commission-b
ondi/106201744  

23 ‘Joint statement supporting a federal Royal Commission into antisemitism and the tragic events at 
Bondi Beach’, Business Council of Australia, 2 January 2026. 
https://www.bca.com.au/our-insights/media-releases/joint-statement-supporting-a-federal-royal-commi
ssion-into-antisemitism-and-the-tragic-events-at-bondi-beach/  
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Methodology 
This report responds to a major antisemitic incident that triggered a significant online 
response. Previous such incidents in Australia include the fire bombing of two synagogues in 
2024 and 2025. Our methodology in this report builds on our approach to those events.28 

From the schema of approaches to measure online hate discussed in “Trials and challenges 
measuring online hate”,29 we used the “coding hate” approach.30 It includes elements of the 
"demonstrating hate” approach with representative examples of real data,31 and the 
“counting hate” approach where the volume is quantified,32 but adds the classification of 
content by narrative according to a schema, a process known as “coding”.33 

Each element of the approach adds value: 

●​ Demonstrating hate qualitatively is “vital to informing stakeholders, including 
impacted communities, platforms, legislators, and regulators, of the gaps that need to 
be addressed.”34  

●​ Counting hate is empirical, and “the creation of lists and counts raises questions 
about more systemic problems”.35  

●​ Coding hate “is particularly important as a platform’s effectiveness in responding to 
hate varies by narrative, even when the same group is targeted”.36 This is “important 
to policy makers, educators, and civil society groups, as it may require a recalibration 
of educational efforts and campaigns” to address the hate.37 

Redaction of data 

We have redacted the names and profile pictures of most people in the examples shown, in 
keeping with our usual practice. Those who are not redacted are public figures. The identity 
of public figures is of public interest, whether they promote hate, or whether others do so in 
response to something they have posted. Outside of public figures, we redact identifying 
information to reduce the risk of a vigilante-style response against those who have promoted 
hate. OHPI supports action where appropriate by the proper authorities and will always 

37 Ibid. 
36 Ibid. 85. 
35 Ibid. 82. 
34 Ibid. 81. 
33 Ibid. 84–91. 
32 Ibid. 82–84.  
31 Ibid. 80–82.  
30 Ibid. p. 84–91.  

29 Andre Oboler, “Trials and challenges measuring  online hate” in Branco Di Fátima [ed] Methods, 
Techniques and AI Solutions in the Age of Hostilities: Online Hate Speech Trilogy (vol. 3) (LabCom 
Books, 2024) 
https://labcom.ubi.pt/en/methods-techniques-and-ai-solutions-in-the-age-of-hostilities-online-hate-spe
ech-trilogy-vol-iii/  

28 A Oboler, C Noonan and A. Koubaridis. Responses to the Melbourne Synagogue Attacks in 2024 & 
2025 (Online Hate Prevention Institute, 2025). 
https://nla.gov.au/nla.obj-3761005450/view?showSensitive=y  
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disclose identifying details related to our data to the relevant government agencies on 
request. In the past, such data has led to arrests and criminal convictions. 

Antisemitism 

We based our understanding of antisemitism on the IHRA Working Definition of Antisemitism 
and the IHRA Working Definition of Holocaust Denial and Distortion and the 27 categories of 
antisemitism derived from these definitions by the Australian Delegation to the International 
Holocaust Remembrance Alliance in May 2018. OHPI has used this schema consistently 
since 2018 in our reports.38 These categories are summarised into four major types of 
antisemitism: Holocaust related content, Incitement to violence, Traditional Antisemitism, and 
New Antisemitism (related to Israel, Zionism or Zionists). 

Our categories are: 

Holocaust related content subcategories 
1.1​Denying the Holocaust  
1.2​Accusing Jews or Israel of exaggerating the Holocaust 
1.3​Blaming Jews for the Holocaust 
1.4​ Distorting the facts of the Holocaust 
1.5​Glorifying the Holocaust or suggesting it did not go far enough 
1.6​Inappropriate comparisons with Nazis 
1.7​Holocaust jokes 

 
Incitement to violence subcategories 
2.1 Calling for, aiding, or justifying the killing or harming of Jews in the name of a radical 
ideology or an extremist view of religion.​
2.2 Calling for harm to someone because they are Jewish​
2.3 Calling for harm to Jewish people in general​
2.4 Calling for harm to Jewish property​
2.5 Calling for harm to someone believing they are Jewish​
2.6 Calling for harm to non-Jews for supporting Jews or opposing antisemitism 
 
Traditional Antisemitism subcategories 
3.1 Dehumanising Jews​
3.2 Promoting the idea of a world Jewish conspiracy ​
3.3 Promoting the idea of Jews controlling the media​
3.4 Promoting the idea of Jews controlling the economy​
3.5 Promoting the idea of Jews controlling government or other societal institutions​
3.6 Promoting traditional antisemitism such as blood libel and claims Jews killed Jesus​

38 A.Oboler & J. Beinart, Online Antisemitism in Australia 2023 (Melbourne: Online Hate Prevention 
Institute, 2024) https://nla.gov.au/nla.obj-3213195580/view; A.Oboler & J. Beinart, Online 
Antisemitism Before October 7 (Melbourne: Online Hate Prevention Institute, 2024) 
https://ohpi.org.au/beforeoct7/; A. Oboler, E. Roth, J. Beinart & J. Beinart, Online Antisemitism After 7 
October 2023 (Melbourne: Online Hate Prevention Institute, 2024). 
https://nla.gov.au/nla.obj-3395124935/. 
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3.7 Holding Jews collectively responsible acts committed by individuals​
3.8 Accusing Jews citizens of being disloyal to their country​  
 
Antisemitism related to Israel subcategories 
4.1 Accusing Israel inventing or exaggerating the Holocaust​
4.2 Denying Jewish people self-determination, e.g., by claiming Israel’s existence is racist​
4.3 Requiring a behaviour from Israel not expected of other countries​
4.4 Describing Israel or Israelis using antisemitic words or imagery (e.g., claims of Jews 
killing Jesus or blood libel)​
4.5 Comparisons of Israeli policy to Nazism​
4.6 Holding Jews collectively responsible for Israel’s actions 
 
Antisemitism is, however, a constantly evolving phenomena. As such we have also explored 
new manifestations and explained them, and how they relate to and build on passed forms 
of antisemitism. Following the latest international research into antisemitism, and 
discussions with leading experts in the field, an emerging trend observed in 2025 was the 
use of tactics associated with Holocaust denial to attack both the October 7 massacre, and 
subsequent antisemitic attacks around the world.  
 
A feature of this report is the frame of some of the responses to the Bondi Beach Chanukah 
Massacre as atrocity related antisemitism. In this report, in the context of the Bondi attack, 
we replace the category of incitement to violence with this atrocity related category and five 
specific forms it takes, forms we understand from the literature on Holocaust disinformation. 
Our forms of atrocity related antisemitism have been informed by a detailed examination of 
Holocaust disinformation in Australia, co-authored by OHPI’s CEO, and currently in press as 
part of The Palgrave Handbook of Australia and the Holocaust.39 The five forms are: 
 

●​ Atrocity Glorification: Celebrating the attack 
●​ Atrocity Justification: Rationalising the attack 
●​ Atrocity Minimisation: Down playing the attack 
●​ Atrocity Denial: False flag and crisis actor claims 
●​ Atrocity Distortion: False Flag claims 

 
Another evolving aspect is Racist Anti-Zionism which we first explored in our report “Online 
Antisemitism After 7 October 2023”.40 As we explained then, “Racist Anti-Zionism moves 
beyond opposition to Zionism as an ideology, and into expressions of hostility and incitement 
to hate and violence against people who identify as Zionists or have expressed positivity 
towards Israel. It rejects or simply disregards the idea that this is antisemitic.” 
 

 

40 A. Oboler, E. Roth, J. Beinart & J. Beinart, Online Antisemitism After 7 October 2023 (Melbourne: 
Online Hate Prevention Institute, 2024). P. 205. https://nla.gov.au/nla.obj-3395124935/ 

39 Andre Oboler and William Allington, “Historical and Contemporary Expressions of Holocaust 
Disinformation in Australia” in Avril Alba and Jan Láníček (Eds) The Palgrave Handbook of Australia 
and the Holocaust, February 2026. 

 
17 

https://nla.gov.au/nla.obj-3395124935/


 

Islamophobia 
 
The Online Hate Prevention Institute produced the world’s first report into Islamophobia on 
the Internet back in 2013.41 Our most recent report on Islamophobia was an examination of 
its rise after the October 7 Hamas terrorist attack in 2023 and the subsequent Israel-Gaza 
war.42 We have consistently based our examination of Islamophobia on the categories which 
were derived by us from the data collected in our 2013 report. Those categories are:  
 

●​ Demonising / dehumanising Muslims: Content that compares Muslims to animals, 
says or implies Muslims are inferior to other people, presents Muslims as the devil or 
the devil’s agents.  

●​ Other anti-Muslim hate: Much of this category involves anti-Muslim slurs, some of it 
involve other specific but far less common anti-Muslim narratives.  

●​ Muslims as a cultural threat: Content that presents Muslims as a  “threat to our 
way of life”. It includes content that claims having Muslims in society will lead to the 
replacement of the Western liberal democratic systems by Sharia law.  

●​ Muslims as a security risk: Content that presents all Muslims as terrorists, 
criminals, or otherwise a danger to the safety of society.  

●​ Xenophobia / anti-refugee: Content that applies xenophobic or anti-refugee 
sentiments specifically to Muslims. It may among other things: seek to cast doubt on 
the legitimacy of asylum claims, treat all Muslims as if they are non-citizens, call for 
Muslims to be prevented entry or expelled.  

●​ Socially excluding Muslims: Content that may seek to make it more difficult for 
Muslims to live in society and participate as a part of the broader community. This 
includes campaigns against Halal food and the creation of mosques. 

●​ Anti-Muslim jokes: Content presented in the form of a joke, but based on negative 
generalisations of Muslims, or with messages that seek to exclude Muslims. In 
general the other themes discussed in this report but in joke form.  

●​ Inciting anti-Muslim violence: Content that calls for Muslims or Muslim property to 
be harmed. 

●​ Racism (against Palestinians or Arabs, 9% of all items): Hate speech that has a 
clear basis in Palestinian or Arab ethnicity. It may be combined with anti-Muslim hate, 
or may attack all Palestinians or all Arabs regardless of their religion. 

●​ Muslims as dishonest: This theme presents dishonestly as an inherent trait of 
Muslim people, or a religious practice when dealing with non-Muslims.  

●​ Undermining Muslim allies: This content has two forms. One seeks to undermine 
efforts to combat anti-Muslim hate, presenting such hate as acceptable, rationale, 
reasonable etc.. The other directly targets non-Muslim people or organisations 
because of their work tackling anti-Muslim hate. 

 

42 A Oboler, Eliyahou Roth, Christopher Noonan, Kerstin Steiner, Amira Mohammed, Jasmine Beinart, 
Jessen Beinart, Willem Oliver and Stephen McNamara. Online Anti-Muslim Hate and Racism Against 
Palestinians and Arabs: October 2023- February 2024 (Online Hate Prevention Institute, 2024). 
https://ohpi.org.au/afteroctober/  

41 Andre Oboler, Islamophobia on the Internet: The growth of online hate targeting Muslims (Online 
Hate Prevention Institute, 2013) 
https://ohpi.org.au/islamophobia-on-the-internet-the-growth-of-online-hate-targeting-muslims/  
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For this report, Islamophobia is also divided into atrocity related content directly responding 
to and using the attack i.e. claiming it is proof all Muslims are a security risk or demonizing 
all Mulsims in response to the attack, and other Islamophobic content of a more general 
nature that is inserted into the online discussion to take advantage of the traffic and to build 
upon that atrocity related content to create more general anti-Muslim sentiment. 
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Empirical data 
Starting fifteen minutes after the attack we began archiving online responses across multiple 
social media platforms. In total between the 15th December 2025 and 11th of January 2026 
we archived 653 items of online content.  

Content by Type 
 
Antisemitism: 515 items (79%) 
 
This includes: 

●​  382 items of a generally antisemitic nature (usual our usual categories) 
●​ 122 items of atrocity distortion, blaming someone other than the attackers 
●​ 75 items of atrocity justification, rationalising the attack 
●​ 66 cases of atrocity minimisation, down-playing the attack 
●​ 17 items of atrocity glorification, celebrating the attack 
●​ 18 cases of atrocity denial, claiming it was staged and not a real attack 

 
 
 

 
 

Breakdown of atrocity distortion  
The 122 different items of atrocity distortion, i.e. blaming someone other than the 
attackers, can be broken down into who they blame. Note that some items blame 
multiple groups and are therefore counted multiple times in the breakdown.  

 
●​ 52 items blaming Israel 
●​ 29 items blaming Mossad (Israel’s intelligence agency) 
●​ 11 items blaming Jews 
●​ 9 items blaming Zionists 
●​ 2 items blaming Australian authorities 
●​ and 29 cases blaming various other groups 
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Breakdown of atrocity justification  
The 75 items of atrocity justification aimed to rationalise the attack claiming it was 
justified because of: 

●​ 38 Zionists  
●​ 29 Israel 
●​ 8 Other 

 

 
 

Breakdown of atrocity minimization 
The 66 cases of atrocity minimisation downplayed the significance of what was the 
worst terrorist attack in Australia made reference to: 

●​ 41 items referred to international events, particularly the Gaza war 
●​ 11 items referred to Australian events, e.g. comparing it to other crimes 
●​ 14 items took an “all lives matter” approach opposing a focus on the impacted  

community by calling it undeserved “special attention”  
 

 
 
Islamophobia: 55 items (8%) 
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This includes: 
●​ 23 items that present Muslims as a cultural threat to Australia 
●​ 18 items that are anti-Muslim in a xenophobic / anti-refugee sense 
●​ 7 items undermining Muslim allies 
●​ 5 items of racism against Palestinians or Arabs 
●​ 4 items socially excluding Muslims 
●​ 4 items of anti-Muslim jokes 
●​ 1 item inciting violence against Muslims 

 

 
 

Breakdown of Atrocity Related Islamaphobia 
 
There were 62 Atrocity related items of Islamophobia.  This includes: 

●​ 30 items presenting Muslims as a security threat (but not dehumanisation) 
●​ 11 items demonizing or dehumanising Muslims (but not as a security threat) 
●​ 21 items presenting Muslims as a security threat AND dehumanising them  

 

 
 
 
Xenophobia: 41 items (6%) 
There are two distinct types of xenophobia we measure, the anti-Muslim form mentioned 
above, and general xenophobia.  
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●​ General xenophobia: 23 items (4%) 
●​ Anti-Muslim Xenopboia: 18 items (2%) 
●​ No items fell into both categories (covering both Muslims and others) 

 

 
 
Justifying extremism in general: 9 items (1%) 
 
Blaming the Prime Minister for not having acted sooner: 3 items 
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Content by platform 
The data was gathered across: Facebook, Instagram, Reddit, Tiktok, X, YouTube, Threads, 
Gab, LinkedIn, Media websites that allow users comments, Telegram, 4chan, Bitchute, and 
MSN.  
 
For this data collection we did not allocate the same amount of collection time to each 
platform. As such the spread of the data between platforms is not an indication of the relative 
level of the problem on each platform, rather it is an indication of the breadth of data we 
have from each platform in our sample.  
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Density of hate 
The approach above is a more practical one to digest what is occurring during a live incident, 
but it doesn’t give a good indication on the level of hate, only its nature. We therefore 
gathered a further set of data, 152 items in all, using an approach adapted from our 
systematic monitoring of both antisemitism and Islamophobia in the “Moment Project” in the 
months after the October 7 terrorist attack in Israel in 2023. The results of that earlier work 
can be seen in two reports, one on the antisemitism data,43 and another on the Islamophobia 
data which also includes racism against Arabs and Palestinians.44 Importantly the data was 
collected for both reports at the same time, on the same platforms, as part of a single 
project, and with the same amount of monitoring done on both types of hate. This makes the 
data comparable both within each type of hate, and between them. 
 
In this case, due to resource constraints, we focused our monitoring only on Facebook. 
Unlike our regular antisemitism monitoring, or that done during the moment project, the 
posts whose comments we examined were not hate posts that attracted further hate, but 
rather posts from organisations or prominent people associated with the impacted 
communities, or in some cases news articles whose posted imagery and headlines was 
overtly supportive of one of the impacted communities. What we were measuring was the 
level of hate in the backlash against these posts.  
 
We collected: 
 

●​ 4 hours of data focusing on antisemitism, and from the discussion on posts which 
triggered a lot of antisemitism (Jewish posts) 

●​ 4 hours of data focusing on Islamophobia from the discussion on posts which 
triggered a lot of Islamophobia (Muslim posts) 

●​ 4 hours of data from posts with lots of discussion, but whether the content was of a 
more neutral nature (neutral posts) 

 
When focusing on antisemitism, we collected only content that was antisemitism. If it was 
also Islamohpobic, we marked this as well.  
 
When focusing on Islamophobia, we collected only content that was Islamohpobic. If it was 
also antisemitic, we marked this as well.  
 
When collecting data from posts with lots of discussion, but of a more neutral nature, we 
collected content that was either antisemitic or Islamohpobic. 
 
For clarity, when we say Islamphobic, in keeping with the approach of the “Moment Project” 
we include content that is racist against Arabs or Palestinians. 
 
What we found was: 
 

44 Andre Oboler, Eliyahou Roth, Christopher Noonan, Kerstin Steiner, Amira Mohammed, Jasmine 
Beinart, Jessen Beinart, Willem Oliver and Stephen McNamara. Online Anti-Muslim Hate and Racism 
Against Palestinians and Arabs: October 2023- February 2024 (Online Hate Prevention Institute, 
2024). https://ohpi.org.au/afteroctober/ 

43 Andre Oboler, Eliyahou Roth, Jasmine Beinart & Jessen Beinart, Online Antisemitism After 7 
October 2023 (Melbourne: Online Hate Prevention Institute, 2024). 
https://nla.gov.au/nla.obj-3395124935/ 
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The density of hate against Jews in response to the Jewish posts, and the level of hate 
against Muslims in response to the Muslim posts, were almost identical.  
This density of hate, if scaled up to 8 hours of monitoring would be 124-126 items.  
 

●​ This is much higher than the density of hateful comments on dedicated hate posts on 
Facebook in the year before the October 7 attack, which was just 34.  

●​ This is also higher than the density of hateful comments on dedicated hate posts on 
Facebook in June-July 2025, which was 110 items per 8 hours.  

●​ It is a little lower than the density of hateful comments on dedicated hate posts at 
other times since October 7. 

