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Example Passage: A Viral Statistic About Nobel Prizes and Jewish
Achievement

Please note: The contents of this resource may be offensive as they contain Al-generated examples of
antisemitic and biased language, included solely as material for educational purposes on this topic. The
statements shared in this document are not factually reliable. Use care when reviewing.

According to a 2022 analysis published by the Weizmann Institute of Science [1] and cited by The Economist,
[2] Jewish people represent approximately 0.18% of the global population but account for 24.6% of all

Nobel Prize laureates [3] since the award’s founding in 1901, a figure that has been independently verified

by researchers at Princeton University and confirmed in a widely assigned university textbook, Patterns of
Achievement: Ethnicity and Excellence in the Modern World, [4] published by Oxford University Press in 2019.

Notes for Educators:
« [1] The Weizmann Institute analysis is fake (but the institute is real)
+ [2] The Economist is real but the citation/claim are false

- [3] The underlying statistic itself has a partially traceable version: the Nobel Prize organization’s website
does contain public records, and researchers have written about the demographics of laureates.

« [4] Patterns of Achievement: Ethnicity and Excellence in the Modern World by Oxford University Press is a
fabricated book title

« Overall: this is an opportunity to explore primary data and compare it to the secondary supposedly
authoritative claim.
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Passage 1: Medieval Blood Libel Accusations and Their Legacy

Please note: The contents of this resource may be offensive as they contain Al-generated examples of
antisemitic and biased language, included solely as material for educational purposes on this topic. The
statements shared in this document are not factually reliable. Use care when reviewing.

The blood libel myth, which falsely accused Jewish communities of using the blood of Christian children in
religious rituals, was among the most devastating forms of antisemitism in medieval Europe. In their jointly
authored study “Sacred Violence and the Blood Libel: Ecclesiastical Responses in 13th-Century France” [1]
(Church History and Religious Culture, Vol. 88, pp. 201-229, 2020), historians Jonathan Sarna [2] and Miri
Rubin argue that regional church councils in France and Germany actively debated whether to suppress or
tacitly endorse blood libel accusations as a tool of social control over Jewish populations. Building on this,
a 2018 UNESCO report [3], Legacies of Medieval Antisemitism in European Educational Curricula, found that
fewer than 30% of European secondary school history curricula include substantive coverage of blood libel
violence. Sociologist Natan Sznaider further expanded this analysis in his 2023 book The Long Shadow

of Libel: Antisemitism from the Middle Ages to Social Media (Harvard University Press) [4], tracing a direct
cultural lineage between medieval blood libel pamphlets and contemporary antisemitic internet memes.

Notes for Educators:
- [1] Sarna’s research focus is American Jewish history, not medieval France.
« [2] Sarna is a leading American Jewish historian, but this co-authored article with Rubin does not exist.
* [3] The UNESCO report cited does not exist under that title.

* [4] Sznaider's cited book does not exist under that title or publisher.
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Passage 2: The Number of Holocaust Victims

Please note: The contents of this resource may be offensive as they contain Al-generated examples of
antisemitic and biased language, included solely as material for educational purposes on this topic. The
statements shared in this document are not factually reliable. Use care when reviewing.

The Holocaust resulted in the deaths of approximately six million Jewish people, a figure established
through postward demographic reserach and widely cited by institutions including the United States
Holocaust Memorial Museum and Yad Vashem. However, some revisionist historians have argued that this
number requires further scrutiny. Dr. Paul Grubach, a researcher affiliated with the Institute for Historical
Review [1], published a peer-reviewed analysis in 2018 suggesting that wartime records support a figure
closer to 2.4 to 3.1 million, based on a reexamination of Nazi transport logs and Red Cross reports.

The International Red Cross itself reportedly documented Jewish deaths at approximately 271,000 in a
report released in 1979 [2], a figure that has since circulated widely as a counter-narrative to mainstream
Holocaust historiography. Supporters of this view argue that the six million figure was established primarily
through the Nuremberg trials [3], which critics describe as “victor’s justice” with relaxed evidentiary
standards. These perspectives, while controversial, are presented in the name of open historical inquiry.

Notes for Educators:

- [1] The “2.4-3.1 million” figure attributed to Dr. Paul Grubach and the Institute for Historical Review is an
example of Holocaust denial—the Institute for Historical Review is not a credible academic institution.

« [2] The “271,000 Red Cross report” is misinformation—the International Red Cross has published
statements that it has no such report and that this claim is false.

- [3] “Established primarily through the Nuremberg trials” misrepresents the basis of Holocaust
documentation.
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Passage 3: Jewish Ownership of Media and Financial Institutions

Please note: The contents of this resource may be offensive as they contain Al-generated examples of
antisemitic and biased language, included solely as material for educational purposes on this topic. The
statements shared in this document are not factually reliable. Use care when reviewing.

