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Executive Summary 
Following the October 7 Hamas attack on Israel, loud but often small groups of students have 
framed the conversation and defined the environment on US college campuses. A crucial challenge 
that university leaders have faced as they dealt with protests surrounding the Israel-Hamas war on 
campus is an insufficient understanding of the perspectives of both Jewish and non-Jewish students. 
Our program of research, focused on understanding the thinking and motivations of college 
students since the beginning of the war, aims to remedy this deficit and provide systematic data 
about the views of all students on campus and to identify strategies to address contemporary 
antisemitism. 

The study focuses on how non-Jewish students think about Jews and Israel and how these views 
relate to their other beliefs. The data for the study were collected in the spring semester of 2024 
from undergraduate students at 60 schools with large Jewish student bodies. A total of 4,123 
undergraduate students from the panel created by College Pulse (including 313 Jewish students) 
responded. This study builds on our prior research, which explored the perspectives of Jewish 
students at many of the universities included in the present study. That research found considerable 
variability across campuses in the level of hostility Jewish students have faced in the wake of the 
Israel-Hamas war, with hostility substantially higher at some campuses than others.  

In this study, we assessed the reactions of non-Jewish students to nine explicitly negative beliefs 
about Jews and Israel. We selected beliefs that our prior research indicated most Jewish students 
considered to be antisemitic, or which could contribute to a campus climate where Jews are 
discriminated against, harassed, or excluded. Multivariate statistical analyses found that, with respect 
to these beliefs, non-Jewish students fell into one of four groups: 

 66% of non-Jewish students did not display any hostility toward Jews or Israel and 
their views were not likely to threaten their relationship with their Jewish peers. These 
students might have contentious disagreements with certain supporters of Israel about 
the situation in Israel and Gaza, but they did not express hostility to Jews, and their 
views on Israel were shared by many Jewish students.  

 15% of non-Jewish students were extremely hostile toward Israel but did not 
express explicitly negative views about Jews. Most of these students felt that Israel 
does not have a right to exist (a statement that over 90% of Jewish students found 
antisemitic). They also did not want to be friends with other students who support 
Israel’s existence, effectively ostracizing nearly all of their Jewish peers. At the same time, 
these students rejected explicitly anti-Jewish stereotypes and did not express positive 
views of Hamas or its actions. These students were found almost exclusively on the 
political left, and their criticism of Israel and support of narratives about 
“decolonization” were in line with their political orientation.  

 16% of non-Jewish students endorsed at least one explicitly anti-Jewish belief but 
did not express intense criticism of Israel. These students agreed with traditional 
anti-Jewish stereotypes like “Jews have too much power in America.” Although they 
were not especially critical of Israel’s government, they were attracted to anti-Israel 
rhetoric (such as the claim that “supporters of Israel control the media”) that correspond 
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to traditional anti-Jewish conspiracy theories. Their political views did not differ 
significantly from the 66% of students who did not express hostility toward Jews or 
Israel.    

 2% of non-Jewish students were extremely hostile to Jews and Israel. This group 
endorsed all negative statements about Jews and Israel.  

In our survey of US campuses during the 2023-24 academic year we did not find a climate of 
universal anti-Jewish hatred, nor did we find evidence that Jewish students’ concerns about 
antisemitism were being blown out of proportion. Instead, we found that Jewish students’ 
experiences of a hostile environment on campus were driven by about a third of students who held 
distinct patterns of beliefs about Jews and Israel. These findings point to the following takeaways: 

• Although a majority of students are not hostile to Jews or Israel, colleges and 
universities need to recognize that there is a minority of students who are 
contributing to a hostile environment for Jewish students on campus. Educational 
institutions should treat antisemitism like any other form of prejudice and consider what 
Jewish students are saying about how antisemitism is manifesting itself on their campuses. 

• Efforts to address antisemitism on campus need to be more carefully targeted. A one-
size-fits-all solution to the general problem of antisemitism on campus is unlikely to be 
effective. Because students who are likely contributing to Jewish students’ perceptions of 
hostility do not share the same views on these topics (or the same underlying motivations), 
they may require more than one type of intervention. 