 
This is reflected in the graph below, which shows the density of antisemitism on Facebook 
over time (red) and compared this to the current density of antisemitic (blues) and 
Islamophobic (greens) comments on both the neutral set of articles (light colours) and those 
where communities have been targeted (dark colours).  

 
In summary, some people and organisations from impacted communities are receiving a 
backlash of hate to their social media posts so severe that the density of hate on their posts 
is approaching the same level as on posts designed to incite hate against this group. This 
density of hate is far higher than the level of hate on neutral posts. 
 
The level of hate on neutral posts is approaching the density of hate seen on dedicated hate 
posts, those designed to incite hate, at the time before antisemitism and Islamophobia 
spiked in October 2023. On these neutral posts the level of antisemitism remains roughly 1.5 
times that of Islamophobia. 
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Antisemitism before the attack 
The Online Hate Prevention Institute has been conducting regular monitoring of the level 
(density) of online antisemitism across ten social media platforms since November 2022. 
After the October 7, 2023, Hamas-led terrorist attack in Israel, antisemitism soared both in 
Australia and around the world. This was seen in both real world incidents, as documented 
in Australia by the Executive Council of Australian Jewry,45 and in online content as 
documented by the Online Hate Prevention Institute.46  
 
The ECAJ reports a sharp rise in the year after October 7, 2023, and that this has only 
slightly reduced in the following year. Despite the overall reduction, the latest report noted 
“an increase in the number of arson and vandalism attacks.”47  

 
1 Oct 2022 - 30 Sept 202348 1 Oct 2023 - 30 Sept 202449 1 Oct 2024 - 30 Sept 202550 

495 2,062 1,654 

 
The 2025 ECAJ Antisemitic Incident report, published less than two weeks before the Bondi 
Beach attack, stated:51  
 

“We are now at a stage where anti-Jewish racism has left the fringes of society and 
become part of the mainstream, where it is normalised and allowed to fester and 
spread, gaining ground at universities, in arts and culture spaces, in the health 
sector, in the workplace and elsewhere. In such an environment, Jews have 
legitimate concerns for their physical safety and future in Australia.” 

 
Online, the picture was just as grim. A report from the Online Hate Prevention Institute 
released in October 2025 noted how on some platforms antisemitism had become so 

51 Ibid. 

50 Julie Nathan, ECAJ Report on Anti-Jewish Incidents in Australia 2025 (Executive Council of 
Australian Jewry, 2025) p.1 

49 Ibid. 

48 Julie Nathan, ECAJ Report on Anti-Jewish Incidents in Australia 2024 (Executive Council of 
Australian Jewry, 2024), p.1. 
https://www.ecaj.org.au/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/ECAJ-Report-Anti-Jewish-Incidents-Australia-
2024-1.pdf  

47 Julie Nathan, ECAJ Report on Anti-Jewish Incidents in Australia 2025 (Executive Council of 
Australian Jewry, 2025), p.1. 
https://www.ecaj.org.au/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/ECAJ-Report-Anti-Jewish-Incidents-Australia-
2025.pdf  

46 Andre Oboler, Eliyahou Roth, Jasmine Beinart & Jessen Beinart, Online Antisemitism After 7 
October 2023 (Melbourne: Online Hate Prevention Institute, 2024). 
https://nla.gov.au/nla.obj-3395124935/ 

45 Julie Nathan, ECAJ Report on Anti-Jewish Incidents in Australia 2024 (Executive Council of 
Australian Jewry, 2024). 
https://www.ecaj.org.au/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/ECAJ-Report-Anti-Jewish-Incidents-Australia-
2024-1.pdf  
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normalised, its levels were now higher than in the period immediately after the October 7, 
2023, attack. The overall level of online antisemitism in August and September 2025 both 
surpassed the level of antisemitism in the months immediately after the October 7 attack.52 
After dropping back after the initial surge, antisemitism has been on a constant rise.  
 

 
 
Our systematic monitoring since then shows a small decrease in online antisemitism as the 
Israel-Gaza ceasefire took effect.  

 
 

52 A Oboler, P Scolyer-Gray and L Levin. Social Media and the Normalisation of Hate: October 7 Two 
Years On (Online Hate Prevention Institute, 2025). https://ohpi.org.au/oct7-2-years-on/  
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This likely reflects an overall reduction in the volume, intensity, and support for 
pro-Palestinian activism following the ceasefire. This leads to a reduction in antisemitism, as 
this activist space is one in which antisemitism is given space to grow and spread. In most 
Palestinian activist spaces there is a reluctance to call out antisemitism, efforts to do so are 
met with denials that the content is antisemitic and/or trivialisation of concerns relating to 
antisemitism. Those who engage in antisemitism are often defended.    
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Antisemitism after the attack 
The empirical data is presented earlier in the report. In this section we provide examples and 
discuss the nature of the different forms of antisemitism that were observed.  
 
The surge in antisemitism after the Bondi attack included a significant elements of atrocity 
related antisemitism. Content calling it a “false flag” was common. Some used the term as a 
form of atrocity denial, claiming there was no attack and instead it was a staged production. 
Others used “false flag” to suggest the attack was real, but that it was carried out by a 
different party, often said to be Israel or the Jewish community, in order to achieve some 
nefarious goal - like strong laws against hate, or generating public sympathy.  
 
Also contributing to the rising antisemitism were some pro-Palestinian activists who sought 
to both deny any connection between their rhetoric and the attack, and who sought to use 
the same rehrotic to reinforce that ti is “normal” in the community. They sought to undermine 
any efforts to address antisemitism, primarily because it would limit their ability to use 
antisemitic and racist rhetoric as a political tool as they have done in the past. 

Atrocity related antisemitism 
As noted in the methodology section, in this report we have replaced  our normal category of 
incitement to violence with a category of atrocity related antisemitism. This is antisemitism 
directly related to an atrocity including celebrating or glorifying the atrocity, but also 
promoting various forms of disinformation related to the atrocity.  
 
The types of atrocity related antisemitism we use are:  
 

●​ Atrocity Glorification: Celebrating the attack 
●​ Atrocity Justification: Rationalising the attack 
●​ Atrocity Minimisation: Down playing the attack 
●​ Atrocity Denial: False flag and crisis actor claims 
●​ Atrocity Distortion: False Flag claims 

 
We base our understanding of these terms on the way they have been used in relation to the 
Holocaust, as discussed in a detailed examination of Holocaust disinformation in Australia, 
co-authored by OHPI’s CEO, and currently in press as part of The Palgrave Handbook of 
Australia and the Holocaust.53 A similar phenomenon has occurred with regard to 
glorification and distortion of the October 7 terrorist attack in Israel.  

 

53 Andre Oboler and William Allington, “Historical and Contemporary Expressions of Holocaust 
Disinformation in Australia” in Avril Alba and Jan Láníček (Eds) The Palgrave Handbook of Australia 
and the Holocaust, February 2026. 
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Atrocity Glorification: Celebrating the attack 
In the aftermath of the attack, antisemitic internet users began celebrating and expressing 
support for the attack. A common trend was expressing the idea that the victims deserve to 
be murdered, and that the massacre was legitimate retribution deserving of praise. This 
goes beyond seeking to justify or excuse the attack and actively endorses it.  
 
The idea was expressed with varying levels of subtlety. Some argued it was a reasonable 
response to Israel’s actions in Gaza. Others argued that those attending the celebration of 
the Jewish festival of Chanukah were “Zionists” and therefore legitimate targets for the 
“resistance”. This idea takes Racist Anti-Zionism, which we first explored in our report 
“Online Antisemitism After 7 October 2023”,54 to its final conclusion - the justification for the 
killing of Jews in Australia.  
 
The following two users explicitly glorify the attack. The first reacts by saying “Perfect. Just 
Deserts!”, while the second writes “What goes around comes around”. Both suggest that 
Australian Jews deserved the attacks, which they claim were just and warranted. The 
comments hold all Jews collectively responsible for Israeli government actions and support 
physically attacking and killing Jews in response to those Israeli actions.  
 

 

 

 

54 Andre Oboler, Eliyahou Roth, Jasmine Beinart & Jessen Beinart, Online Antisemitism After 7 
October 2023 (Melbourne: Online Hate Prevention Institute, 2024). P. 205. 
https://nla.gov.au/nla.obj-3395124935/ 
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The comment below takes a different approach, describing the Bondi attack as the 
“Consequences of genocide”, phrasing that suggests it was justified and deserved.  
  

 
 
Sometimes users glorified the attacks without citing any reasons, as with the post below 
where a user states “I am so happy today” when discussing the attacks.  
 

 

A user on Facebook refers to one of those killed as a “victim” (in quotes) saying: “at least 
one of the ‘victims’ is a staunch Zionist… The attackers knew their targets”, showing 
appreciation for the attackers actions. 
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In response to another post on X about Bondi, a user, likely from the far-right, responds: 
“Shooting IDF soldiers and supporters is based, no matter where it is. The intifada is global, 
Schlomy”. As well as calling the terror attack “based”, the X user has the display name 
“Bondi Beach Body Labubu” mocking the attack and the dead. They tell “Schlomy”, a name 
often used by Alt-Right antisemites to represent a generic Jew that “The intifada is global”.  
 

 
 
On Gab a user expressed his absolute lack of empathy for the victims at Bondi Beach and 
gives the Gaza war as his reason. “So fuck the jews, fuck them all” he writes, adding “you 
want to blanket blame? So can we”. The final words suggest he sees blaming Jews for Gaza 
as reasonable, and therefore sees killing Jews in Australia as ok. The comment was posted 
to the far-right platform Gab by a user from Virginia, United States, who describe himself as 
“Anti-jew, Anti-Zionist, Anti-Trump, Anti-Genocide, Pro Humanity”, showing a strange blent of 
far right and far left ideology. 
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A US based account claiming to be anti-Zionist replied to an Australian person’s post on X 
by saying “Bondi Beach was just desserts”.  
 

 
 
They went on to claim “The only justice that Jews understand is retributive justice”, now 
openly talking about Jews, not even pretending they only mean “Zionists”.  
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In another post they say “It’s really the only way to get the message home to the Jews” 
before dismissing Matilda’s death. 
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In the next example, a user shares an image of text which claims one of the victims was 
“morally complicit” with the actions of IDF units in Gaza, and helped “legitimize and sustain a 
system of violence that violates international humanitarian law”. It suggests the victim 
deserved the attack, and glorifies the Bondi massacre.  
A similar post claims that because the Rabbi supported the Israeli Defence Force (IDF), 
Israel’s military, he was a legitimate target. It does this by saying “Live by the sword,…” with 
the unsaid part being “die by the sword”. 
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The post below making a false claim that the Geneva Conventions were amended to 
“authorize reprisal attacks by genocided people” and that therefore the “attack on Bondi 
beach was legal to anyone who supports basic human rights for Muslims”. It supports 
targeting Australia based on the campaign against the sale of military parts to Israel. It 
shows how the rhetoric of Australian pro-Palestinian activists is used by others as evidence 
to justify violence. By framing the attack as a legal, justified reprisal against Australia, the 
user glorifies the attack and encourages further attacks against other Australian civilians. 
 

 

In a previous report we included the 
example to the right, which is similar, 
but cites the text of a United Nations 
General Assembly resolution as the 
source for the right to armed 
resistance. As we explained then, 
resolutions of the General Assembly 
do not constitute international law, 
only resolutions from the UN Security 
Council create international law. 
Additionally, we explained how the 
summary in the dark blue background 
is a misrepresentation, as the 
resolution even if it were law does not 
speak about “all forms” of attack. If it 
were law, the usual restrictions in the 
Geneva Conventions e.g. protecting 
non-combatants, would still apply. In 
this case the misrepresentation is, 
given the date (March 2024) and the 
Palestinian flag and guns, likely to be 
trying to justify the October 7 terrorist 
attack. In the example above we see 
that logic taken to the next level 
suggesting it overrides the Geneva 
Convention and allows for terrorist 
attacks on civilians in other countries. The post to the right supports a narrative that directly 
leads to the narrative in the post above. It is not just mistaken, but also harmful.  

 
39 



 

Another example of framing the attack in Australia as a legitimate act of “resistance”, 
glorifying and celebrating it, can be seen in a tweet by an Australian user on X who wrote: 
“NO! Australia will not tolerate Israel. Zionists cannot commit genocide and expect no 
resistance.” This is the sort of incitement to violence the Combatting Antisemitism, Hate and 
Extremism Bill 2026 seeks to address in the proposed Section 80.2BF amendment to the 
Criminal Code Act 1995 (Cth) to create the offence of “Publicly promoting or inciting racial 
hatred”. 
 

 
 
Other users were motivated to glorify the attacks on the grounds of religious extremism. In a 
Youtube comment, a user refers to the attacks as part of the “struggle against infidels” 
putting the murders in the context of a “holy war” in which “True Muslims are carrying out 
their obligations”. The comment glorifies murdering Jews in the name of Islamic extremism.  
 

 

The next comment justifies the attacks on the grounds of Christian extremism. The Telegram 
user describes the attacks as “Great Work” which has their “full support”, because “these 
monsters need to be eliminated”.  
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An Australian notorious for disseminating extremist content on X,  tweeted that the Jews 
attending the religious celebration were the real issue, not the massacre. In the post they  
presented Chabad, a large and significant movement in Orthodox Judaism, one dedicated to 
bringing Jews closer to Judaism, as a “transnational Zionist terrorist organisation”. They  
described Arsen Ostrovsky, who survived being shot in the Bondi Beach terror attack,55 as 
an “Israeli Government propagandist". He is a human rights lawyer who has worked for a 
range of civil society organisations in both Australia and Israel. This demonisation of Jews, 
and suggestion that the existence of Jews is a greater crime than a massacre targeting 
them, is another example of the sort of content the government is seeking to criminalise 
under the proposed “Publicly promoting or inciting racial hatred” offence. 

55 “Bondi Beach terror attack survivor Arsen Ostrovsky recalls bullet grazing his head”, ABC News, 18 
December 2025. 
https://www.abc.net.au/news/2025-12-18/bondi-beach-terror-attack-survivor-arsen-ostrovsky/1061579
68  
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Atrocity Justification: Rationalising the attack 
 
In the Israel-Palestinian conflict it is common to see terrorist attacks against Israel, such as 
the Hamas led terrorist attack on October 7, 2023, being rationalised. This is often done by 
demonizing Israel. Following the Bondi attack we saw a number of posts rationalising the 
attack in a similar way. The rationalisation started with the same premise that Israel is evil 
and should be destroyed, that support for Israel’s existence (Zionism) is therefore evil, and 
that therefore Zionists are a legitimate target. This is Racist Anti-Zionism as atrocity 
justification.  
 
Justification leads to acceptance and normalisation. Australian Jewish life and culture is 
endangered by an online environment where Jews cannot even celebrate religious events 
with mainstream religious organisations without being accused of conducting a “celebration 
of… genocide”. Such allegations echo Medieval blood libels and contribute to a violently 
antisemitic environment in Australia. 
 
The post below argues that there is a “rise in anti-Zionism” and that it should not be 
conflated with people “‘excusing’ the mass slaughter of Australians based on Israeli 
Government actions”. They claim this ‘excusing’ of violence isn’t happening because they 
personally haven’t seen it. This is the logic fallacy known as argumentum ad ignorantiam 
(argument from ignorance). It is also gaslighting, actively rejecting reports that this is 
occurring from those who are seeing it. In this section we show how this is manifesting.  
 

 
 
First though, another important fallacy in this post. A rise in criticism of the Israeli 
Government, or opposition to their policies and actions, would be part of the normal 
discourse during a war and not antisemitism. There is, however, a difference between that 
opposition, and opposing the continued existence of Israel as a state. The later, which is the 
goal of Hamas, comes with a desire to carry out a genocide to make the land free of Jews.56 
Support for that is antisemitic. 
 

 

56 Bruce Hoffman, “Understanding Hamas’s Genocidal Ideology”, The Atlantic, October 10 2023. 
https://www.theatlantic.com/international/archive/2023/10/hamas-covenant-israel-attack-war-genocide
/675602/  
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In the Reddit post below, the social media user justifies the terrorist attack in Bondi because 
of Israel’s actions in Gaza. 

 
 
A Facebook user responded to a quote from the Mayor of London who called the attack “an 
appalling act of antisemitic hatred” by commenting “it wasn’t anti semitic [sic]. It was anti 
Israel as a part of the war”. The comment appears to justify violence deliberately targeting 
and killing of Jewish and non-Jewish civilians in Australia as retribution for and an extension 
of the war in Gaza. It resonates with the anti-semitic themes identified in the IHRA Working 
Definition which says that holding Jews collectively responsible for Israel’s actions and 
policies is antisemitic.  
 

 
 
Another comment, this time on Instagram, expressed a similar idea, considering the murders 
(described passively as deaths) unfortunate, but caused by Israel’s actions.  
 

 
 

 

 
43 



 

A similar idea was expressed on 
X by a different user who calls 
the attack “misguided hatred” but 
claims it was not anti-Jewish but 
rather “anti-Israeli government”. 
The killing of Jews, selected for 
death because they are Jews, is 
by definition antisemitic. 
Additionally, any action that is 
“holding Jews collectively 
responsible for actions of the 
state of Israel” is antisemitic 
according to the IHRA Working 
Definition of Antisemitism.57 This 
is a good illustration of why this 
particular example was included 
in the IHRA definition.  
 
The idea also appeared on Reddit where a user sought to differentiate the Bondi Beach 
attack from “some dark web shooter blaming this group of people for their grievances” 
saying Bondi “appeared to be motivated by a long standing conflict in the Middle East” and 
as a result they claimed “this attempt to frame the incident as general anti-Semitism” as 
“malicious”. This suggests some validity in attacking Jews in Australia as a response to 
events in the Middle East, it suggests terrorism, which is purpose driven, is more acceptable 
than violence which is not purpose driven. This justifies the attack, despite their initial 
comment saying “violence of any kind is disgusting and should always be condemned”. They 
go on to say “Our government will bow their heads and say yes to anything” as a result. To 
be absolutely clear, again, attacks on Jews who have been targeted because they are Jews, 
are antisemitic. The question is about the impact on the community, not the attacker’s 
motivation. 
 

57  “IHRA Working Definition of Antisemitism”, International Holocaust Remembrance Alliance, 
Adopted 26 May 2016, Bucharest Plenary. 
https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-antisemitism  
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Another post calls the Bondi attack the “consequences of Zionist colonization and genocide”. 
It comes from IJAN, the International Jewish Anti-Zionist Network. This is explicitly an 
example of an anti-Zionist group “‘excusing’ the mass slaughter of Australians based on 
Israeli Government actions”, the thing the original posts argues doesn’t exist.  
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The group “Jews Against Genocide” shared the a statement from the International Jewish 
Anti-Zionist Network claiming Zionism and not the attackers are responsible for the deaths.  
 