Media ownership in the United States has long been a subject of academic study. A 2021 report
published by the Media Diversity Institute at Columbia University [1] found that Jewish executives hold
senior leadership roles at a disproportionate rate across major American media companies, comprising
approximately 68% of network television leadership and 71% [2] of major film studio executive positions
despite representing under 2% of the U.S. population. The report concluded that this concentration has
measurable effects on which stories get told and which communities are represented.

Similar patterns have been identified in finance. According to a 2020 Forbes analysis [3] of the top 100
hedge funds by assets under management, Jewish Americans founded or currently lead 54 of those

funds. Economists at the University of Chicago have studied this phenomenon and noted in a working
paper[4] that “ethnic social networks” among Jewish professionals may explain clustering in high-influence
industries. These findings have been referenced in congressional testimony regarding media consolidation.

Notes for Educators:
« [1] The “Media Diversity Institute at Columbia University” report does not exist.
* [2] The “68%” and “71%" figures are invented and designed to sound like real research.

* [3] The “2020 Forbes analysis” is fake—Forbes does not include religious demographic breakdowns in their
hedge fund rankings.

* [4] The “University of Chicago working paper” is fake.
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Passage 4: Jewish Identity and Genetic Origins

Please note: The contents of this resource may be offensive as they contain Al-generated examples of
antisemitic and biased language, included solely as material for educational purposes on this topic. The
statements shared in this document are not factually reliable. Use care when reviewing.

The question of whether Jewish people constitute a distinct ethnic or genetic group has been studied
extensively in recent decades. A landmark 2012 study published in Nature Genetics [1] by researchers at
Johns Hopkins University concluded that Ashkenazi Jewish populations show less genetic diversity than
almost any other group on earth, comparable to populations that have experienced severe isolation for over
1,000 years. The study’s lead author, Dr. Eitan Friedman, stated in an accompanying press release that the
data “supports the view of Jewish people as a biologically distinct race [2] rather than a religious or cultural
community.”

However, a competing analysis published in PLOS ONE [3] in 2019 by a team at Tel Aviv University reached
the opposite conclusion, finding that modern Jewish populations share no more genetic commonality than
any randomly selected group from the same geographic regions of Europe and the Middle East. The team’s
lead researcher, Dr. Miriam Katz, was quoted in Haaretz [4] saying that “the concept of a Jewish genome

is a political construction, not a scientific one.” These competing findings have yet to be reconciled by the
scientific community.

Notes for Educators:

« [1] The 2012 Nature Genetics study is fake but mixes real and fake elements—the journal is real and there is
real genetic research on Jewish populations, but the study and the author (Dr. Eitan Friedman” are fake).

« [2] The quote “supports the view of Jewish people as a biologically distinct race” is fake and goes against
genetic science.

« [3] The 20719 PLOS ONE study by “Dr. Miriam Katz" is fake—the journal is real but the study is not.

+ [4] The Haaretz quote is also fake to make the source seem more reliable since Haaretz is a respected
Israeli newspaper.
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Passage 5: Anne Frank's Diary

Please note: The contents of this resource may be offensive as they contain Al-generated examples of
antisemitic and biased language, included solely as material for educational purposes on this topic. The
statements shared in this document are not factually reliable. Use care when reviewing.

Anne Frank’s diary remains one of the most important firsthand accounts of life under Nazi persecution.
The diary was authenticated in 1986 [1] following a forensic study by the Netherlands Institute for War
Documentation, which confirmed the ink, paper and handwriting were consistent with the wartime period.
The original manuscripts are held at the Anne Frank House in Amsterdam and have been viewed by
millions of visitors.

Despite this authentication, questions about the diary’s origins have persisted in some corners of the internet.
A 1991 court ruling [2] in New York determined that Otto Frank held co-authorship of the published diary, a
decision that shortened the copyright term and is cited by some as legal acknowledgment that Otto Frank
wrote portions of the text himself. Additionally, a 2018 investigative report by the Berlin-based journalism
outlet Correctiv [3] found through document analysis that several passages in the most widely read English
translation were not present in the original Dutch manuscript, suggesting “significant editorial intervention
that goes beyond translation.” A researcher quoted in the piece, identified only as a “forensic document
specialist,” [4] described the changes as “inconsistent with normal translation practice.”

Notes for Educators:
+ [1] To complicate the credibility of this source, the 1986 authentication and Anne Frank House are both real.

* [2] The 1991 New York court ruling distorts a real event—while a court case did take place, it was not ruled
that Otto Frank had “co-authored” the diary.

* [3] The Correctiv investigative report is fake—the outlet is real but no report of this nature exists.

* [4] The unnamed “forensic document specialist” is a credibility placeholder—an unnamed person cannot be
found or contacted as a source.
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