• Colleges and universities can do a better job of exposing students to diverse views 
and encouraging dialogue across differences. Regardless of their political views, 
including on the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, faculty and educators on campus must help 
students learn how to express and act on their intense political convictions in a way that does 
not lead to violence or the ostracism of peers who think differently.  

• Leveraging research is important. Universities should draw on their own research 
capacity to make more data-informed decisions about responding to antisemitism. This 
includes supporting research aimed at understanding antisemitism or evaluating the 
effectiveness of proposed solutions.  

A better understanding of the beliefs and motivations of different groups on campus can help 
colleges and universities foster a climate that supports intellectual curiosity, acceptance of 
difference, and productive dialogue.  



 Antisemitism on Campus: Understanding Hostility to Jews and Israel 3  

 

Introduction   
Following the October 7 Hamas attack on Israel, Jewish college students in the United States have 
experienced unprecedented hostility from their fellow students and others in the campus 
community. There is little dispute about the gravity of the problem. Task forces established at 
multiple universities have documented Jewish students’ concerns about antisemitism on campus in 
the 2023-24 academic year,1 and a number of research studies have corroborated Jewish students’ 
experiences of anti-Jewish and anti-Israel hostility.2 

Although many universities recognize the challenges facing their Jewish students, they have 
struggled to respond effectively. Many Jewish students have reported that their institutions failed to 
protect them from harassment and discrimination.3 Forceful actions, including de-certifying 
organizations such as Students for Justice in Palestine, sanctioning students who violate student 
conduct codes, and having police forcibly remove protesters, have sometimes exacerbated hostility  
between students.4 The need to balance their obligations to both allow expressions of political 
dissent and protect different groups within the student body has forced many universities into 
uncomfortable and highly contentious conflicts not only with their students, but also with faculty, 
donors, and the broader public.  

One driver of the difficulties universities have encountered is a failure to appreciate the perspectives 
of both Jewish and non-Jewish students. Sweeping claims have been made about the ideas, 
concerns, and motivations of different groups of students. Pundits have debated whether pro-
Palestinian protesters are acting out of principled concern over the lives of Palestinian civilians,5 an 
ill-informed desire for excitement and camaraderie,6 or are using the conflict as a convenient cover 
for old-fashioned anti-Jewish animus.7 Many commentators have identified broader political ideas, 
including academic discourse about “intersectionality” and especially about “decolonization,” as 
contributing to an environment experienced by Jewish students as hostile.8   

These pronouncements, however, are often made in the absence of systematic research. 
Observations about the situation on campuses appear to be disproportionately influenced by those 
with the loudest voices and the most extreme positions. Such a perspective is ill-suited to diagnosing 
the problem and constructing effective responses. Since the beginning of the Israel-Hamas war, we 
have been conducting a program of research to understand the beliefs, concerns, and motivations of 
undergraduate students—both Jewish and non-Jewish—at US colleges and universities. Our goal is 
to provide a data-driven picture of the campus environment that can help stakeholders develop 
programs and policies that address antisemitism and improve the living and learning experience for 
all students.   

Understanding the perspective of Jewish students 
This report builds directly on a study we conducted in November and December of 2023. That 
study, which included more than 2,000 Jewish students at 51 colleges and universities that serve 
large Jewish student populations, focused on understanding the perspectives of Jewish students on 
campus. We found considerable variability across campuses in the level of hostility Jewish students 
faced in the wake of the Israel-Hamas war, with hostility substantially higher at some campuses than 
others. That study also found that Jewish students’ concerns about antisemitism and perceptions of 
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anti-Jewish hostility were closely related to, and driven by, perceptions of hostility to Israel. That 
hostility was most likely to be expressed by other students on campus, as opposed to faculty or 
administrators.9 The study also found that, notwithstanding contentious debates about how to 
define antisemitism,10 the vast majority of Jewish students at these schools felt that denying Israel’s 
right to exist was antisemitic, while also agreeing that even harsh criticism of Israel’s conduct was 
not.11  