 
 
The use of fringe Jewish groups, often explicitly anti-Zionist groups, to contradict the 
mainstream Jewish community and dismiss its concerns, all while speaking “as a Jew”, is a 
common tactic to undermine concerns over antisemitism. By rationalising the attack as 
Israel’s fault, while speaking as a Jewish organisation, this organisation allows others to 
support and repeat their statements, then claim it can’t be antisemitic to do so because it 
came from a Jewish source. 
 
This is a problem that has been exacerbated in Australia by the disproportionate attention 
given to such groups by the media, the Australian Human Rights Commission, and some 
international NGOs like Human Rights Watch. This use of identity politics to foster and 
support racism against a minority community, or at least undermine efforts to combat this 
racism, is a significant part of Australia’s antisemitism problem. The disproportionate 
coverage given to such fringe groups by the media is another part of the problem.  
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In an example designed to look “intellectual”, a pro-Palestine meme shows Israel being 
replaced by a Palestinian state. The convoluted message on the image claims the Bondi 
attack is the “inevitable consequence” of Israel “conflating anti-Zionism with antisemitism” 
and “Jewish civilians will continue to bear the risk” as long as Israel claims to speak on 
behalf of world Jewry. It is in short justifying targeting Jews around the world so long as 
Israel continues to exist as the state of the Jewish people. This is like arguing that if one 
objects to the policies of the UK Government, it is ok to target Protestants around the world 
with terrorism until England ceases to be Protestant in established religion and culture.  
 

 
 
Another version of this suggests leaders of states who claim to represent religious groups 
are guilty of conflation and therefore partly responsible for any attacks on civilians from those 
religious groups that are carried out in opposition to their policies. This logic is flawed for 
multiple reasons, explained below.  
 

 
47 



 

 
 
Firstly, states clearly represent their citizens and responsibility for a terrorist attack on those 
citizens anywhere in the world rests 100% with the terrorists responsible, not the state. 
Flawed logic is being used to shift part of the blame and suggest the terrorists are not 
entirely responsible for their actions.  
 
Secondly, some states clearly do represent religions. The Vatican State is perhaps the most 
obvious. Saudi Arabia is said to have “been popularly anointed as the living embodiment of 
the religion” of Sunni Islam “since its inception as a sovereign state” but some argue that 
should no longer hold.58 The United Kingdom represents both the Anglican Church  of 
England and the Presbyterian Church of Scotland.  
 

58 Khaled A Beydoun, “The Saudi regime does not represent Islam”, Al Jazeera, 20 October 2018 
https://www.aljazeera.com/opinions/2018/10/20/the-saudi-regime-does-not-represent-islam  
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Thirdly, Jews are not simply members of a religion. The Jews, much like First Nations 
Peoples in Australia are a people. They have a particular history, culture, language, territory 
and religious system. They are better compared to the Italians, who are likewise an ancient 
people tracing back to the Romans, and today have a global diaspora. Italy goes one step 
further than Israel and gives diaspora communities their own parliamentary representation.59  
 
Another form of justification is seen in the post by a Facebook user who labels the victims as 
“terrorists”. This goes to the theme of victim-blaming, a known manipulation and propaganda 
tactic. The intention here is to undermine empathy for the victims.  
 

 
 
A similar approach is seen on 
Gab, a far-right social media 
platform, where a user justifies 
the Bondi attack with a headline 
from a far-right news source 
about the conviction of a Jewish 
man for child sexual assault. 
The IHRA Working Definition of 
Antisemitism gives as an 
example of antisemitism, 
“Accusing Jews as a people of 
being responsible for real or 
imagined wrongdoing committed 
by a single Jewish person or 
group, or even for acts 
committed by non-Jews.”60 This 
post is a concrete example of 
this form of antisemitism 
demonising Jews, and in this 
case doing so to justify the 
violence that occurred to them. 
 
 

60 ‘IHRA Working Definition of Antisemitism’, International Holocaust Remembrance Alliance, Adopted 
26 May 2016, Bucharest Plenary. 
https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-antisemitism  

59 E. Arcioni, “Representation for the Italian Diaspora”, Discussion Paper 37/06, Faculty of Law, 
University of Wollongong (December 2006). 
https://ro.uow.edu.au/lawpapers/28  
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Atrocity Minimisation: Down playing the attack 
Another form of atrocity related antisemitism is atrocity minimisation which seeks to reduce 
empathy for the victims, and the urgency and resolve to address antisemitism, by suggesting 
the attack, the worst terrorist attack in Australia’s history, is in the grand scheme of things not 
that urgent or important.  
 
We found three approaches being used, one presented other local matters as more 
important, another suggested overseas matters were more important, and a third took the 
“all lives matter” approach, suggesting focusing on protecting one community was 
undeserved special treatment. This last approach rejects all government investment that 
doesn’t personally benefit the speaker and is more common in the United States, while a 
needs based approach to government spending is more commonly accepted in Australia 
and enables government programs like Medicare and NDIS. 

Minimising the Bondi attack based on local affairs 
A Reddit user commented on a post about the Bondi attack stating that they “fear the 
retaliations [to the attack] might be worse than the attack as is often the case”. This tries to 
shift the focus away from the need for urgent action on antisemitism and empathy with 
Jewish community. This line of reasoning can lead to more tolerance for antisemitism, 
sweeping it under the carpet, rather than risking exposing it which might lead to a backlash. 
The right response is to address all antisemitism, and ensure only those actually responsible 
are held accountable, not the communities they happen to be a part of.  
 

 
 
A user on X minimises the attack by 
referring to Australia’s history of Indigenous 
massacres, many of which were before the 
formation of Australia, though they 
continued into the 1920s. It isn’t just a 
correction of fact, on which they are correct, 
but part of a larger attack against the 
Australian Jewish community, including the 
absurd claim that the Australian mainstream 
media didn’t cover the Middle East prior to 
October 7 (implying it only covered the 
attack on Israel, not attacks on 
Palestinians). It also asserts Australian 
Jews support genocide, and that a small 
number of Australian Jews (some dual 
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citizens) serving in the IDF is something negative the Jewish community should be 
collectively responsible for. These are attacks on the Jewish community designed to 
minimize empathy over the attack and suggest the Bondi attack, still the second largest gun 
related massacre in roughly the last 100 years of Australian history, is not so important. 
 
A comment on Facebook sought to minimize the attack and reject the need for a Royal 
Commission arguing “why should .95% of the population get special treatment when there 
are larger cohorts within the Australian community doing it much tougher”. They have 
significantly inflected the size of the Jewish community which is closer to 0.4%. This is a 
classic version of the argument, if it doesn’t benefit me, the government shouldn’t pay for it. 
In Australia there is generally support to meet the urgent need of all segments of the 
community, not just the majority. While it was the Jewish community that was most impacted 
by this attack, and the normalisation of hate over the two years that preceded it, had that 
hate and violence been directed at another community, a Royal Commission would have 
been just as important, and just as valid. This is not special treatment but addressing the 
reality.  
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Minimising the Bondi attack based on international affairs 
Efforts to minimise the Bondi attack based on international affairs usually involved 
comparisons to Gaza, and the suggestion that compared to Gaza this was not important. 
The reasoning ignores the fact that for Australia, the harm that happens here and puts 
Australians lives at risk, must be our first priority. If not, our social cohesion, democracy, and 
way of life will be completely destroyed. Whatever people’s differing views on different 
conflicts around the world, getting along here, and ensuring Australia remains safer for all, 
must be our collective priority. 
 
A LinkedIn user sought to minimise the attack in Bondi by drawing comparisons to the war in 
Gaza, claiming Bondi was equivalent to just 5 minutes in Gaza, and therefore comparatively 
unimportant.  
 

 
 
A Gab user minimises the attack by asking “What about the 20,000 children Israel has 
murdered?” 
 

 
 
A Facebook user replied to a post about the Bondi attack, writing: “Enough about bonding 
[sic] beach. All bloody day every day.” They continue: “Did you notice there were no reports 
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from gaza on the news … How many babies and children are lying dead in the streets 
having been murdered in the last week.” 
 

 
 
An example from Reddit says “What about all the Palestinians that have been murdered 
even during a ceasefire?” It then clarifies “I’m not saying any attacks on Jewish people or 
otherwise are right by the way. But I also include Palestinian women and children in that 
too.” This explicitly shows “whataboutism” an informal logical fallacy that seeks to undermine 
what in this case is the call for empathy with the victims. There are many situations around 
the world where people are currently being killed, not only in Gaza but also in Iran, Ukraine, 
Sudan, Myanmar to name just a few.  
 

 
 
For people in Australia, it is entirely legitimate to focus on a terrorist attack that happened  
here. Internationally, it is also reasonable to focus on what is a country's worst terrorist attack 
on their soil. Australia has done the same with terrorist attacks in a number of other 
countries. 
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The next example follows this batter, questioning an Irish newspaper on their coverage of 
the Bondi attack rather than focusing on Gaza, a topic they have no doubt covered 
consistently for years. It is not just a diversion but a demand that only some deaths are 
important, and only the activists chosen group should receive any empathy. 
 

 
 
A similar sentiment expressed in another instagram post suggests any focus on Bondi 
should be linked to deaths in Gaza. It is polite and looks empathetic, but again is demanding 
that there can be no empathy for anyone else unless Gaza is a part of it, privileging that 
situation above every other in the world and denying anyone else space for their own 
empathy.  
 

 
 
We see a similar demand every Holocaust Memorial Day as the ideal of commemorating 
other victims is attacked if it doesn’t centre Palestinians. Even back during the war in Iraq in 
2003, Palestinian activists took over the movement making it “Stop the war [in Iraq]. Free 
Palestine.” In Australia the push to address racism against First Nations Peoples have been 
subverted by activists using it to centre Palestinian activism. There is an antisemitic trope 
blaming Jews for controlling world events and therefore being responsible for everything that 
goes wrong in the world. The instance that defeating the Jewish state is the key to success 
for other unrelated movements builds on this narrative.  
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The “all lives matter” approach to minimisation 
In the “all lives matter” approach to minimisation empathy for the Jewish victims is denied by 
claiming it would unjustifiably privileged their suffering. The attack itself, the most deadly 
terrorist attack on Australian soil, which is also a current event, is ample reason to be 
focusing on the suffering of these particular victims. Empathy for the victims after a tragedy 
occurs without this sort of challenge when other victims are impacted, such as in the case of 
the Bali bombings in 2002, the Malaysia Airlines Flight 370 disaster, and multiple deadly 
bushfires. In the case of Bondi, it is the identity of most of the victims as Jewish which is 
leading to this denial of empathy. 
 
The first example shows the “all lives matter” explicitly with the comment “all children should 
matter” while also making its antisemitic intent clear as it continues, “not only the chosen 
ones”.   
 

 
 
Another comment inverts the idea of racism, it starts by saying “no place for racism against 
anyone” then continues “117k Jews should be treated no different to the other 29 million of 
us.” This post seeks to ignore the fact that Jews, who number roughly 117,000 in Australia, 
have been specifically targeted in an intense campaign of antisemitism over two years, and 
have now been deliberately targeted for death at Bondi. Those circumstances require a 
dedicated response. The response in reality is no different, in the sense that if another group 
had been targeted with such hate and violence, the focus would be about protecting them. 
We live, however, in the real world, and in that world it is currently the Jewish community that 
has been targeted. 
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This YouTube user suggests that the attack was not antisemitic because it “happened at a 
beach, a public place”. They comment “as if jews were the only one there just because it’s a 
holiday they celebrated”. Given the attack occurred at the particular spot being used for the 
Jewish gathering, this is a misdirection. 
 

 
 
In this comment on an Instagram reel about the attack, a social media user writes: “Stop 
trying to turn this into something else! This has nothing to do with Jewish celebrations!” 
Again completely ignoring the fact a Jewish celebration was targeted. 
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A tweet minimised the antisemitic nature of the Bondi attack and also minimised the attack 
itself by comparing it to the war in Gaza. They claim that it is “disgraceful and racist” that 
“just one privileged group” was being “honoured” during New Years Eve celebrations in 
Sydney. The X user also argues that it is “racist privilege" for a menorah to be projected on 
the Sydney Harbour Bridge.  
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Atrocity Denial: False flag claims it was faked with crisis actors 
 
Responses to the Bondi attack included denial of the event itself, claiming it was false flags 
that had been staged with actors. This sort of conspiracy theory does untold harm to the 
victims and the community. Just two months prior to the Bondi Beach attack, the US 
Supreme Court upheld a $US1.4 billion ($2.1 billion Australian dollar) judgement against 
Alex Jones for describing the 2012 Sandy Hook Elementary School shooting as a hoax 
staged by crisis actors.61 We include false flag claims under antisemitism as they deny the 
reality the victims are experiencing, and in this case that experience is violence targeted as 
Jews, and hence antisemitic. 
 
OHPI observed a similar trend in response to attacks on Synagogues in Melbourne in 2024 
and 2025. Our report on these Synagogue attacks documented various social media users 
claiming the attacks had in fact been staged by Israel, Zionists or the Jewish community in 
general62. As we noted then,  
 

‘the claim that attacks against the community aren’t “real” fits into an antisemitic 
tradition of downplaying or denying the historical persecution of Jews. The major 
example of this is holocaust denial, where commentators often claim both that the 
officially accepted holocaust statistics are exaggerated, and that those figures are 
falsely maintained to help secure Jewish people’s alleged position of dominance in 
society.’63  

 
Claims that the Bondi massacre was in fact staged by Jews or by Israel is just a recent 
example of this antisemitic response to tragedies faced by the Jewish community.  
 

 

63 Ibid.. 

62 A Oboler, C Noonan and A. Koubaridis, Responses to the Melbourne Synagogue Attacks in 2024 & 
2025 (Online Hate Prevention Institute, 2025) 
https://ohpi.org.au/responses-to-the-melbourne-synagogue-attacks-in-2024-and-2025/  

61 “US Supreme Court upholds $2.1b ruling against conspiracy theorist Alex Jones”, ABC News, 15 
October 2025. 
https://www.abc.net.au/news/2025-10-15/alex-jones-appeal-supreme-court-appeal-rejected/10589256
0  
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The following Telegram post shows a screenshot of a job advertisement for actors in the 
Bondi area on the 16th and 17th. The caption to the post reads “Paid actors at Bondi 
Beach?” which is an attempt to suggest that the Bondi massacre was actually staged using 
paid actors.  
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In the same Telegram channel, a post features an image from one of the victims of the 
attack, who they claim is “performing again for the media”. This time, the user writes 
“Everyone knows it was fake blood and he was acting”. The post ends “Remember his name 
and put him on the Nuremberg 2.0 list”; a reference to the international courts in which Nazis 
were tried after World War II. In this context, this reference draws an inappropriate and 
antisemitic comparison between Jewish victims of hate crimes and Nazis.  
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These false flag claims were perpetuated, in part, with the help of AI. Users employed AI to 
generate fake images that were designed to support the false flag narratives. One such 
image, which became viral on social media, depicted a victim laughing whilst having fake 
blood and make-up applied at the scene of the attack. It is shown below in a post on X.  
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Another post using this picture asserts they have “busted” a “false flag crisis actor”. In a 
second tweet it notes how the victim, Arsen Ostrovsky, a human rights lawyer as discussed 
in the Atrocity Glorification section of this report, has his wife and kids present and was 
taking selfies with them “whilst there are two active shooters”. The conspiracy theory ignores 
the obvious, that the Chanukah event was a daily orientated event, so naturally people were 
there with their families, many taking selfies, for the attack started. 
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Atrocity Distortion: False flag conspiracy claims of others being behind it 
Another form of “false flag” is where an attack is real but is carried out by one group, while 
designed to look like it was carried out by another. This is closer to the original meaning of 
the term, derived from naval attacks where a ship would fly under false colours using the flag 
of its enemy to get close enough to attack them.64 Encyclopedia Britannica notes that, 
“Because false flag operations are usually covert, the concept of false flag has often been 
co-opted by conspiracy theorists to explain away tragedies that challenge their values or 
worldview.”65 The conspiracy theory that Jews themselves, or Israel the Jewish state, is 
behind the attack on Jews seeks to invert reality and turn the victims into the perpetrators. 
This aims to deny empathy or support to the victims, and instead direct hate and anger to 
them at a time when they are most vulnerable.   

Jews responsible for False Flag 
A comment on an Instagram reel about the Bondi attack suggested it was a False Flag 
attack orchestrated by Jews. The Instagram user also accuses Jews of being responsible for 
a range of other incidents including JFK’s assassination and the September 11 attacks.  
 

 
 
The next example denies the attack is real and seems to look forward to a “real” massacre of 
Australian Jews. As can be seen this is from an Australian’s account. 

 
 

65 Ibid. 
64 “False flag”, Encyclopedia Britannica, https://www.britannica.com/topic/false-flag  
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AI was also used to generate an image of a Facebook profile that was claimed to be of one 
of the attackers, Naveed Akram. The fake profile depicted the attacker engaging in various 
Jewish practices, wearing a Kippah and with the name “David Cohen”. The intention behind 
this post was to depict the attacker as Jewish, and to therefore lend credence to antisemitic 
false flag conspiracy theories. This disinformation claiming the Muslim attacker was Jewish, 
is the inverse of the disinformation claim the hero Ahmed Al-Ahmed wasn’t really Muslim. 
 

 
 
Here is another claiming  that Naveed Akram was an ex-IDF soldier. This narrative is also 
used to imply that the attacks were a false flag carried out by Israel.  
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On Instagram, the juice box emoji is used to represent the word “Jews” in a post claiming 
“This will be the [juice box] no doubt, to turn people to support Israel again.” This is coded 
antisemitism, the juice substitution became a meme after a "Hipster Hitler" cartoon from 
August 28th, 2010.66 It was also used in the name of the Twitch account, “spilljuice”, used to 
stream the attack on the Halle synagogue in 2019.67 
 

 
 
Two frames from the longer Hipster Hitler cartoon show its use: 
 

 
 

 
 

67 Ibid. p. 29. 

66  Andre Oboler, William Allington and Patrick Scolyer-Gray, Hate and Violent Extremism from an 
Online Sub-Culture: The Yom Kippur Terrorist Attack in Halle, Germany (Online Hate Prevention 
Institute. 2019) p. 18-19. 
https://ohpi.org.au/halle/Hate%20and%20Violent%20Extremism%20from%20an%20Online%20Sub-C
ulture.pdf 
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Zionists responsible for False Flag 
Rather than claiming Jews were responsible, some claimed it was “Zionists”, which is coded 
language essentially meaning the same thing.  
 
The example below states “I wouldn’t rule out Zionist involvement; the situation is highly 
suspicious.” 
 