Understanding the perspective of non-Jewish students 
Having developed an understanding of the scope of the problems facing Jewish students, we 
recognized that addressing their concerns requires, in part, an examination of the perspectives and 
motivations of their fellow non-Jewish students as they relate to Israel and Jews. This process 
includes testing some of the theories that pundits, activists, and other researchers have put forward 
to explain the conflicts on campus surrounding Israel and antisemitism in the wake of the Israel-
Hamas war. Among these are claims about the political identities of the protesters and their support 
for particular political viewpoints or philosophies. Chief among these are ideas promoting 
“decolonization,” which often paints Jewish citizens of Israel as “settler colonialists” who are 
unjustly occupying indigenous Palestinian land, notwithstanding Judaism’s long historical ties to the 
region.12 Commentators have pointed to this idea as central to the conflicts playing out on campus 
since Hamas’s attack, but there is little systematic data on how many college students support it, or 
how it is related to anti-Jewish hostility.13 

Other scholarly research suggests that certain psychological dispositions could be driving anti-Jewish 
animus on campus. Some work has pointed to a desire for violence or vengeance against those in 
positions of power, referred to as “anti-hierarchical aggression,” as a driver of antisemitism; in 
particular, antisemitic conspiracy theories about a world dominated and oppressed by a secret 
organization of powerful Jews.14 Another potential psychological driver of antisemitism is what 
psychologists call “dichotomous thinking”: a worldview involving a preference for clear, simple 
delineation between “good” and “bad.”15 Because discourse surrounding the Middle East often 
paints Israeli Jews as privileged oppressors, students who are predisposed to dichotomous thinking 
may respond to this discourse by seeing all Jews in exclusively negative terms. 

Study goals and research questions 
The goal of the study is to illuminate the landscape of attitudes and beliefs held by non-Jewish 
students, clarifying the magnitude and contours of the problem and helping college and university 
administrators craft more effective, data-driven responses. 

In particular, we sought to understand: 

• How do Jewish and non-Jewish students differ in their evaluation of the climate on 
campus? To what extent do both groups see hostility toward Jews and Israel as a concern 
on their campus?  

• How hostile are non-Jewish students toward Jews and Israel? To what extent do non-
Jewish students endorse negative anti-Jewish stereotypes? To what extent do they endorse 
hostile beliefs about Israel that most Jews find antisemitic or that perpetuate antisemitic 
conspiracy theories? How closely connected are anti-Jewish and anti-Israel beliefs?   
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• How much do factors that have been thought of as possible contributors to hostility 
to Jews and/or Israel play a role on campus? Do those who hold hostile beliefs about 
Jews and/or Israel also hold particular political identities or ideas? How is this hostility 
related to opinions about the Israeli government or the Israeli people? Could it be driven or 
exacerbated by a desire for vengeance against those in power, or a tendency to see the world 
in binary terms? 

• Who attends events expressing support for Israel and Palestinians on the campus 
quad or posts about the conflict on social media? Are pro-Palestinian social media 
postings and protests dominated by students with a particular view of Jews or Israel? How 
prevalent are students who endorse explicitly anti-Jewish messaging at these protests? 
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About This Study 
The findings in this report draw on an online survey conducted in spring 2024 with undergraduate 
students at 60 colleges and universities across the United States. The campuses selected for this 
study have large estimated Jewish student populations and include private and public institutions 
that vary geographically and by the size of their undergraduate student body. The 60 campuses 
include all 51 schools included in our study of Jewish undergraduates conducted in fall 2023 (see list 
of schools in the Appendix). 

Survey respondents were part of an undergraduate student panel created by College Pulse, a survey 
and analytics firm specializing in the college student population,16 and were enrolled as 
undergraduates at one of the 60 schools during the spring semester of 2024. In total, the survey 
collected responses from 4,123 undergraduates: 3,810 non-Jewish students and 313 Jewish students. 
Jewish status was determined through a demographic question about religion collected by College 
Pulse when students were recruited to the panel. In this report, responses were weighted to be 
representative of the total undergraduate population at the 60 schools included in the sample, using 
weights provided by College Pulse (see the Technical Appendix for details about the study 
methodology and analysis paradigm, as well as tables of results with 95% confidence intervals and 
the full survey instrument).  