 
 
An instagram comment promotes this conspiracy theory saying “Everyone knows what is 
going on - regardless of how the media and politicians are spinning this.” They outline the 
conspiracy theory as “Zionists so hell bent on destroying the fabric of what makes Australia 
special - it’s willing to commit horrific crimes against its own people to drive its agenda.” 
Such comments are only exist because of the disinformation about Zionism and the 
demonisation of Zionists by pro-Palestinian activists over the last two years. It is another 
consequence of racist anti-Zionism. 
 

 
 
A Facebook user comments, “It’s probably a zionist work - they do kill their own just to get a 
sympathy and another reason per this rubbish post”. 
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Israel responsible for False Flag 
Other conspiracies accuse Israel of being behind the attack. A key driver of this narrative 
was Roya News English, part of Jordan's largest privately-owned media company.68 In one 
post Roya uncritically shares Iranian propaganda accusing Israel of staging the Bondi Beach 
attack. The Iranian Ambassador was expelled from Australia earlier this year after it 
emerged that Iran was paying criminals to carry out attacks against Jewish targets in 
Australia. Roya’s use of imagery with ‘staged?’ highlighted is an editorial choice that 
reinforces the Iranian propaganda. With over 36,600 thousand likes, 12,100 comments  and 
4,300 shares, this is atrocity distortion on a viral scale.  
 

  
 
In 2021 Germany's international broadcaster, Deutsche Welle (DW), ended a partnership 
with Roya TV in response to Roya’s role in spreading antisemitic comments and cartoons.69 

69 “DW halts cooperation with Jordanian broadcaster” DW, 12 May 2021 
https://www.dw.com/en/deutsche-welle-halts-cooperation-with-jordanian-broadcaster/a-59985902  

68 “Roya Media Group”, seen 5 January 2026 https://royamediagroup.com/  
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DW's managing director in charge of distribution, Guido Baumhauer, commented at the time 
saying, "We are truly sorry that we did not notice these disgusting images".70 DW also noted 
significant anti-Israel bias on Roya’s reporting.71  
 

Recommendation: Social media companies should pay greater attention to Roya News 
English and act on antisemitism it seeks to take viral via their platforms.  

 
This next example claims it was retaliation for Australia recognising Palestine. It also claims 
there was a “false bomb threat at a synagogue that was linked to Israel”. This is a reference 
to the caravan of explosives and fake plan to attack on a Sydney synagogue that an 
organised crime network was behind.72 It has nothing to do with Israel.  
 

 
 
The second suggests Israel was behind the attack as a way to generate support. The 
posters appears to think Israel will be dismantled if it doesn’t get more public support.  
 

 

 

72 Alasdair Pal, “Fake plan to attack Australia synagogue fabricated by organised crime, police say”, 
Reuters, 10 March 2025 
https://www.reuters.com/world/asia-pacific/fake-plan-attack-australia-synagogue-fabricated-by-organis
ed-crime-police-say-2025-03-10/  

71 Ibid. 
70 Ibid. 
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Mossad responsible for False Flag 
This example suggests the high level of skepticism over media and government reports of a 
terrorist attack, i.e. the idea it is a false flag, and the suggestion it is Mossad (Israel’s  
intelligence service) behind it. They claim “the world is healing when events like these 
happen and instantly at least half the comments are ‘mossad’ or ‘false flag’”. They end with 
“keep noticing guys, great work”, a reference to an antisemitic campaign.73  
 

 
 
The next example says “same wish mossad and Israel could leave us to have peace the 
disgusting colonizers”. This is a clear example of a conspiracy theory of blaming Israel for 
negative world events and indeed everything that goes wrong in the world. The use of 
“colonizers” reflects the far-left’s messaging which incorrectly calls Israel a colonial state - as 
explained later in this report, the Jews are an indigenous people of Israel, not colonisers. 
 

 
 
This comment, found underneath a post about the attacks, says simply “Mossad”. 
 

 

73 Asaf Elia-Shalev, “‘Now that Elon is taking over’: Online antisemites see opening as Twitter is 
handed over to Musk”, JTA, 28 October 2022. 
https://www.jta.org/2022/10/28/united-states/now-that-elon-is-taking-over-online-antisemites-see-open
ing-as-twitter-is-handed-over-to-musk  
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Australian Government responsible for False Flag 
Other posts claimed the Australian Government was behind the attack and carried it out to 
create the excuse to limit free speech. 
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This next example suggests police must be in on the attack if they know there is no further 
risk to the community. 
 

 

General False Flag accusations 
Some posts claimed the attack was a false flag without elaborating. This next one suggests 
it was a false flag designed to make Muslims look like terrorists, but doesn’t say who it thinks 
is doing that. 
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Traditional antisemitism 
Antisemitism has a long history, and some antisemitic tropes, slurs and stereotypes have 
been employed for hundreds of years. OHPI observed that the recent attack on Jews 
emboldened some social media users to promote these more traditional forms of 
antisemitism, even when they had no obvious connection with the attack.  
 
A very common traditionally antisemitic trope involves the claim that Jews control the 
media. This stereotype is antisemitic because it positions Jews as being underhanded 
and deceitful by co-opting the media for their own selfish goals. It also falsely implies 
that Jews are secretly in positions of massive power in society, and should therefore be 
viewed as a threat to the rest of the community.  
 
Given that the Bondi Massacre was the most deadly terrorist attack ever in Australia, 
there was significant media coverage of the event. Some users claimed the reason for 
the ensuing media saturation of the attacks was that Jews are in control of the media, 
and were deliberately behind the decisions to boost the airtime given to the attacks. 
Sometimes this narrative was directed at Zionists or Israel, rather than Jews in general.  
 
This post from X suggests that the media is engaging in “fake journalism” where “a 
criminal is proclaimed before any investigation is completed”. The user then asks: “Who 
gives the worldwide media their printing orders? Because the headings and the narrative 
is remarkably on one page!”. The clear implication is that Jews, or perhaps Israel in 
particular, are in a position to control media narratives and that this explains the news 
coverage of the Bondi massacre.  
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This post, also from X, shows the Israeli flag inserting a coin into the pen, held by 
“Journalists”, who are writing “muslims are terrorist” [sic]. The suggestion is that Israel 
pays the media and that this explains why they are reporting on the Islamic extremism 
that motivated the Bondi attack.  
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In the following comment, a user shares a picture that claims the bible never attributes 
the star of David to David, but only to Satan. This feeds into traditional antisemitic tropes 
according to which Jews are devil-worshippers, and in the current context is an attempt 
to justify the Bondi attacks.  
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The next user’s post suggests that the Bondi massacre was only horrific from the “Jews 
perspective” in which one Jewish life is of equal value to 10,000 non-Jewish lives. In 
addition to minimising the attacks - horrific from any reasonable perspective - this post 
also promotes a traditional antisemitic narrative in which Jews are portrayed as hostile 
towards, or looking down upon, non-Jews. This narrative is antisemitic because it 
villainises Jews and paints them as an enemy to the rest of the community.  
 

 
 
One antisemitic trope, which is prevalent online, asserts that Jews were expelled from 
109 countries throughout history. Those who promote this narrative typically suggest that 
these expulsions must be the result of problematic Jewish behaviour, rather than 
systematic antisemitism. This claim has been debunked, but can still often be found on 
any online content relating to Jews. We saw examples of this narrative at play in content 
discussing the Bondi massacre. In this context, it has the function of suggesting that 
Jews are in some way responsible for the attacks, because various countries (in most 
instances, autocratic monarchies) throughout history decided to expel Jews from their 
society. Users often combine the trope with a suggestion to expel Jews from their own 
country as well. 
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Other users engaged in traditional antisemitism whilst also promoting the antisemitic 
false flag narrative. Whilst propagating that narrative, the user below uses the explicitly 
antisemitic slur “kike” while referring to Jews, and the final sentence begins with the 
phrase “Fuck the jews”. By promoting the false flag narrative about the Bondi attacks, 
while using traditionally antisemitic slurs, this post is antisemitic on two levels. 
 

 
 
In a discussion about the Bondi Beach attack this comment appeared, disconnected to the 
rest of the conversation and promoting traditional antisemitism based on false claims about 
the Talmud. Attacks misrepresenting the Talmud are a staple of antisemitic discourse.74  
 

 

74 “Antisemitism based on ‘The Talmud’”, Online Hate prevention Institute, 24 October 2024 
https://ohpi.org.au/antisemitism-based-on-the-talmud/  
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New Antisemitism and Racist Anti-Zionism 
 
New Antisemitism is a term coined by Oliver Sachs in 2007, to help define a new mutation in 
antisemitism that was emerging75. Previous iterations of antisemitism were based on Jews 
as a religion, or as a race. “New Antisemitism” refers to hostility towards Jews as a nation. It 
is a combination of the claims that Jews are not entitled to a state of their own, that Israel is 
responsible for a great many (and perhaps all) evils in the world, and that all Jews are 
Zionists and are therefore the legitimate target of attack.  
 
In response to the Bondi massacre, New Antisemitism primarily manifested itself the latter of 
these two propositions; that Israel is responsible for world evils and that Jews, being 
Zionists, are legitimate targets of attack.  
 
In this context, the alleged responsibility of Israel for crimes throughout the world had two 
major sub-strains. The first of these were the false flag allegations, already discussed above, 
according to which Israel orchestrated or staged the attacks for their own political gain. 
These false flag claims embody New Antisemitism by, without evidence, claiming that Israel 
is responsible for a deadly terrorist attack on Jews in Australia. This supports the notion that 
Israel is covertly responsible for evils throughout the world.  
 
This aspect of New Antisemitism was also supported by those who claimed that 
responsibility for these attacks lay with Israel because their actions in Gaza provoked the 
recent rise in antisemitism which is responsible for this attack. This narrative feeds into New 
Antisemitism by exculpating those who? are actually directly propagating antisemitism and 
instead identifying Israel as ultimately responsible for these attacks. The culture of 
antisemitism from which these attacks emerged, and the attack itself, is therefore seen as 
another great evil perpetuated by Israel.  

Racist Anti-Zionism 
To understand racist anti-Zionism we begin with a very brief introduction to Jews and 
Zionism.  

Jews and Zionism 
Cecil Roth’s classic work on the history of the Jews opens by introducing “Abram, or 
Abraham, a native of Ur of the Chaldees… rightly considered the founder of the Jewish 
people”.76 He describes Abraham’ nomadic wanderings through what is now Israel as he 
moved between what is now Iraq and what is now Egypt around the year 1600-586 B.C.E.77 
Roth introduced Abraham’s son Isaac, and grandson Jacob, who was also known as Israel. 
It is with Jacob and his children, literally the “children of Israel” (or in Hebrew “B’nei Yisrael”), 

77 Ibid. 

76 Cecil Roth, A history of the Jews: from earliest times through the Six Day War (Revised Edition, 
1970) p 4. 

75 https://rabbisacks.org/archive/future-tense-the-new-antisemitism/  
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that “the family became a tribe”.78 While in Egypt they went from a tribe to a people, which 
was then led out of Egypt, received the law at Sinai, entered what is now Israel, and began 
to be referred to as “the Hebrew people, with its distinctive literature, law, ethics, and 
religious code.”79 Roth notes that by the 12th century B.C.E. the people had a “certain vague 
national feeling” which was “expressing in and consolidated by” their common religion.80 ​The 
Jewish people are not simply followers of a religion. They are an ancient people, at least 
3,000 years old, with a language, history, culture, spiritual beliefs, and a connection to a 
particular ancient homeland. A comparison can be made to Australia’s own First Nations, 
each with their own languages, history, culture, spiritual beliefs, and connection to their 
Country which is deeply tied to spiritual beliefs about the Dreamtime.  

 
Zionism is “the national liberation movement of the Jewish people”,81 it is “a broad tent with 
many entrances. For some, the belief in Zionism comes from religion; for others, it is based 
on universal principles of human rights; still others see it as a way to protect Jewish culture, 
build a better society, or advance the cause of the Jewish people on the international political 
stage. Zionism is a modern political movement expressing the often conflicted and 
contradictory will of an ancient people.”82 Zionism takes its name from the desire to return to 
Zion, another name for Jerusalem, which first appears after the Jewish people were taken as 
slaves into exile by the Babylonians in the wars between 597 B.C.E and 586 B.C.E.83 The 
longing to return to their ancestral land is captured in Psalm 137, written around this time, 
which laments, “By the rivers of Babylon, there we sat down, yea, we wept, when we 
remembered Zion”, question “How shall we sing the Lord’s song in a foreign land?” and calls 
for punishment if Jerusalem is forgotten.84 The Jews were allowed to return to their 
homeland, which later fell under Roman control, and after the Bar Kochba revolt, 132 C.E. –  
135 C.E., around half a million Jews were killed and many others were sold into slavery 
across the Roman Empire.85​ Judaism changed at this time, with Jewish law being codified 
into the Mishnah, which said the laws could be divided into those that can only be performed 
in the land of Israel and those that apply everywhere.86 Israel remained a central part of the 
Jewish religion and Jewish life, even before political Zionism led to the re-creation of a 
Jewish state in the ancestral homeland. ​
​

86 Kiddushin 36b https://www.sefaria.org/Kiddushin.37a.1?lang=bi&with=all&lang2=en  

85 Cecil Roth, A history of the Jews: from earliest times through the Six Day War (Revised Edition, 
1970) p 114-115; “Roman- Palestine”, Encyclopedia Britanica 
https://www.britannica.com/place/Palestine/Roman-Palestine  

84 Psalm 137, The Holy Bible, New King James Version 
https://www.bible.com/bible/114/PSA.137.NKJV  

83 Cecil Roth, A history of the Jews: from earliest times through the Six Day War (Revised Edition, 
1970) p 57. 

82 Andre Oboler, “Zionism through the Internet’s looking glass” in Eunice G. Pollack (ed), From 
Antisemitism to Anti-Zionism: The past and present of a lethal ideology (Academic Studies Press, 
2017) pp. 335. 

81 The Jerusalem Program, World Zionist Organisation,  
https://www.wzo.org.il/page/about/jerusalem-program/en  

80 Ibid p. 11. 
79 Ibid p. 6-7. 
78 Ibid p. 4-5. 
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Zionism can be seen as part of the rise of nations and national identity after the 
enlightenment, a defence to antisemitism, a political movement, a practical movement based 
on aliyah (Jews moving to Israel), and as the expression of the connection between a Jewish 
person and the nation state in the Jewish people’s ancestral homeland which has been built 
(and continues to develop) based on the Jewish people’s shared culture, language, religion 
and values. In short, for one reason or another, it is part of the identity of most Jews either 
on the basis of their race (as it relates to their ethnic culture) or religiously (as it relates to 
their religious belief). The fact a minority of Jews are anti-Zionist doesn’t disprove this, while 
religion is a core part of the Jewish people, there are also Jewish atheists and that neither 
invalidates their Jewishness nor invalidates the role of religion for other Jews.  

Anti-Zionism 
From a theoretical perspective, anti-Zionism need not be antisemitic. That is to say, it is 
possible to be ideologically opposed to Zionism for reasons that are not antisemitic, and to 
express that opposition in ways that are not antisemitic. It is also possible to be anti-Zionist 
and antisemitic. Those that argue anti-Zionism is never antisemitism are just as wrong as 
those that argue anti-Zionism is always antisemitic.  
 
Prior to the creation of the State of Israel there was significant debate on Zionism in the 
Jewish world. Two of the leading Jews in Australia took radically different views on Zionism. 
Our greatest military leader, General Sir John Monash, became President of the Zionist 
Federation of Australia, the organisation representing the Zionist Movement in Australia. 
One of our greatest judges, and the first Australian born Governor-General of Australia, Sir 
Isaac Isaacs, was in the minority which were anti-Zionist.87 At this time the Jewish people 
were engaged in the debate over self-determination, and both positions were part of the 
discussion. Since the creation of Israel which settled that discussion, we now live in a reality 
where half the world’s Jews live in Israel. To argue for a reversal of Israel’s creation now is to 
render them stateless. It is no different to moving from objecting to historic colonialism as 
harmful, to demanding Australia be dismantled and all non-First Nations people be deported. 
This would be racist against Australians on the basis of their nationality. 
 
Those who are opposed to a Jewish state because they are opposed to nation states in 
general are not antisemitic, provided they are not asking for Israel to be dismantled first. 
There are some political movements who take this view. Obviously one can’t be anti-Zionist 
in this sense and for a Palestinian state.   
 
There are some Ultra Orthodox Jews who believe there should not be a Jewish state until 
the Messiah comes. As a religious belief this view is not antisemitic. Where it is implemented 
by, for example by supporting the enemies of Israel and antisemitic propaganda, then it 
becomes in a practical sense antisemitic. The fringe Ultra Orthodox group Neturei Karta falls 
on the antisemitism side of that equation as demonstrated by their attendance at a 

87 Rabbi Raymond Apple, “Isaacs & Monash: The Jewish connection”, Journal of the Australian 
Jewish Historical Society, June 1993, Vol. XI, Part 6. 
https://oztorah.com/2012/09/isaacs-monash-the-jewish-connection/  
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Holocaust denial conference hosted by Iran in 2007, leading to a backlash from across the 
Jewish world, including from other anti-Zionist Ultra Orthodox sects.88  
 
Anti-Zionism is antisemitic when it seeks to deny Jewish people alone the right to 
self-determination which is enshrined in Article 1 of the UN Charter which states that a goal 
of the United Nations is “To develop friendly relations among nations based on respect for 
the principle of equal rights and self-determination of peoples…” It is also antisemitic when it 
makes use of antisemitic tropes or imagery. Engaging in actions which seek to undermine 
Israel’s continued existence also make anti-Zionist antisemitic. The chant of “Death, Death to 
the IDF”, a call to destroy the only barrier between the Israeli public and another October 7 
like massacre, is antisemitic. The permanent agenda item on Israel in the UN Human Rights 
Council is antisemitic.  
 
Natan Sharansky, a prominent Soviet dissident and refusenik, and later an Israeli politician, 
coined the “3D Test of Antisemitism”. He argued antisemitism is occurring when there is:89 
 

●​ Demonisation - “When the Jewish state is being demonized; when Israel’s actions 
are blown out of all sensible proportion; when comparisons are made between 
Israelis and Nazis and between Palestinian refugee camps and Auschwitz – this is 
anti- Semitism, not legitimate criticism of Israel.” 

●​ Double standards - “When criticism of Israel is applied selectively; when Israel is 
singled out by the United Nations for human rights abuses while the behavior of 
known and major abusers, such as China, Iran, Cuba, and Syria, is ignored; when 
Israel’s Magen David Adom, alone among the world’s ambulance services, is denied 
admission to the International Red Cross – this is anti-Semitism.” 

●​ Delegitimization - “when Israel’s fundamental right to exist is denied – alone among 
all peoples in the world – this too is anti-Semitism.” 

 
When those with anti-Zionist beliefs engage in the 3Ds, they have moved to discriminatory 
behaviour and antisemitism. In practice, this means almost all anti-Zionist activism is in fact 
antisemitic as its core aim is the delegitimisation and destruction of Israel.  

Racist Anti-Zionism 
Racist Anti-Zionism uses opposition to Zionism as an ideology as a justification to express 
hostility and incitement to hate and violence against people who identify as Zionists or are 
positive to Israel while rejecting the idea that this is antisemitic. 
 
It merged in its modern form after October 7, 2023, but its roots are much older. Prof. Robert 
Wistrich z”l observed in 1991 that, “In the aftermath of the Six Day War [1967] a section of 
the French Left which came to see the 'liberation of Palestine' (and consequent dismantling 

89 Natan Sharansky, “3D Test of Anti-Semitism: Demonization, Double Standards, Delegitimization”, 
Jewish Political Studies Review 16:3-4 (Fall 2004) 
https://jcfa.org/article/3d-test-of-anti-semitism-demonization-double-standards-delegitimization/  

88 “Anti-Israel "rabbis" face fallout from Jewish world”, Reuters, 10 August 2007 
https://www.reuters.com/article/world/anti-israel-rabbis-face-fallout-from-jewish-world-idUSL21860038/  
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of the Jewish State) as central to their 'anti-imperialist' crusade began to revive this old 
antisemitism in a new anti-Zionist form… what bothered them was… the fact that Jews were 
allegedly acting as the 'accomplices' of Israeli colonialism and Western power structures in 
their repression of Third World liberation.”90 
 
Its modern form builds on a general opposition to “settler colonialism” and asserts that 
Zionism (the reestablishment of the Jewish people as a nation-state in their ancient 
homeland) is not anti-colonialism but rather a form of settler colonialism. Using a form of 
“anti-racism” developed in the United States, based on ideas of white privilege and racism as 
prejudice plus power, this form of anti-racism divides the world into the oppressed and the 
oppressors, a form of “us and them” in which Israelis,  Zionists, and supporters of Israel are 
classed as “oppressors”. In this logic, oppressors can’t be victims of racism, and victims of 
racism can’t be racist. They reframe attacks on Zionists (i.e. Jews) as legitimate “anti-racism” 
tactics, rather than racism (i.e. antisemitism).  
 
The Racist Anti-Zionist narrative following October 7 is that “Palestinians have a right to 
eliminate their oppressors”, we show examples of this in the “atrocity glorification” section of 
this report. This narrative dehumanises Zionists and depending on its flavour either justifies 
or celebrates attacks on Jews and Israelis, including those killed at Bondi.  
 
As we warned months before the Bondi attack:91 
 

“[Racist Anti-Zionism] implies Israel deserved the October 7 terrorist attacks, but also that 
attacks on Jews around the world are justified - with some making an exception for 
anti-Zionist Jews. Those who point out the racism in this are accused of ‘weaponising 
antisemitism to silence Palestinian voices’, and increasing the charge of ‘anti-Palestinian 
racism’ is being used to silence legitimate antisemitism concerns.” 

 
Racist Anti-Zionism seeks to exclude mainstream Jews from society by declaring their belief 
in Israel’s right to exist as a Jewish state unacceptable. It justifies exclusion, persecution, 
and incitement to violence against Zionists. Since the vast majority of Jews are Zionists, 
directing hate or violence against “Zionists” is just another way to target Jews. 

Examples of New Antisemitism and Racist Anti-Zionism 
 
A post claims that Israel is “The main cause of antisemitism in the world today”. This post 
makes the assumption that it is ok to attack Jews around the world as a means of objecting 
to Israeli policy, and the onus is placed on Israel not to do anything people might object to. 
This enforces a double standard. Terrorist attacks that claim they were in response to the 
West’s attack on Iraq and across the Middle East were not simply accepted and the pressure 
placed on Western countries. The attacks were instead rightly condemned. 

91 A Oboler, P Scolyer-Gray and L Levin. Social Media and the Normalisation of Hate: October 7 Two 
Years On (Online Hate Prevention Institute, 2025) p. 52-55. https://ohpi.org.au/oct7-2-years-on 

90 Robert S. Wistrich, Antisemitism: The Longest Hate (New York: Schocken, 1991) p. 137. 
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A user takes this narrative a step further. Rather than claiming that the actions of Israel are 
causally responsible for rising antisemitism, they state that this is a deliberate, intended 
consequence of Israel’s behaviour, because Israel wants to use this increased antisemitism 
to motivate Jews throughout the world to move there. Israel is therefore portrayed, without 
evidence, as deliberately and covertly, stoking antisemitism across the globe. This is 
demonisation. 
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The Racist Anti-Zionism strand of New Antisemitism we observed in response to the Bondi 
massacre was the suggestion that the attacks were justified because the victims are 
Zionists, and therefore deserve to be attacked.  
 
A comment from Reddit says “it seems that at least one of the ‘victims’ is a staunch Zionist”’ 
The decision to put quotation marks around the word ‘victims’ expresses the view that if 
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those murdered are Zionists, then they lose their status as genuine victims because the 
attack becomes at least partially justified.  
 

 
 
This next post claims that the “genocide-cheerleading Rabbi Eli Schlanger [...] was not an 
innocent”. We discuss these attacks on the Rabbi further in the section on atrocity 
glorification.  
 

 
 
 

Holocaust denial & distortion 
While not a major theme of antisemitism after the Bondi attack, we did observe some 
Holocaust related antisemitism. 
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In this example one user says the propose of calling Gaza a genocide is to make “killing 
Jews appear as a moral act”. In response another user replies “Can you bake 6 million 
pizzas in 5 years? It’s impossible too”. This uses the “Six million Pizza” / “Six million 
Cookies” Holocaust denial meme to claim the Holocaust was greatly exaggerated,92 and 
therefore it is ok to greatly exaggerate the situation in Gaza. 
 

 
 
This next example combines Holocaust distortion with Racist Anti-Zionism. It claims Israel is 
worse than the Nazis, as are those who support it. This distorts understanding of the 
Holocaust. 
 

 
 
The next example says “They really won’t stop until everyone must bow down before them 
and agree 6 million souls we’re [sic] also lost at bondi”. This mocks the Holocaust, denying 
six million were killed, suggests the Jewish community is abusing the Bondi tragedy, and that 
Jews are seeking to control Australian society (a classic antisemitic power conspiracy 
theory).  
 

92 “Banning Nazi Symbols in Australia”, Online Hate Prevention Institute, 1 May 2023, 
https://ohpi.org.au/banning-nazi-symbols-in-australia/  
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Islamophobia after the attack 
Anti-Muslim sentiment intensified after the Bondi attack, partly driven by the news that the 
attackers were Muslims inspired by ISIS. We have divided the data we collected into atrocity 
related Islamophobia, e.g. content directly related to the attack such as claiming the attack 
proves all Muslims are terrorists and a threat, and general Islamophobia which took 
advantage of the discussion on the attack to push other Islamophobic content, such as 
discussion on how well Muslims fit into Australia’s multicultural society. Views expressed in 
these conversations were often oversimplified involving sweeping generalisations and 
stereotypes. 

Atrocity related Islamophobia 
Islamophobia Register Australia –– an 
online Islamophobia reporting platform –– 
recorded 126 incidents of Islamophobia in 
a single week.93 Simultaneously, OHPI’s 
online monitoring collected a significant 
amount of Islamophobic hate speech, but 
also concerns of how the post-attack 
climate would contribute to Islamophobia. 

Muslims as a Security Threat 
Hate speech memes and texts which 
portrayed Muslims as a security risk were 
the most prevalent theme. 94 The sarcastic 
appropriation of the phrase “religion of 
peace”, was another recurring theme used 
to communicate Islamaphobic sentiment. 
Mocking the phrase frames Islam as 
hypocritical, contrasting its claims of being 
peace-driven with the violence of the Bondi 
Beach attack. It frames Islam itself as the 
cause of the  attack, rather than the 
actions of individuals. By extension, all 
identifying Muslims are therefore accused 
of hypocrisy. 
 

94 For detailed definitions of and explanations about the categorisation of Islamaphobia documented 
during data collection, see the following: 
https://ohpi.org.au/wp-content/uploads/2024/08/Online-Anti-Muslim-Hate-and-Racism-Against-Palesti
nians-and-Arabs.pdf  

93 Luca Ittimani, “Retribution fears as Australian Muslims see surge in Islamophobic hate since Bondi 
terror attack”, The Guardian, 24 December 2025 
https://www.theguardian.com/australia-news/2025/dec/24/retribution-fears-australian-muslims-surge-i
slamophobic-hate-since-bondi-terror-attack-ntwnfb  
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The theme was widespread across social media platforms including Tiktok, Instagram, 
Facebook, 4chan and Youtube. 
 

 

 

 
 
The screenshot below exemplifies the categorical view that Islam cannot be a part of a safe 
pluralistic society, broadcasting Islamophobia mixed with xenophobia. 
 

 
 
The embedded assertion that Islam is a cult, reduces Islam to something deviant, sinister, 
illegitimate and/or threatening. It may be the case that the relationship between the gunmen 
and ISIS reinforced ideas about Islam as intrinsically violent and dangerous. 
  

 

 
88 



 

 

 
 
The Youtube comment below reduces all instances of violent extremism to Muslims in an 
easy-to-recall slogan. Constructing Islam as a security risk and Muslims as inherent threats 
to public safety, ‘others’ them and justifies calls for their removal from Australia, as shown in 
the instagram comment below it.  
 

 
 

 
 
The comment below from Reddit blames both the Muslim and Jewish communities for the 
acts of the attackers. 
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The two examples below reflect a broader message that presents Muslims as unsuited to 
Australian coexistence. 
 

 

Dehumanisation 
The creation of an environment in which Muslim people are presented as a “problem” helped 
to create space for anti-Muslim hate and extremism. The addition of dehumanising slurs 
reduces the barrier for violence.   
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This dehumanising comment on Telegram, compares Muslims to ‘termites’, associating 
Muslims with insects that are known to inhabit, undermine and ultimately destroy 
human-made structures. 
 

 
 
The term ‘sand niggers’ (partially obscured by asterisks, below) is a highly derogatory and 
offensive slur directed at people of Middle Eastern or Northern African descent, and is often 
directed at Muslims. It is a deeply racist term due to its connection to the history of racial 
oppression associated with the African American population. 
 

 
 
Likening Islam to a malignant disease, is not dissimilar to historical and contemporary forms 
of antisemitism. The comments below provide examples from Instagram, Facebook and 
Reddit.  

 
 

 

 

 

 
91 



 

General Islamophobia 
Not all hate speech about the Bondi massacre directly related to the atrocity of the attack. 
Many of these views have been in circulation on social media for a long time.  

Xenophobia/Anti-Immigration 

 
Islamophobia has intertwined with Australia’s anti-immigration movements by positioning 
Muslims as ‘aliens within’. The items below imply that the Australian Government’s 
immigration policy is indiscriminate towards Muslims who are presented as coming from an 
inferior tier of world civilisation. 
 

 
 
Both curtailing and preventing Muslim immigration is touted as the solution to Australia’s 
current turbulence. 
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While contemporary Australian government policy largely rejects the idea of assimilation 
(dropping one’s cultural identity) in favour of integration (celebrating one’s specific culture as 
part of one’s Australian identity), a popular view continues to prevail in Australian society  
that demands immigrants assimilate more to successfully integrate. The Bondi terrorist 
attack fueled negative attitudes towards Muslims as ‘suspect citizens’ that do not fit in and 
are inherently disinterested in adopting Australian values and beliefs. 
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The reference to strength in diversity takes the narrative further still by linking in with other 
discourses hostile to Australian multiculturalism. 
 
The terrorist attack has ignited a fear of a takeover of Australia by an extremist religion as 
witnessed over the last few decades via highly publicised jihadist organisations who have or 
have sought to establish a caliphate through violence, in several parts of the Middle East.  
 

 

 

 

Disinformation 
A key part of the Bondi Beach Chanukah Massacre story is the heroic action of Ahmed 
Al-Ahmed, the Muslim man who risked his life to help disarm one of the gunmen. The 
existence of a Muslim hero was a significant problem for those wanting to use the attack to 
paint all Muslims as a threat to Australia. In response, we saw a disinformation campaign 
claiming Mr Al-Ahmed was anything but Muslim - his name was Edward Crabtree and was of 
European descent, or a Maronite Christian.  
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Such disinformation campaigns, whether targeting Muslims or Jewish people, are designed 
to create space in which people can feel comfortable continuing to hold bigoted and hateful 
views. 
 
Calls to ‘ban the burka’ and to stop the building of mosques repeat well-worn Islamaphobic 
slogans that communicate hostility towards Muslims and support exclusion. 
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Hate speech monitoring for this report also found examples which undermined concern for 
rising Islamophobia. A Facebook post by Bisma Asif, the first Muslim elected in Queensland  
elicited the following comment: 
 

 
 

 
 
The next comment communicates suspicion over the Australian Prime Minister’s pro-Muslim 
bias; that this bias skews anti-hate reforms in favour of Muslims interests. 
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How the normalisation of antisemitism in Australia 
contributed to the attack 
In the conclusion to our July 2025 report on the fire bombing of two Melbourne synagogues,  
and the online response to those incidents, we clearly outlined the threat saying:95  
 

“People who feel their cause is ‘exceptional’ and that it justifies breaking the 
norms and laws of society pose a danger to all in society.”  

 
Reflecting on the online data we gathered for that report we said:  
 

“The responses we see in this report do not reflect Australian values. This is not who 
we want to be as Australians. This is not a problem just for the Jewish community, 
but for all of society. The online world is accelerating the spread of hate. What we 
see is both a warning of the normalisation of antisemitism across society and a 
specific online harm that we need to do more to address.” 

 
The normalisation of antisemitism through social media is a risk our CEO, Dr Andre Oboler, 
first publicly identified back in 2008 when he coined the term “antisemitism 2.0”.96 He 
described antisemitism 2.0 as:97 
 

“The use of online social networking and content collaboration to share 
demonization, conspiracy theories, Holocaust denial, and classical antisemitic motifs 
with a view to creating social acceptability for such content. Either Jews in general or 
the Jewish state may be targeted in Antisemitism 2.0, and often the distinction 
between Israel and Jews is lost.” 

 
A few years later he wrote about the risk Antisemitism 2.0 poses to the campus environment 
and the younger generation warning that thriving antisemitism on university campuses would 
significantly undermine the values of tolerance and multiculturalism in society:98 
 

“The Internet plays a significant role in the spread of information, and misinformation, 
on the campus and in student communities. Antisemitic conspiracy theories, 
stereotyping, imagery, and motifs are shared and reused around the globe. Hateful 
lies not only spread, but grow. The hate is then expressed in bullying, intimidation, 
discriminatory policies and occasionally violent outbursts.The campus, along with the 
school yard, stands on the front line between a developing culture of hate on the 

98 Andre Oboler, “Online Antisemitism: The Internet and the Campus” in Eunice G. Pollack (ed) 
Antisemitism on the Campus: Past & Present (Academic Studies Press, 2011) p. 330. 

97 Ibid. 

96 Andre Oboler, “Online Antisemitism 2.0. ‘Social Antisemitism’ on the ‘Social Web’”, Jerusalem 
Center for Public Affairs, April 1, 2008 
https://jcpa.org/article/online-antisemitism-2-0-social-antisemitism-on-the-social-web/  

95 A Oboler, C Noonan and A. Koubaridis. Responses to the Melbourne Synagogue Attacks in 2024 & 
2025 (Online Hate Prevention Institute, 2025). P 102. 
https://ohpi.org.au/responses-to-the-melbourne-synagogue-attacks-in-2024-and-2025/  
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internet and the values of tolerance and multiculturalism that society wishes to instill 
in youth.” 

 
Anti-Jewish hatred has moved from the fringes of society into the mainstream public 
discourse, becoming more accepted or tolerated. The poison of antisemitism has spread 
unrestrained in the public space of the digital world, then leapt to our streets, buildings, 
campuses and society at large. 

The recent normalisation of antisemitism in Australia  
OHPI explored two years of antisemitism normalisation in our October 2025 report, “Social 
media and the normalisation of hate: October 7 two years on.”99 The report highlights chilling 
Australian case studies: the 2024–2025 Melbourne synagogue arsons, traced to Iranian 
funding, triggered a wave of online denial and victim-blaming. Online content called the 
attacks “false flags,” mocked Jewish grief, and even suggested the victims torched their own 
buildings for “insurance money.” The content illustrated how digital hate desensitizes 
real-world violence.100 
 
The normalisation of antisemitism in Australia over the last two years began on our 
university campuses. They were fuelled, via social media, by overseas movements 
particularly those in the United States. As the Program on Extremism at George Washington 
University has documented, those US movements were driven by organisations that:101  
 

“repurpose Hamas's narrative for global movements by framing the Israeli-Palestinian 
conflict as a struggle against colonialism and oppression. Instead of directly 
supporting Hamas, they talk about ‘resistance’ and ‘liberation.’ This approach allows 
them to align with Hamas's goals, such as eliminating Israel, without explicitly 
associating with terrorism.”  
 

As they note, after October 7 the main organisation doing this:102  
 

“organized a ‘National Day of Resistance’ and circulated a ‘Resistance Toolkit’ to 
frame the attacks as part of the justified Palestinian struggle. This narrative 
encouraged campus demonstrations and amplified anti-Israel sentiment, further 
pushing the agenda consistent with Hamas’s underlying goals.” 

 
The Australian campus protests, and their messaging, was largely started in solidarity with 
the US movement and using the same messaging and playbook which spread to Australia 
through the internet and social media. They played the same role in Australia as they did in 
the US: normalising antisemitism and Hamas’ message seeking to justify the October 7 
terrorist attack, and denying empathy for the victims and the Jewish community.  