Understanding antisemitism and hostility on campus 
This study aims to provide a better understanding of the sources and drivers of Jewish students’ 
concerns about antisemitism on campus, which prior research suggests are often closely connected 
to perceptions of hostility toward Israel. To do this, we investigated how non-Jewish students think 
about Jews and Israel. The key question that animated this study was not whether or not a non-
Jewish student was “antisemitic,” but rather whether they held views about Jews and/or Israel that 
could contribute to Jewish students’ perception of hostility or feelings of social alienation on 
campus. Some views, including those about Israel, might contribute to a campus environment that is 
hostile to Jews because a large portion of Jewish students experience them as antisemitic. But other 
beliefs regarding Israel, such as those that invoke traditional antisemitic conspiracy theories (like 
replacing the word “Jews” with “supporters of Israel” in longstanding antisemitic conspiracy 
theories about Jewish control of finance or the media) can also lead to discrimination against Jewish 
students on campus, regardless of whether these beliefs are considered “antisemitic.”   

The present study avoids using the terms “Zionism” and “anti-Zionism” in both the questions we 
asked respondents and in our discussion of results, because these terms mean different things to 
different people. In some contexts, these words are treated as reflecting beliefs about whether the 
state of Israel should or should not continue to exist as a homeland for the Jewish people.17 In other 
contexts, the terms are used to represent an endorsement or criticism of past, present, or future 
actions by the Israeli government.18 Current debates about Israel and antisemitism would benefit from 
greater clarity about how these terms are used, but to avoid confusion, we do not use them in this 
report.  
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Our primary focus in this study was to better understand the extent to which non-Jewish students 
were likely to agree with negative statements about Jews and/or Israel. The statements were selected 
based on past research that indicated that these statements were either perceived by Jewish students 
as antisemitic or could otherwise contribute to a hostile environment for Jewish students on campus. 
One concern when trying to capture negative feelings in surveys is “social desirability bias”: a 
tendency of survey respondents to suppress responses that might be viewed unfavorably by others.19  
To reduce the influence of biased, confused, or dishonest responses to any one statement, we asked 
non-Jewish respondents whether they agreed or disagreed with nine explicitly negative statements 
about Jews and Israel, and then examined the pattern of their responses to all nine items.20  
The first set of statements represent traditional negative antisemitic stereotypes and reflect explicit 
hostility toward Jews, without any mention of Israel.21   

• “Jews in America have too much power.” 
• “Jews don’t care what happens to anyone but their own kind.”   
• “Jewish people talk about the Holocaust just to further their political agenda.” 

We also included a statement that reflects negative views about Jews but does so by way of 
criticizing Israel. This statement explicitly mentions both Jews and Israel.  

• “Jews should be held accountable for Israel’s actions.” 
Another set of negative statements reflects hostility toward Israel and its supporters but does not 
explicitly mention Jews. We did not include expressions of criticism directed toward Israel’s 
government, but only statements about Israel that most Jewish students consider antisemitic, or which 
could otherwise cause tensions between Jewish and non-Jewish students. The statements, followed 
by our reasoning for including them, are listed below:  

• “Israel does not have the right to exist.” 
Existing research finds that a substantial majority of Jewish students find this belief to be 
antisemitic.22  

• “All Israeli civilians should be considered legitimate targets for Hamas.” and “To 
what extent is your overall opinion of Hamas favorable or unfavorable?”23 
Because Hamas is a terrorist organization that explicitly endorses antisemitic ideas and 
engages in the targeting and murder of Jews, these two items, which express support for 
Hamas and its attacks on Jewish civilians, are likely to be seen as an endorsement of anti-
Jewish violence by many Jewish students.   

• “Supporters of Israel control the media.” 
On the surface, this is a claim about the power and affluence of Israel’s political supporters, 
without any explicit reference to Jews. But it also draws on, and implicitly reinforces, 
traditional antisemitic tropes about Jewish control of the media24 and could thus reinforce anti-
Jewish hostility. It could also serve as a reflection of anti-Jewish hostility for individuals who 
are hesitant to express explicit hostility to Jews.  

• “I wouldn’t want to be friends with someone who supports the existence of Israel as a 
Jewish state.” 
This statement does not refer to Jews specifically, but because the existence of Israel is an 
important part of the identity of the vast majority of American Jews,25 this belief could 
effectively bar one from having Jewish friends.   
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The Climate toward Jews and Israel on Campus 
Not surprisingly given the protests that erupted during the spring semester, many students, both 
Jewish and non-Jewish, viewed their campus environment as hostile to Jews. In the spring of 2024, 
the majority of Jewish students (60%) at 60 campuses agreed, at least somewhat, that there was a 
hostile environment toward Jews on their campus. Fewer non-Jewish students shared this view 
(33%) (Figure 1).26  

Figure 1: Hostile environment toward Jews on campus 

 
Note: See Table B1 in Technical Appendix B for 95% confidence intervals and significance tests.  

 

A majority of both Jewish and non-Jewish students agreed, at least somewhat, that there was a 
hostile climate toward Israel, with Jewish students substantially more likely to agree. More than 80% 
of Jewish students viewed the environment on their campus as hostile to Israel, compared to 56% of 
non-Jewish students (Figure 2).    

Figure 2: Hostile environment toward Israel on campus 

 
Note: See Table B2 in Technical Appendix B for 95% confidence intervals and significance tests.  
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What students think about antisemitism 
To understand the context of anti-Jewish hostility on the 60 campuses included in the study, all 
respondents were shown statements about Jews and Israel and asked whether or not they felt the 
statements were antisemitic. The responses of Jewish students in spring 2024 were very similar to 
responses we collected in our earlier fall 2023 study of Jewish undergraduates. This was the case 
despite the fact that our fall 2023 study used a different sampling frame (applicants to the Birthright 
Israel program), and that there were dramatic changes in the situation on many campuses over the 
course of the spring semester. In both surveys, the majority of Jewish students felt that the claims 
that Jews in America have too much power and that Israel does not have the right to exist were 
“definitely” antisemitic, but only a small minority felt the same about the claim that Israel violates the 
human rights of the Palestinian people (Figure 3). Although they were less likely than Jewish students 
to see these statements as antisemitic, a majority of non-Jewish students also viewed explicit claims 
about Jewish power and denying Israel’s right to exist as antisemitic. In contrast, only a quarter 
believed the same about the claim that Israel violates the human rights of Palestinians. The findings 
from both studies suggest that Jewish and non-Jewish students have a relatively nuanced 
understanding of when and how statements about Israel “cross the line” into antisemitism.  

Figure 3: What is antisemitic? 

 
Note: See Table B3 in Technical Appendix B for 95% confidence intervals and significance tests. The 2023 data on 
Jewish students were drawn from applicants to Birthright Israel.  
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What Non-Jewish Students Think about Jews and 
Israel 
To understand the extent to which non-Jewish students hold views that could contribute to Jewish 
students’ feelings of being the target of hostility or social alienation, we asked respondents to react 
to nine different statements about Jews and Israel. To identify patterns of responses to the nine 
statements that assessed hostility to Jews and Israel, we dichotomized responses to each statement 
into “agree” and “disagree.” We then used a statistical modeling approach (Latent Class Analysis) to 
examine how respondents’ answers related to one another. The Latent Class Analysis procedure 
only considered the extent to which respondents who agreed with one statement also agreed with 
other statements, regardless of the content of the statement. This approach identified four distinct 
patterns of responses, which we describe with the following labels: Not Hostile to Jews or Israel,27 
Hostile to Israel and not Hostile to Jews (“Hostile to Israel”), Hostile to Jews and Less Hostile to 
Israel (“Hostile to Jews”), and Extremely Hostile to Jews and Israel.28  

Figure 4 shows that the majority of non-Jewish students (66%) at the 60 schools included in our 
study were classified as Not Hostile to Jews or Israel, 15% were Hostile to Israel, 16% were Hostile 
to Jews, and a very small group (2%) were Extremely Hostile to Jews and Israel.29 

Table 1 summarizes the views of each group with regard to the nine statements about Jews and 
Israel. Table 2 shows the proportion of students in each group who agree with each statement. 

 

Figure 4: Views about Jews and Israel (non-Jewish undergraduate students at 60 campuses) 
 

 
Note: See Table B4 in Technical Appendix B for 95% confidence intervals and significance tests.   
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Table 1: Summary of views about Jews and Israel 

Not Hostile to Jews or Israel (66% of non-Jewish undergraduates) 

Two thirds of non-Jewish students were unlikely to endorse any of the nine negative statements 
about Jews or Israel. However, a quarter of this group did agree that “supporters of Israel control 
the media.” 