102 Ibid. 

101 “Hamas’s Influence on US Campuses: A Study of Networks, Strategies, and Ideological Advocacy”, 
Program on Extremism at George Washington University. P. 16. 
https://extremism.gwu.edu/sites/g/files/zaxdzs5746/files/2024-11/Pamphlet_compressed.pdf  

100 https://elderofziyon.blogspot.com/2025/10/october-7-two-years-on-how-social-media.html 

99 A Oboler, P Scolyer-Gray and L Levin. Social Media and the Normalisation of Hate: October 7 Two 
Years On (Online Hate Prevention Institute, 2025) p. 52-55. https://ohpi.org.au/oct7-2-years-on 
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Normalisation of antisemitism also occurred within the Muslim community. Right after the 
October 7 terrorist attack in Israel, there was a celebration of the attack in the Sydney 
suburb of Lakemba,103 a suburb with a majority (59%) Muslim population.104 There was also 
the infamous “where’s the Jews” and “Fuck the Jews” chants at the Sydney Opera House 
after it was lit up in blue and white in solidarity with Israel and the victims of October 7, just 
as it has been lit up in the colours of other countries after other major terrorist attacks around 
the world.105 Police had warned the Jewish community to stay away from the Sydney Opera 
House out of concern for their safety.106 
 
Originally misreported as “gas the Jews”, based on a video subtitled this way with poor 
quality audio, the actual phrases chanted were still highly antisemitic. The calls by groups 
such as the Australian National Imams Council, a charity receiving substantial government 
funding,107 to prosecute not those chanting antisemitic slogans but those who had mistakenly 
thought they heard one antisemitic chant rather than another.108 This highlights the 
gaslighting of Jews in Australia already in play by early 2024. As the Premier of NSW said 
"The protest was violent and racist. Hate speech and racist language have no place in 
NSW".109 The ANIC statement misrepresented the evidence that “gas the Jews” was not 
chanted as evidence there was no hate speech, blaming Jews who reported on the 
antisemitic rally for damaging social cohesion, rather than blaming the racist protestors.110  
 
There were also the multiple speeches by Muslim William Haddad, which the Federal Court 
of Australia found to be "fundamentally racist and antisemitic".111 Even then many in the 
Muslim community chose to ignore the message about antisemitism, instead focusing on the 

111 Jamie McKinnell, “Federal Court orders series of Islamic preacher Wissam Haddad's lectures be 
removed from social media”, ABC News, 1 July 2025 
https://www.abc.net.au/news/2025-07-01/federal-court-sydney-wissam-haddad-lectures-social-media/
105480506  

110 “Alleged Anti-Semitic Chant Which Has Now Been Debunked Has Caused Immense Damage to 
Social Cohesion”, Australian National Imam’s Council 
https://www.facebook.com/photo/?fbid=801314558703838  

109 Ibid. 
108 Ibid. 

107 Over half a million dollars in 2024, which accounted for over half its budget, 
https://www.acnc.gov.au/charity/charities/2c67b26d-3aaf-e811-a95e-000d3ad24c60/documents/60818
ad7-48a6-ef11-b8e8-000d3ad039cf  

106 Michael McGowan, “NSW Police concerns revealed about lighting up Opera House for Israel”, 
Sydney Morning Herald, 24 October 2023. 
https://www.smh.com.au/national/nsw/nsw-police-concerns-revealed-about-lighting-up-opera-house-fo
r-israel-20231024-p5eem8.html  

105 Peter Hannam, “NSW police say analysis shows chant in viral Sydney Opera House video was 
‘where’s the Jews?’”, The Guardian, 2 February 2024 
https://www.theguardian.com/australia-news/2024/feb/02/sydney-opera-house-palestine-protest-nsw-
police-antisemitic-chant-no-evidence  

104 “Lakemba: 2016 Census All persons QuickStats”, Australian Bureau of Statistics, seen 13 January 
2026 https://www.abs.gov.au/census/find-census-data/quickstats/2016/SSC12257  

103 Gavin Coote, “Pro-Palestinian rally at Lakemba in Sydney criticised for 'celebration' of attacks on 
Israel”, ABC News, 9 October 2023 
https://www.abc.net.au/news/2023-10-09/nsw-palestinian-rally-lakemba-sydney-israel-wong/1029502
38  
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judges finding that “ordinary, reasonable listener” not understand statements about Zionists 
to be about Jewish people in general, and that "That person would understand that not all 
Jews are Zionists and that disparagement of Zionism constitutes disparagement of a 
philosophy or ideology and not a race or ethnic group”.112 As we have explained previously, 
this reasoning was flawed as it is what the ordinary reasonable person of the class being 
impacted would understand, and the ordinary reasonable Jews would recognise that 
phrases list “Zionist controlled media” are antisemitic and derived from one of the most 
antisemitic sources, the Protocols of the Elders of Zion - something the Judge and his 
theoretical “ordinary, reasonable listener” missed.113 Further, the argument that not all Jews 
are Zionists, is about as useful as the argument that not all Aboriginal people have dark skin, 
neither observation invalidates racism targeted at a subset of the group, whether that is 
Zionist Jews (who are actually the majority of Jews) or light skinned Aboriginal people as 
occurred in Eatock v Bolt.114   
 
Some messaging from the Muslim community,115 missed the part of the ruling that stated 
“The conclusion that it is not antisemitic to criticise Israel is the corollary of the conclusion 
that to blame Jews for the actions of Israel is antisemitic; the one flows from the other.”116 
This line of the judgement means content stops being valid criticism of Israel when it seeks 
to use views related to Israel to attack or harass Jews in Australia. The Bondi attack did this, 
but so did many other incidents, for example Dr Randa Abdel-Fattah’s comments, “If you are 
a Zionist, you have no claim or right to cultural safety. It is the duty of those who oppose 
racism to ensure that every space Zionists enter is culturally unsafe for them,”117 and the 
Sydney University academic who harassed students running a stall for a Jewish religious 
festival demanding to know if they were Zionists.118 When people refuse to recognise that 
such activity crosses the line, or as it is put in the IHRA Working Definition of Antisemitism 
puts it, they fail to recognise “holding Jews collectively responsible for actions of the state of 
Israel” is antisemitic,119 then they contribute to the normalisation of antisemitism in Australia. 

119  “IHRA Working Definition of Antisemitism”, International Holocaust Remembrance Alliance, 
Adopted 26 May 2016, Bucharest Plenary. 
https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-antisemitism  

118 A Oboler, P Scolyer-Gray and L Levin. Social Media and the Normalisation of Hate: October 7 Two 
Years On (Online Hate Prevention Institute, 2025) p. 36-38. https://ohpi.org.au/oct7-2-years-on 

117 Parliamentary Joint Committee on Human Rights, Hansard 05/02/2025, Antisemitism at Australian 
universities, 
https://www.aph.gov.au/Parliamentary_Business/Hansard/Hansard_Display?bid=committees/commjnt
/28707/&sid=0001  

116 Wertheim v Haddad [2025] FCA 720 at 107. 
https://www.judgments.fedcourt.gov.au/judgments/Judgments/fca/single/2025/2025fca0720  

115 E.g. “ICV Welcomes Federal Court’s distinction between anti-Zionism and antisemitism”, Islamic 
Council of Victoria, 11 July 2025 https://www.facebook.com/photo/?fbid=1052067287043598;   

114 Ibid. 

113 A Oboler, P Scolyer-Gray and L Levin. Social Media and the Normalisation of Hate: October 7 Two 
Years On (Online Hate Prevention Institute, 2025) p. 52-55. https://ohpi.org.au/oct7-2-years-on 

112 Ibid. 
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Normalisation spread by disinformation 
Some have blamed Israel’s actions in Gaza for the rise in antisemitism. This is nothing but a 
smokescreen designed to normalise antisemitism in society. The problem we face in 
Australia is not Israel's actions, regardless of what one thinks of them, but how some have 
been allowed to use those actions to excuse their own antisemitism and that of others, 
creating a culture where antisemitism is normalised.  
 
They have normalised antisemitism by engaging simultaneously in both legitimate 
criticism of Israel and illegitimate antisemitic rhetoric, blurring the two together and 
claiming it should all be treated as political speech in support of the Palestinian cause 
and protected. As they engage in this mixing of legitimate and illegitimate speech, 
they cynically accuse the Jewish community of conflating criticism of Israel with 
antisemitism for pointing out those parts of their rhetoric that are indeed antisemitic.  
 
The confusion this disinformation campaign has wrought among well meaning people is 
immense. It has also allowed those engaging in antisemitism to use yet more antisemitism to 
protect their hate speech. They claim the efforts of Jewish communal leadership to stop the 
hate targeting their community is evidence of Jewish control of government or other societal 
institutions. That is a classic antisemitic trope listed explicitly in the IHRA Working Definition 
of Antisemitism. It comes right out of the Protocols of the Elders of Zion, an antisemitic 
document used to inspire hundreds of anti-Jewish massacres even before the Nazis started 
promoting it. Similarly, media articles exposing antisemitism are presented as evidence of 
Jewish control of the media, again from the Protocols of the Elders of Zion. Antisemitic 
conspiracies alleging there must be untrustworthy Jews with dual loyalties seeking to 
undermine the country, are then printed in other newspapers.120 
 
The data in this report, reflecting responses following the Bondi Beach attack,  demonstrate 
a worsening of the problem over the last six months. There is now, not only the initial 
problem of those who promote antisemitism, which we called out then, but also a secondary 
problem, an unwillingness to confront and call out those responsible for hate and incitement.  
 
Multiple reasons have been given for this reluctance. Here are a few of them: 
 

●​ It is said that labeling those who engage in antisemitism as racists might, where the 
racists are Muslim, lead to a rise in Islamophobia. That risk is real, but the solution is 
not to allow some people’s racism and incitement to go unchecked. It is to highlight 
that individuals are responsible for their own actions, and generalisations are a 
classic form of bigotry. 
 

●​ It is said we must, at all costs, avoid limiting political speech. Racism is almost 
always political. The Nazis were a political party. Those advocating for the White 

120 See for example: Anne Davies, “NSW MP asks home affairs minister to investigate potential 
foreign interference after Israel ‘targets’ him in dossier”, The Guardian, 7 January 2026. 
https://www.theguardian.com/australia-news/2026/jan/07/nsw-mp-asks-home-affairs-minister-to-invest
igate-potential-foreign-interference-after-israel-targets-him-in-dossier  
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Australia Policy, whether in Australia’s first decades two hundred years ago, or online 
in 2026, are engaged in political speech. When something is political is irrelevant to 
the question of whether it is racist. Those arguing for a blanket immunity for all 
Palestinian advocacy are asking for nothing less than a license to be racist. That 
license has been extended to them for too long. 
 

●​ It is said that levels of racism are higher against other communities. When measuring 
attitudes across the entire population, this is true. The question that matters, 
however, is not how many people out of a thousand have negative views about a 
particular community, but how likely a person in that community is to experience the 
consequences of that hate and how severe that experience is likely to be. As we saw 
with the Bondi Beach attack, it only took two people to cause extreme trauma to a 
community. That attack did not occur in isolation: the Jewish community has been 
under siege for two years and people were scared to go about their daily lives even 
before this attack. Some are openly questioning if they have a future in Australia. 
This is a reality unlike that faced by any other Australian community.  
 

●​ It is said there is a lack of agreement, even among Jews, on what antisemitism is, 
and therefore it is too hard to identify with certainty and it is hence safer to do 
nothing. This is an outright lie. There is very broad agreement in the mainstream 
Jewish community, both in Australia and globally, on antisemitism. There is also an 
international community of antisemitism experts from academia and civil society 
around the world. There is in fact far more work done, and far more certainty, when it 
comes to antisemitism than when it comes to many other forms of racism and bigotry.  
 
Further, in the Australian context, the Jewish community is very well structured with 
peak bodies at state and federal level that are often presented as examples other 
newer communities should emulate. The national roof body, the Executive Council of 
Australian Jewry, has produced an annual report on antisemitism in Australia every 
year since 1989. The reports map the evolution of antisemitism in Australia and 
provide statistical summaries as well as brief entries on every single incident 
included. The raft of micro fringe groups used to provide alternative views are about 
as meaningful as the views of a group of sovereign citizens disagreeing with the 
Australian government. It is only due to media outlets giving them disproportionate 
attention that some in Australia and beyond have become confused.  

 
It is ironic that some raised concerns about the creation of a hostile environment against 
Muslims, which they rightly said could lead to an increase in Islamophobia, even as they 
sought to undermine efforts to prevent a hostile environment against Jews. Some even 
argued that calling out actions that create a hostile environment against Jews, i.e. 
antisemitism, would create a hostile environment against Muslims.  
 
There may be truth in the claim that tackling antisemitism in the pro-Palestinian and Muslim 
communities might drive up Islamophobia, and perhaps also anti-Palestinian racism. The 
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solution to that is not for those Muslim activists and Pro-Palestinian activists who 
create the hostility to be left to do so unchecked.  
 

●​ The solution, if the problem is ignorance, is for pro-Palestinian activists to 
better understand and then avoid antisemitism.  

 
For those for whom the problem is not ignorance but a deep seated antisemitism: 
 

●​ The solution may be for other activists to exclude them from participation. A 
movement that turns a blind eye to racism can’t expect public support in 
Australia.  

 
When it comes to understanding antisemitism, this means understanding it as it is 
understood by mainstream experts in the field, and by the mainstream Jewish community. 
Seeking to endorse fringe opinions by fringe groups, and campaigning against the gold 
standard definition that is very widely adopted by both governments and others by 
repeatedly labelling it “controversial” (a trick then picked up by a compliant media) is 
ultimately nothing but a racist political action. 
 
Calling this out may be politically unpopular in some quarters, but it needs to be said and 
understood. For too long the hostile environment against Jews has been allowed to go 
unchecked out of a fear of confrontation. Each time this happens, more ground in the public 
sphere is ceded to those that oppose Australian values including multiculturalism, 
democracy and a fair go for all. 

Normalisation feeding extremism 
In February 2025, Mike Burgess AM, the head of ASIO, Australia’s security agency, 
delivered his national security assessment. He stated in part that:121  
 

“Anti-Semitism festered in Australia before the tragic events in the Middle East, but 
the drawn-out conflict gave it oxygen – and gave some anti-Semites an excuse.  
 
Jewish Australians were also increasingly conflated with the state of Israel, leading to 
an increase in anti-Semitic incidents.  
 
The normalisation of violent protest and intimidating behaviour lowered the threshold 
for provocative and potentially violent acts. Narratives originally centred on “freeing 
Palestine” expanded to include incitements to “kill the Jews”. Threats transitioned 
from harassment and intimidation to specific targeting of Jewish communities, places 
of worship and prominent figures.” 

 

121 Mike Burgess, “Director-General's Annual Threat Assessment 2025”, ASIO, 19 February 2025. 
https://www.asio.gov.au/director-generals-annual-threat-assessment-2025  
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Dr John Coyne, Director of the National Security Program at the Australian Strategic Policy 
Institute, has written how the model of radicalisation behind the Bondi Beach attack is 
significantly different to what security analysts have come to expect.122 While Burgess got 
the target right, his description of what radicalisation looked like in 2025 did not match what 
occurred in the Bondi Beach attack. 
 
Coyne explains the post 9/11 thinking based on organised groups with a command and 
control infrastructure, later gave way to ISIS-based models involving younger people, and 
where violence followed rapidly after the radicalisation.123 The Online Hate Prevention 
Institute has examined another extremist phenomena, that of the Christchurch attack and 
those that followed its model. In these incidents the attackers are not necessarily getting 
younger, but are radicalised online in anonymous forums like 8kun (formerly 8chan) that 
reinforce this radicalisation.124  Noting the attack is still under investigation, As Coyne has 
already noted, the Bondi Beach attack  appears, even at this early stage of examination, to 
vary distinctly from these models. 
 
What is seen in the case of the Bondi Beach attack is the slow burn of radicalisation over a 
six-year period. As Coyne notes, “It sits uneasily alongside assumptions that contemporary 
extremist mobilisation is necessarily fast, impulsive, or digitally accelerated.”125 He explains 
that with limited resources for counter terrorism work, a person who is known to be 
radicalised but appears to be “inactive” is deemed low risk and the lack of acceleration is 
itself seen as a mitigating factor.126 The problem Coyne identifies is that such a person could 
remain a threat for a long period, and then suddenly activate based on a range of factors 
such as “personal crises, perceived grievance escalation, family dynamics, triggering events, 
or moments that provide moral permission for violence”.127  
 
It is the last of Coyne’s factors - “moments that provide moral permission for violence”- that is 
in our view, most relevant here. We saw this with another deadly antisemitic attack this year, 
on May 21st in Washington DC.128 The attack saw two young people killed as they left an 
event held at the Capitol Jewish Museum. The event was organised by the American Jewish 

128 “Far-left terrorism: Washington DC”, Online Hate Prevention Institute, 23 May 2025 
https://ohpi.org.au/far-left-terrorism-in-washington-dc/  

127 Ibid. 
126 Ibid. 

125 John Coyne, “What the Bondi Attack Reveals About Radicalisation, Extremism, and 
Counterterrorism Risk”, Australian Strategic Policy Institute, 17 December 2025. 
https://www.aspi.org.au/opinions/what-the-bondi-attack-reveals-about-radicalisation-extremism-and-co
unterterrorism-risk/  

124 Andre Oboler, William Allington and Patrick Scolyer-Gray, Hate and Violent Extremism from an 
Online Sub-Culture: The Yom Kippur Terrorist Attack in Halle, Germany (Online Hate Prevention 
Institute. 2019) 
https://ohpi.org.au/halle/Hate%20and%20Violent%20Extremism%20from%20an%20Online%20Sub-C
ulture.pdf  

123 Ibid. 

122 John Coyne, “What the Bondi Attack Reveals About Radicalisation, Extremism, and 
Counterterrorism Risk”, Australian Strategic Policy Institute, 17 December 2025. 
https://www.aspi.org.au/opinions/what-the-bondi-attack-reveals-about-radicalisation-extremism-and-co
unterterrorism-risk/  
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Committee (AJC), one of the major American Jewish organisations, who put the event on for 
junior staff working in the various embassies across Washington DC. The two people killed, 
Sarah Milgrim and Yaron Lischinsky, were a couple and Yaron had recently purchased a ring 
and was planning to propose to Sarah the following week. They both worked as junior staff 
in the Israeli embassy. Sarah was an American Jew, Yaron was German and Israeli and a 
member of a small Christian group known as the Messianic Jewish community. They were 
gunned down as they left the event. 
 
Shortly before carrying out the deadly attack, the attacker posted to X “Escalate for Gaza. 
Bring the war home”.129 This is another way of saying “Globalise the Intifada”. A manifesto he 
released stated “We who let this happen will never deserve the Palestinian’s forgiveness. 
They have let us know as much.” As we wrote in our analysis, “This signals a pressure from 
Palestinian activists on their supporters to do more, go further. In this case that pushing 
amounted to incitement to violence.”130  
 
In the manifesto the attacker claims that the views of the American public have shifted and 
his actions will now be seen as heroic. Simultaneously he believed/states that by ignoring 
the people’s views, the American government left people with no choice other than to take  
direct action. These two factors led him to carry out the deadly attack. This is exactly the sort 
of “moral permission for violence” Coyne discussed.  
 
We have documented the extremely high levels of online antisemitism since October 7, 2023 
and a similar rise in the number of antisemitic incidents in Australia, as discussed earlier in 
this report. This has created an environment of pervasive antisemitism, with some 
deliberately seeking to deny the existence of antisemitism or minimize it. After antisemitic 
incidents, such as the firebombing of two Synagogues in Melbourne, we saw official support 
but online narratives blaming the victims and seeking to reject those statements of 
support.131 This is the sort of environment that makes some feel there is a “moral permission 
for violence” against Jews. While pro-Palestinian protests, or protests to end the war, would 
be reasonable, the endlessness and persistence of the protests beyond what is tolerated for 
any other cause, and the halo effort some have given them, including the powerful Australian 
Palestinian Advocacy Network who have claimed that anyone opposing such protests or 
activism is racist,132 combined with chants such as “All Zionists are Terrorists” at these 
protests,133 all contribute to this “moral permission for violence” against Australian Jews. 
 

133 “Protesters chant 'all Zionists are terrorists' at Melbourne rally”, News.com.au, 22 March 2025 
https://www.news.com.au/national/protesters-chant-all-zionists-are-terrorists-at-melbourne-rally/video/
8d7ae565c1c98574e47b803d781fba3c  

132 “The Anti-Palestinian Racism Sham”, The Israel Connexion on J-Air Radio, originally broadcast 15 
October 2025. https://omny.fm/shows/israel-connexion/the-anti-palestinian-racism-sham  

131 A Oboler, C Noonan and A. Koubaridis, Responses to the Melbourne Synagogue Attacks in 2024 & 
2025 (Online Hate Prevention Institute, 2025) 
https://ohpi.org.au/responses-to-the-melbourne-synagogue-attacks-in-2024-and-2025/  

130 Ibid. 
129 Ibid. 
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Normalisation by undermining efforts to counter antisemitism 
The normalisation is further entrenched by efforts that aim to undermine or counter moves to 
address antisemitism. Following the Bondi attack, as the Plan to Combat Antisemitism from 
Australia’s Special Envoy to Combat Antisemitism was endorsed by the government, a 
campaign to undermine the plan re-emerged. This campaign started when the plan was first 
announced, and it likely contributed to the government delaying a response until they also 
had an Islamophobia report, and then continuing not to respond, until after the Bondi Beach 
attack. While some attacks were aimed at the plan, many others sought to personally target 
the Special Envoy, Jillian Segal.  
 
The example below shows an attack on both the Special Envoy personally and the Royal 
Commission. The final line of the post, “We must not cede control to vested interests of a 
racist, foreign state” falls within the IHRA Working Definition of Antisemitism’s example of 
“Accusing Jewish citizens of being more loyal to Israel, or to the alleged priorities of Jews 
worldwide, than to the interests of their own nations.”134 This is the antisemitic allegation of 
dual loyalty, something most famously seen in the Dreyfus Affair in France in 1894-1906.135  
 
Far from being a disqualifying factor, Segal’s 
previous role as the elected leader of the 
peak body representing the Australian Jewish 
community shows that she is both trusted by 
the community itself and represents the 
mainstream views of the community. The vast 
majority of Jews both in Australia and globally 
are Zionists, most have a personal affinity to 
Israel, and many with family living there. This 
is no different to the connections between 
Australia’s Greek community and Greece, 
Australia’s Italian community and Italy, or the 
Australian Vietnamese community and 
Vietnam. The demonisation of Zionism and 
Zionists, seen in describing Segal as a “rabid 
Zionist”, is a form of antisemitism and racism, 
an equivalent would be describing a former 
head of the Greek community as a “rabid 
philhellene”. It takes what is a love for a 
country one has a cultural, historic and 
religious connection to and seeks to paint it in 
negative terms.  
 
Another example of an attack on the Special 
Envoy’s Plan to Combat Antisemitism comes 
from a senior barrister who falsely alleges the 
ASEC plan includes “bans on criticism of 
Israel”. The barrister claims the adoption of 
the ASECA plan will “undermine democracy” 

135 “Modern antisemitism”, The Holocaust Explained by the Wiener Holocaust Library, see 3 January 
2026  https://www.theholocaustexplained.org/anti-semitism/modern-anti-semitism/the-dreyfus-affair/  

134  “IHRA Working Definition of Antisemitism”, International Holocaust Remembrance Alliance, 
Adopted 26 May 2016, Bucharest Plenary. 
https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-antisemitism 
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and ends with a call to action saying “Lawyers must fight against it”. This is in fact an 
inversion of reality. As the ASECA plan itself states, “Antisemitism threatens Australia's 
democracy and social cohesion. Vandalism and violence against Jewish institutions foster 
fear and isolation, prompting withdrawal by Jewish Australians from communal life.”136 It is in 
fact antisemitism itself, and those opposing action on antisemitism, who are undermining 
democracy.  
 

 
 
The Special Envoy’s Plan to Combat Antisemitism mentions the word Israel just twice, once 
in a sentence that refers to “the firebombing of Melbourne’s Adass Israel Synagogue”.137 The 
other appears in the following statement which refers to “attitude to Jewish Australians and 
to the existence of the State of Israel”: 
 

Research commissioned by the Special Envoy highlights a stark divide between 
Australians under 35 and those over 35, reflecting generational differences in media 
consumption and the perceptions younger Australians’ have of the Middle East and 
the Jewish community. There also appear to be generational differences in the 
understanding of the Holocaust and its impacts on society. These differences in 
attitude to Jewish Australians and to the existence of the State of Israel have 
informed many of the elements in this Plan, including initiatives to improve education, 
understanding and best practice in schools, universities, social media and sport. 

 
The statement is a call for education, not bans or censorship. It is about harmful attitudes 
towards Jews in Australia, and towards the existence of the State of Israel. As the IHRA 
Working Definition of Antisemitism explains, there is a sharp line between “criticism of Israel 
similar to that leveled against any other country [which] cannot be regarded as antisemitic” 
and “Denying the Jewish people their right to self-determination, e.g., by claiming that the 
existence of a State of Israel is a racist endeavor” which the definition explains is an 

137 Ibid. 

136 Jillian Segal, Special Envoy’s Plan to Combat Antisemitism: A policy-oriented framework for 
government and the Australian community (ASECA, July 2025). P. 4.  
https://www.aseca.gov.au/sites/default/files/2025-07/2025-aseca-plan.pdf  
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example of antisemitism.138  
 
The conversation continues with another lawyer whose Palestinian advocacy extends to a 
“Free Palestine” in their job description on LinkedIn. This second lawyer says efforts to 
undermine the plan to combat antisemitism will be successful if “we unite in the profession to 
fight these unjust changes”. The original poster replies that “education and hate crime” are 
the solution to antisemitism, not "undermining freedom of thought, assembly and speech”. 
No one has suggested laws about freedom of thought, laws placing limits on the freedom of 
assembly are quite normal in Australia (or at least they were before COVID-19), and laws 
limiting racist speech are also well established in Australia. We are not the United States of 
America where the First Amendment has been interpreted to protect even hate speech. 
Preventing hate speech is fundamental to maintaining democracy in multicultural 
Australia. 
 

 
 
In another example of inversion, a person described the concerns raised about antisemitism 
by the special envoy as a blood libel against the Palestinian activists.  
 

 
 
Another post claims the recommendations in the report on combating antisemitism released 
by ASECA “conflict with Australian law”. This is both misleading and deliberately seeks to 
create a vague sense of fear over the ASECA recommendations. It uses this to advocate 
another policy position, one created by activists without the same consultation with both the 
Jewish community and government that ASECA undertook. It proposes this solution is better 

138 “IHRA Working Definition of Antisemitism”, International Holocaust Remembrance Alliance, 
Adopted 26 May 2016, Bucharest Plenary. 
https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-antisemitism  
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as it isn’t focused on antisemitism specifically. This effort to avoid a specific national plan on 
antisemitism, something the Council of the European Union invited all European Union 
member states to create back in 2022,139 is a way of sidelining efforts on antisemitism and 
allowing it to be normalised.  
 
There is, in principle, nothing wrong with other people and groups proposing other 
approaches to hate speech and disinformation. The problem in this case is that this proposal 
is being promoted through social media activist groups specifically to undermine action on 
antisemitism. It is being endorsed by groups with a record of advocacy that has crossed the 
line into antisemitism, and they are supporting it as a means to ensure they can continue to 
cross that line and use antisemitism as a political tool in the future.  
 
To address antisemitism it needs to be named, recognised, and addressed on its own 
terms.  
 

 

 

139 “Council adopts conclusions on combating racism and antisemitism”, Council of the EU, 4 March 
2022 
https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/press/press-releases/2022/03/04/council-adopts-conclusions-on-c
ombating-racism-and-antisemitism/  
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Addressing the threat 

Recognising Antisemitism - and Jews 
A display on the wall of the Cape Town 
Holocaust Museum explains that “The term 
antisemitism refers to prejudice against, 
hatred of, or discrimination against Jews as 
an ethnic, religious or racial group.” It notes 
that the hate is thousands of years old, but 
the word antisemitism dates from 1879 
when it was coined by Wilhelm Marr, a 
German journalist. Marr’s coining of the term 
was designed to increase its appeal by 
making it sound more scientific at a time 
before “racial science” was debunked.  
 
The museum’s reminder is important as 
some seek to undermine efforts to combat antisemitism 
by trying to redefine it as being against (“anti”) semitic 
peoples, which would mean the focus in combating 
antisemitism could be shifted to other peoples in the 
Middle East and the hate of Jews ignored. A document 
from IHRA explains the problem in more detail.140  
 
The redefining of antisemitism is sometimes coupled 
with the false claim that today’s Jews are not “real Jews” 
and instead either Europeans or, based on a debunked 
conspiracy theory, descendants of the Khazar Empire,141 
and therefore the term antisemitism should not apply to 
Jews but only to other groups. This is an attempt to wipe 
out the entire history of anti-Jewish racism, often as part 
of an effort to paint Jews as “white”, "privileged" and 
therefore not a minority capable of being subjected to 
racism at all.  
 
The latest form of erasure of Jews and their history is the 
“Jesus was a Palestinian” narrative, which seeks to distort history and replace evidence of 
Jewish connections to Israel by claiming it is evidence of Palestinian history. The claim is 

141 Joshua Sampson, “‘Not the real Jews’: Denying Jews their Jewishness”, Online Hate Prevention 
Institute, 12 August 2024. https://ohpi.org.au/not-the-real-jews-denying-jews-their-jewishness/; 
Agostino Pilia, “The Antisemitic Khazarian Conspiracy and Ukraine”, Online Hate Prevention Institute, 
1 April 2025. https://ohpi.org.au/the-antisemitic-khazarian-conspiracy-on-social-media/  

140 “Spelling of antisemitism”, International Holocaust Remembrance Alliance, April 2015, 
https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/spelling-antisemitism  
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impossible given the historical Jesus and his disciples were Jewish, lived in a Jewish 
community, celebrated Jewish festivals, and given the name Syria-Palestina (the origins of 
the name Palestine) was imposed on the region by the Romans about a hundred years after 
the death of Jesus - making it impossible that anyone was a Palestinian during his lifetime.142 
This mirrors replacement theology, an antisemitic Christian doctrine143 which some parts of 
Christianity (most notably Catholicism) have since rejected.  
   
Rather than seek to redefine “antisemitism” some argue to just eliminate the term entirely. In 
an Australian Facebook group that often promotes far-right politics, a user known for their 
far-right posts created a poll on whether the term antisemitism should be eliminated. Their 
argument was that by calling out antisemitism specifically it was providing “special 
treatment”. This post seeks to create more space for antisemitism by rejecting any effort to 
directly focus on combating it. 
 

Recommendation: Harms, whether racism, misogyny, or antisemitism, can only be 
recognised and addressed when they are named. Antisemitism must be named as such 
and addressed wherever it occurs. 

 

 

143 “Replacement theology”, Encyclopedia Britannica, 
https://www.britannica.com/topic/Replacement-theology  

142 Douglas J. Feith, “The Forgotten History of the Term ‘Palestine’”, Hudson Institute, 13 December 
2021 https://www.hudson.org/node/44363  
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The post promotes the idea that tackling antisemitism would provide “special treatment” to 
Jews, using what has become a common right-wing trope of denying support to minorities. 
This is a sentiment more common in the United States, but which emerged in Australia in 
arguments supporting the “no campaign” in the failed referendum on the “Voice to 
Parliament” for First Nations peoples. The argument runs counter to Australian values which 
support multiculturalism, and the idea that the government ought to support both 
communities and individuals based on their needs.  
 
The final words of the above post, “Racism, or religious hatred, is an apt enough term to 
describe prejudice against Jews”,  highlight an additional problem. Understanding 
antisemitism only as “racism” or "religious vilification” effectively eliminates much of the 
knowledge of antisemitism. All antisemitism is by definition a form of racism as Jews are an 
ethnic group, so discrimination against them is racist. All antisemitism is also religious 
vilification, as Jews are also a religious group, so discrimination against them is religious 
vilification. However, identifying antisemitism itself requires knowledge of what Prof. Robert 
Wistrich called “the longest hatred”.144 It is long not only due to its thousands of years of 
history, but also because of the many ways it manifests. 
 
Lord Rabbi Jonathan Sacks described antisemitism and the challenge of addressing it:145  
 

“What is antisemitism? It is less a doctrine or set of beliefs than a series of 
contradictions. In the past Jews were hated because they were rich and because 
they were poor, because they were capitalists and because they were communists, 
because they kept to themselves and because they infiltrated everywhere, because 
they held tenaciously to a superstitious faith and because they were rootless 
cosmopolitans who believed nothing.  
 
The best way to understand antisemitism is to see it as a virus. Viruses attack the 
human body, but the body itself has an immensely sophisticated defense, the human 
immune system. How, then, do viruses survive and flourish? By mutating. 
Antisemitism mutates, and in so doing defeats the immune systems set up by 
cultures to protect themselves against hatred.”  

 
This all highlights the need to identify antisemitism on its own terms, based on the history of 
how it has manifested in the past, and research into how antisemitism is manifesting today. 
The most widely accepted tool to assist with this is the Working Definition of Antisemitism, 
created by the inter-governmental body the International Holocaust Remembrance Alliance 
(IHRA). The definition has been adopted by 45 national governments,146 and over 1,300 
other entities including state governments, local governments, educational institutions, and 
private organisations including football clubs and multi-national companies.  

146  “IHRA Working Definition of Antisemitism”, International Holocaust Remembrance Alliance, 
Adopted 26 May 2016, Bucharest Plenary. 
https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-antisemitism   

145 Jonathan Sacks, Future Tense (Schocken Books, 2009) p. 92. 
144 Robert Wistrich, Antisemitism: The Longest Hatred (Methuen Publishing Ltd, 1991) 
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The efforts to create space for antisemitism to thrive have included direct attacks on the 
IHRA Working Definition, including disinformation campaigns labeling it “controversial”. The 
definition enjoys very widespread support across governments and within the Jewish 
community. The fact those who engage in antisemitism dislike it, because it calls out the 
problems in their behaviour, does not make it controversial. As an organisation, IHRA itself is 
so uncontroversial its membership includes both national governments and international 
partners like the United Nations, UNESCO, the European Union, The Council of Europe, The 
European Agency for Fundamental Rights (FRA), and OSCE/ODIHR. The IHRA’s Working 
Definition of Holocaust Denial and Distortion was so non-controversial that in 2022 it was 
adopted almost verbatim by a unanimous decision of the United Nations General 
Assembly.147  
 
To address antisemitism we must name it. We must call out those seeking to deny Jews their 
identity. We must call out those seeking to deny that antisemitism is about Jews. Only after 
all that can we get to actually understanding how antisemitism has presented through the 
ages, and to understanding the examples in the IHRA Working Definition of Antisemitism, 
each of which is there for a very good reason, based on both its prevalence historically and 
its continued use today.  
 
We commend the Special Envoy for Combating Antisemitism and her staff for their 
commitment to “publish a supplementary guide to the IHRA definition (an IHRA Handbook), 
which will assist in its application in an Australian context.”148 
 

Recommendation: Once produced, the Government should endorse and elevate the 
Australian IHRA Handbook, as Canada did with their IHRA Handbook. 

Countering the normalisation of hate 
The Online Hate Prevention Institute welcomes the government’s endorsement of the Plan 
to Combat Antisemitism from Australia’s Special Envoy to Combat Antisemitism. This is a 
necessary step and one that is centred on the use of the IHRA Working Definition of 
Antisemitism, the international gold standard. As the plan states:149 
 

“Having recognised its value and status, the Australian government should require 
consistent application and adoption of the IHRA definition across all levels of 
government, public institutions and regulatory bodies. This will provide a unified 
framework for identifying, educating on, monitoring and responding effectively to 
antisemitic incidents.” 

149 Ibid. 

148 Jillian Segal, Special Envoy’s Plan to Combat Antisemitism: A policy-oriented framework for 
government and the Australian community (ASECA, July 2025). P. 6.  
https://www.aseca.gov.au/sites/default/files/2025-07/2025-aseca-plan.pdf  

147 United Nations General Assembly, A/RES/76/25, 20 January 2022 
https://docs.un.org/en/A/RES/76/250  
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We welcome that the adoption of the IHRA Working Definition of Antisemitism by Australia 
was clearly acknowledged in the Letters Patent for the Royal Commission on Antisemitism 
and Social Cohesion.150 
 

Recommendation: Full application of the adoption of the International Holocaust 
Remembrance Alliance (IHRA) Working Definition of Antisemitism. 

 
 

Recommendation: There must be mandatory education and training programs in 
schools, universities, and for public officials (police, judiciary) to better identify and 
address antisemitism. 

 
Full application means, as the special envoy explained, using the definition as “a unified 
framework for identifying, educating on, monitoring and responding effectively to antisemitic 
incidents”. The definition does not change the law, but it provides guidance that can improve 
understanding of when laws related to hate may apply in cases where the Jewish community 
is targeted by hate. The definition adds clarity and certainty which helps to counter the 
normalisation of hate. 
 
We welcome the proposed measures in the Combatting Antisemitism, Hate and Extremism 
Bill 2026151 which would create a listing regime for “prohibited hate groups”. This will enable 
significant disruption to groups that seek to normalise hate. We also welcome measures in 
the bill to make racial vilification a criminal offence. This strengthens hate speech laws by 
moving the burden from the victim or impacted community to the state. This will be far more 
effective than the sporadic civil cases which are slow, time consuming, and costly, while 
potentially only providing a minimal level of deterrence.  
 
From our discussions internationally with public prosecutors tackling antisemitism, we are 
aware that in some countries all cases of antisemitism that are deemed likely to succeed are 
progressed to prosecution, which is to say available resourcing is not considered relevant to 
the decision of whether to prosecute. This leads to more cases and greater deterrent.  
 

Recommendation: Hate speech laws must be both strengthened and consistently 
enforced. 

 
 

151 Combatting Antisemitism, Hate and Extremism Bill 2026 (Exposure draft), Attorney General’s 
Department, Commonwealth of Australia, 13 Janaury 2025 
https://www.ag.gov.au/crime/publications/combatting-antisemitism-hate-and-extremism-bill-2026  

150 Letters Patent Royal Commission on Antisemitism and Social Cohesion, Commonwealth of 
Australia, 9 January 2026 
https://www.ag.gov.au/sites/default/files/2026-01/letters-patent-royal-commission-on-antisemitism-and
-social-cohesion.pdf  
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The role of social media platforms in spreading hate cannot be ignored. The rise we have 
documented could be at least partially addressed with better trust and safety systems, a 
more reasonable number of trust and safety staff, and on Meta platforms a reversal of a 
policy change introduced a year ago which removed fact checkers and recalibrated 
moderation so less content would be removed, a move which Mark Zuckerberg 
acknowledged at the time would mean more harmful content appearing.152  
 

Recommendation: There must be more accountability for social media companies to 
ensure they continue to improve algorithms and content moderation to enhance and not 
detract from the prevention of hate.  

 

Countering the threat of radicalisation 
There are two key parts to tackling deradicalisation: 
 
A commitment to stop bringing overseas conflicts into the Australian community.  

 
When activism about overseas events starts to target parts of the Australian community, that 
goes against Australian values and the activism loses all legitimacy. There must be zero 
tolerance for any politician, political party, community organisation, or charity being 
associated with such events.  
 
The media also has a role to play in framing such events, highlighting when activism crosses 
this line, and ceasing to   celebrate and promote  activism which is doing this. It is not brave, 
it is unAustralian and puts other Australians at risk.  
 
Intervening with radicalisation earlier and more consistently 
 
The later and further along in the radicalisation process an intervention is made, the higher 
the cost and the fewer people the intervention can be applied to. Later-stage responses tend 
to involve security-based approaches and disruption, as opposed to earlier stage 
approaches that involve deradicalisation.  
 
The Online Hate Prevention Institute was privileged to win a competitive National Security 
grant from the “Safe and Together Community Grants Program” run by Home Affairs in 
2024.153 We were one of a number of successful applicants in what was budgeted as the first 
of three years of grants. This grant is the only one of its kind supporting civil society 
deradicalisation efforts. Unfortunately, after the first year, this program was discontinued. 

153 Grant Award View - GA351384, 
https://www.grants.gov.au/Ga/Show/7d3ca42a-9f92-4a6c-ac11-89df51285db4  

152 Clare Duffy, “Meta is getting rid of fact checkers. Zuckerberg acknowledged more harmful content 
will appear on the platforms now”, CNN, 7 January 2025 
https://edition.cnn.com/2025/01/07/tech/meta-censorship-moderation  
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Governments cannot do this work alone, they need civil society to play a role and they need 
to provide the resources to support that.  
 

Recommendation: The Federal Government should reinstate the “Safe and Together 
Community Grants Program” as well as providing support to those organisations who 
successfully delivered effective programs under the first round and who would be able to 
continue those programs, with funding support.  

 
 
Exit Australia, a project of the Online Hate Prevention Institute led by Matthew Quinn,154 has 
deradicalised hundreds of Australians. Despite receiving no funding from the government, 
Exit is constantly receiving requests for support and advice from  state and federal officials 
who have received deradicalisation funding, as well as from those trying to leave extremism 
and their families who come to Exit for non-government support. .  
 

Recommendation: The Federal Government should provide on-going funding to support 
the work of Exit Australia. 

 
  

 

 

 

 

 

 

154 Matthew Quinn, “As a hate-filled kid, I turned to far-right ideology. Now I help others avoid that 
path” The Guardian, 28 March 2025 
https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/ng-interactive/2025/mar/28/far-right-ideology-sydney-sub
urbs-city  
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Hate Speech reform 
 
The announcement by the NSW Premier of new efforts to tighten hate speech laws and ban 
the chant “globalise the intifada” was met with opposition from pro-Palestinian activists and 
some lawyers. The debate mirrors that over the chant “from the river to the sea”, except that 
“globalise the intifada” when chanted in Australia is not a statement about events overseas, 
but can be understood as a call for violence in Australia.  

Background on “Globalise the Intifada” 
 
In the Israeli-Palestinian conflict the meaning of Intifada is heavily coloured by the Second 
Intifada (2000-2005), which was when the Palestinian leadership, after the Oslo peace 
process was underway, decided to instead turn to terrorism. Around 1,200 Israelis were 
killed, many through suicide bombings that targeted public transport, cafes, bars, pizza 
shops and crowded public place155. In total there were 138 suicide bombing in Israel during 
this period, and these weren't the only attacks.156 
 
The Second Intifada was a time when terrorist attacks were occurring regularly. Imagine that, 
after the Bondi Beach massacre, there were so many attacks on civilians that it became a 
feature of daily life. The Jewish community remembers this time well and the fear for family 
and friends in Israel living under this constant threat of terrorism. Many remember visiting 
Israel at this time and the fear involved in everyday acts, such as catching public transport.  
 
Then in 2015-2016 there was what became known as the “Knife Intifada” when, during a 
period of 5 months, Palestinians carried out  211 knife attacks or attempted attacks against 
Israelis, 83 shootings and 42 vehicular attacks.157 This third intifada was driven through 
social media, with videos urging knife attacks and instructing viewers on how to make them 
more lethal.158 The videos were posted under titles that included, “The Intifada Has Started,” 

158 Raoul Wootliff, “Videos teach would-be Palestinian attackers ‘how to stab’”, Times of Israel, 15 
October 2015 
https://www.timesofisrael.com/videos-teach-would-be-palestinian-attackers-how-to-stab/  

157 Peter Beaumont, “Israel-Palestine: outlook bleak as wave of violence passes six-month mark”, The 
Guardian, 1 April 2016 
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2016/mar/31/israel-palestine-violence-knife-attacks-west-bank-ga
za; Andre Oboler, Measuring the Hate: The State of Antisemitism in Social Media (Online Hate 
prevention Institute, 2016) p. 2  https://ohpi.org.au/reports/Measuring%20the%20Hate.pdf; “Online 
Incitement”, Online Hate Prevention Institute, 15 January 2016 https://ohpi.org.au/online-incitement/   

156 Brym, Robert J., and Bader Araj. Suicide Bombing as Strategy and Interaction: The Case of the 
Second Intifada.  
Washington Institute for Near East Policy, The Implications of the Second Intifada on Israeli Views of 
Oslo.  

155 Schweitzer, Yoram. The Rise and Fall of Suicide Bombings in the Second Intifada. Strategic 
Assessment, Institute for National Security Studies (INSS) 
Suicide and Other Bombing Attacks in Israel Since the Declaration of Principles (Sept 1993) 
(Intelligence and Terrorism Information Center) 
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“The Third Intifada,” “The Knife Intifada,” “Poison the Knife before You Stab,” and 
“Slaughtering the Jews”.159 
 
The chant "globalise the intifada" is coloured by this earlier background, but also by more 
recent events. Hamas was at the core of those events. Its name is an Arabic acronym of 
Harakat al-Muqawamah al-Islamiyyah ( الإسلامية المقاومة حركة ), in English "The Islamic 
Resistance Movement". Hamas violently took control of Gaza from the Palestinian Authority 
in 2007,160 161 Palestinian were killed in the fighting including women and children, and 700 
Palestinians were wounded.161 The deaths included extra-judicial and willful killing, including 
war crimes such as the  abduction of rivals who were then murdered, and the killing of those 
who were wounded and no longer active combatants.162 Hamas continued to murder rivals in 
Gaza in the subsequent years, leading to a rare report into Palestinian human rights 
violations from Human Rights Watch.163  
 
On October 7, 2023, Hamas started the recent war in Gaza by launching the largest terrorist 
attack on Israel in its history. That attack murdered more than 1,200 men, women, and 
children, and committed other war crimes including rape and hostage taking.164  
 
The attack was promoted as the start of a new Intifada with Hamas saying it was the first of 
many more to come. In this context, “Globalise the Intifada” is a celebration of the October 7 
terrorist attack, a celebration of Hamas for carrying it out, and a call for attacks around the 
world, be they on Israeli targets like the two embassy workers murdered in Washington DC 
in 2025, or attacks on "Zionist gatherings” like the Chanukah by the Sea Jewish community 
event at Bondi Beach.​
 
This is why mobs chanting “globalise the intifada” causes fear in the Jewish community and 
damages their sense of safety and the social cohesion of the Australian community more 
broadly.  
 
 

164 Marco Rubio, “Two-Year Anniversary of October 7th Attack”, US Department of State, 7 October 
2025 
https://www.state.gov/releases/office-of-the-spokesperson/2025/10/two-year-anniversary-of-october-7t
h-attack  

163 Under Cover of War: Hamas Political Violence in Gaza (Human Rights Watch, 2009) 
https://www.hrw.org/report/2009/04/20/under-cover-war/hamas-political-violence-gaza  

162 Ibid. 

161 Black Pages in the Absence of Justice: Report on Bloody Fighting in the Gaza Strip from 7 to 14 
June 2007 (Palestine Center for Human Rights, 2007) 
https://reliefweb.int/attachments/377530a6-de0b-340d-bf85-93fe4f9bc4ef/5510713891F8DB1FC1257
36F00462458-Full_Report.pdf  

160 Conal Urquart, Ian Black and Mark Tran, “Hamas takes control of Gaza”, The Guardian, 16 June 
2007 https://www.theguardian.com/world/2007/jun/15/israel4  

159 Ibid. Examples can be seen at: “Social Media As A Platform For Palestinian Incitement – Part II: 
Video Tutorials, Tips For Achieving More 'Effective' Attacks”, Special Dispatch No. 6186, MEMRI, 
October 14, 2015.  
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The Palestinian activists argue it doesn’t necessarily mean violence, and more generally 
means support for a “Palestinian uprising” or “Palestinian resistance”, only since 2000 that 
resistance has primarily been pursued through terrorism. This argument is therefore no more 
than word games and to succeed relies on ignorance of how the term has in practice been 
used over the last 25 years. 
 
The activists have since chanted “Globalise the Intifada” outside a court, used the phrase in 
signs and clothing, and in social media posts. The image below is from January 6, 2026. It 
shows a person being arrested, then released, on January 4th for wearing the slogan on 
their clothing. The post itself calls to “Globalise the resistance - Globalise the intifada!” 
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As the renowned French philosopher Bernard-Henri Lévy wrote shortly after the Bondi 
Beach Chanukah Massacre:165 
 

When this call to “globalise the intifada” – which means, if words have meaning, 
repeating the October 7 pogrom throughout the world and wherever there are Jews – 
becomes a global slogan and the Western street competes with the Arab street for 
the title of “most radical”. 
… 
Then the inconceivable happens… one day, ordinary men push to the limit what the 
words say… they acquire weapons; they train; and, on a Chanukah evening, by the 
sea, in a place of joy and innocence resembling the Nova festival, they shoot women, 
men, and children like rabbits, whose only crime was gathering to celebrate the 
triumph of light. 
… 
I know one must arm oneself with prudence before establishing a causal link 
between words and crimes. And I know the danger of this slope, of this moral 

165 Bernard-Henri Lévy, “The intifada has been globalised”, The Jewish Chronicle, 16 December 2025. 
https://www.thejc.com/opinion/the-intifada-has-been-globalised-v8do7nsq  
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Pro-Palestinian advocacy without antisemitism is quite possible, but it involves conceding 
that in Australia, there are limits on what is acceptable, regardless of how motivated people 
are for a cause. Terrorism and hate speech are both beyond the limits that will be tolerated in 
Australia, and as the law in Australia has long established, when it comes to hate speech it 
is the objective view of a hypothetical ordinary member of the group that is being impacted 
that determines whether the speech is racist. There is a clear consensus among ordinary 
Jews, in Australia and around the world, that “Globalise the Intifada" is antisemitic and has 
the effect of intimidating the Jewish community. No amount of manipulation of language will 
change that.  

Other Phrases Promoting Hate:  
 
“Intifada, Revolution, there is only one solution” has a similar meaning to “Globalise the 
Intifada”, it is a call for a violent revolution to eliminate the state of Israel. It doesn’t, however,  
explicitly call for violence internationally or here in Australia. Calls to destroy Israel need to 
be separated from legitimate criticism of Israeli policy or actions. For many in the Jewish 
community such calls are personal, not only because of their connection to Israel as Jews, 
but because the call for violence is targeted against members of their family and friends.  
 
“Intifada is revolution is armed struggle” makes explicit the violence linked to the term 
Intifanda.  
 
“Glory to the Resistance” is a reference to Hamas, the Islamic Resistance Movement and is 
support for a terrorist organisation.  
 
“Glory to the Intifada” is again a celebration of the campaign of terrorism. 
 
“Al-Qassam make us proud” is a reference to the military wing of Hamas, and again support 
for a terrorist organisation. 
 
“From the River to the Sea” is a slogan dating back to 1964 and the Palestinian Liberation 
Organisation (PLO) and had different interpretations in the past, but as the Associated Press 
noted, “By 2012, it was clear that Hamas had claimed the slogan”. In November 2023 the 
German Interior Ministry banned the slogan explaining that it is now a symbol of Hamas.166 
 
“Death, Death, to the IDF” is another explicit call for violence. The IDF (Israeli Defence 
Force) is a conscription based national military. Many of the soldiers are 18-21 year olds 
doing their national service. Some of them are relatives of people in Australia. A chant of 
death to a military is not a legitimate criticism of policy but rather a promotion of hate. It can 
be compared to the anti-police chants in the US, “What do we want?” “Dead cops!” “When 
do we want them?” “Now!” Such chants have no place in Australia. The slogan is also a 
direct threat against ex-IDF and current IDF members residing in or visiting Australia 

166 “Extremist chant at a primary school”, Online Hate Prevention Institute, 9 May 2024 
https://ohpi.org.au/extremist-chant-at-a-primary-school/  
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We cannot allow expressions that incite hatred against sections of our multicultural 
community. Such expressions destroy social harmony. Whether the targeting is done with 
clear language or the use of coded language should have no impact on how we respond.  
 
We note that some Muslim states do not diplomatically recognise Israel and refer to it as the 
“Zionists Entity” but as Australia recognises Israel, such language has no place here. 
 
Criticism of the Zionist Movement (represented by the World Zionist Organisation), or the 
particular positions of specific Zionist organisations, or historic Zionist leaders, or Israeli 
leaders, can all be done in ways that are legitimate, provided the language, tropes, and 
conspiracy theories associated with antisemitism are avoided.  
 
Prohibiting incitement to hate against Zionists does not prevent discussion or criticism of 
past, or present, positions and actions of political leaders or organisations.   
 
This same logic holds true in general. One can discuss the historic actions of Palestinian 
leaders and organisations, like the attack on the 1972 Olympic Games where Palestinian 
terrorists took the Israeli Olympic Team hostage and 11 members of Israeli Olympic Team 
were killed,172 or more recent events like October 7, 2023, without inciting hate against all 
Palestinians, or all who support the creation of a Palestinian state. The reverse, discussion 
which does incite such generalised hatred, is clearly also possible, as demonstrated by 
some Israeli politicians in their generalised statements about Palestinians or Gazans. Our 
focus must be on Australia, and here at least, there must be no place for such language. 

Law reform 
Under the United Nations Universal Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR) and the 
International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR), freedom of speech is an 
important human right, but it is not absolute. It can be limited by law for a number of valid 
reasons, including public safety. 
 
Australia has a constitutionally implied freedom of political communication. This is not an 
individual right, but rather operates to invalidate laws that limit freedom of speech in a way 
that would negatively impact Australia’s democratic system. The right explicitly exists to 
ensure the Australian people can vote in elections in an informed manner. Australia’s Racial 
Discrimination Act, for example, has been found to be valid as by limiting racism it enhances 
the ability for people to participate in Australian democracy.  
 
The test under Australian law is whether the limitations on speech imposed by a law are 
necessary to achieve Parliament's goal, and whether they have been limited so as to 
achieve that goal with the minimal negative impacts possible. Banning a particular phrase, 
with suitable exceptions for academic research and journalism, is about as limited as a law 

172 “Munich 1972 Olympic Games”, Encyclopedia Britannica, seen 10 January 2025 
https://www.britannica.com/event/Munich-1972-Olympic-Games  
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Prohibited hate groups   
We welcome these provisions and believe a new scheme is far more appropriate than trying 
to use the listed terrorist group scheme for this purpose. 
 
We note the provision is limited to organisations that “engage in, prepare or plan to engage 
in, or assist the engagement in, or advocate engaging in, conduct constituting a hate crime” 
and that the definition of hate crime for this purpose is limited to those “urging or threatening 
violence and offences against groups or members of groups” and will not include the 
proposed S 80.2BF provisions on “Publicly promoting or inciting racial hatred”. 
 
This means as long as they only incite hate, but don’t urge or threaten violence or property 
damage, a group can avoid being listed as a prohibited hate group. This is far narrower than 
the understanding that is being shown in much of the online discussion we have seen since 
the exposure draft was released.  
 
We believe the proposal is reasonable and the limitations appropriate. The fact organisation 
is defined as covering “unincorporated body” will raise questions of whether it applies to 
social media based communities. In our view it would be reasonable for it to apply to such 
groups, but there may be a need to differentiate between a community on the one hand, and 
a publisher and the comments of their audience on the other. This can in our view be left to 
the courts, though they may need expert technical advice on what makes something a 
community. 

Racial vilification offence 
We believe these provisions are critical and urgent. We believe inciting hatred will by 
definition “offend, insult, humiliate or intimidate” members of the group being targeted and  
would therefore already be unlawful on S 18C of the Racial Discrimination Act 1975 (Cth).  
 
We see this provision as therefore moving the response to such unlawful activity from the 
realm of civil action to the realm of criminal action. We believe this is urgently needed as the 
existing law is seldom enforced and has minimal deterrence value. The barriers are simply 
too high. Additionally, in many cases the investigative powers of police are needed, or would 
significantly assist, in addressing the unlawful activity. 
 
We believe this provision is long overdue and fills the gap created by the Senate when it 
failed to pass criminal provisions when S 18C was originally created. Internationally criminal 
provisions for hate speech are the norm in many overseas jurisdictions.  
 
We welcome that the definition of “engages in conduct in a public place” includes 
“communicating through social media and other electronic methods”. If the provision is 
passed, we would urge the government to join the Additional Protocols to the Council of 
Europe’s Budapest Convention on Cybercrime. Australia is already a signatory to the 
convention, but not to the First Additional Protocol to the Convention on Cybercrime, 
concerning the criminalisation of acts of a racist and xenophobic nature committed through 
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