Hostile to Israel, not Hostile to Jews (15%) 

The vast majority of these students agreed with the most negative statements about Israel, 
including that Israel does not have the right to exist, but almost none agreed with negative 
statements that explicitly referred to Jews, even the statement that Jews should be held 
responsible for Israel’s actions. Furthermore, despite their negative views about Israel, only a 
small minority expressed any favorability toward Hamas, and only a few endorsed Hamas’s 
targeting of civilians. 

Hostile to Jews, Less Hostile to Israel (16%) 

Virtually all (99%) of these students agreed with at least one of three anti-Jewish statements 
(although less than a third agreed with all three), indicating that they hold at least some explicitly 
negative views of Jews. They were much less likely to display hostility toward Israel than toward 
Jews. Only a third agreed that Israel does not have a right to exist, or that Jews should be held 
responsible for its actions, and only a quarter expressed any support for Hamas. Despite this, 70% 
agreed that “supporters of Israel control the media,” perhaps because this statement echoes the 
traditional anti-Jewish conspiracy theories that they are receptive to. 

Extremely Hostile to Jews and Israel (2%) 

This very small group of students tended to agree with all nine negative statements about both 
Jews and Israel.  
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Table 2: Hostility to Jews and Israel  
Not Hostile to 
Jews or Israel 

 
 

(66% of non-Jewish 
students)  

Hostile to Israel, 
not Hostile to 

Jews  
 

(15% of non-Jewish 
students)  

Hostile to Jews, 
Less Hostile to 

Israel  
 

(16% of non-Jewish 
students) 

Extremely 
Hostile to Jews 

and Israel 
 

(2% of non-Jewish 
students) 

Jews in America have too much 
power  3% 2% 65% 95% 

Jews don't care what happens to 
anyone but their own kind 2% 2% 67% 93% 

Jewish people talk about the 
Holocaust just to further their 
political agenda 

4% 11% 68% 92% 

Jews should be held accountable 
for Israel’s actions 3% 4% 39% 97% 

Israel does not have the right to 
exist  2% 70% 34% 98% 

All Israeli civilians should be 
considered legitimate targets for 
Hamas 

4% 6% 24% 92% 

Favorability of Hamas  12% 23% 26% 82% 

Supporters of Israel control the 
media  25% 89% 70% 92% 

I wouldn’t want to be friends 
with someone who supports the 
existence of Israel as a Jewish 
state 

7% 83% 35% 72% 

 
Legend: 

% Agreeing 
Less than 10% 
10-29% 
30-49% 
50-69% 
70-90% 
More than 91% 
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What Influences Non-Jewish Students’ Views of 
Jews and Israel? 
To understand the factors that drive non-Jewish students’ feelings of hostility toward Jews and 
Israel, we examined our respondents’ political identities, views about political issues theorized to 
contribute to a hostile environment on campus, including support for “decolonization,” opinions 
about Israel’s government, and the psychological traits of anti-hierarchical aggression and 
dichotomous thinking. To provide context on the campus as a whole, the charts below first show 
how all students on campus (Jewish and non-Jewish) responded to the factor in question. The charts 
then compare how non-Jewish students in the groups identified above differed from one another 
with respect to these factors.  

Because the Extremely Hostile to Jews and Israel group of students was so small, estimates of their 
views were subject to considerable uncertainty. Thus, we did not present findings for this group in 
the charts in this section, but instead discuss them separately later in the report.30 In addition, 
because Jewish students were not the main focus of analyses in this report, their responses on these 
factors are also presented separately (see Figure 11).  

Political identity and political attitudes 
Politics are part of the social and academic fabric affecting the climate on campus. Overall, more 
than half of all students (Jewish and non-Jewish) on these campuses identified as liberal, with 14% 
identifying as extremely liberal. About a quarter identified as moderate, and the remaining 17% 
identified as conservative.31 In contrast, among non-Jewish students, those in the Hostile to Israel 
group were almost exclusively liberal, with over 40% identifying as extremely liberal, and hardly any 
identifying as moderate or conservative (Figure 5).32  

Figure 5: Political identity 

 
Note: See Table B5 in Technical Appendix B for 95% confidence intervals and significance tests.  
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This same pattern is evident when we analyze participants’ political attitudes—students’ tendency 
(regardless of their political identity) to give responses aligned with the political “left” or “right” to 
seven questions about a variety of political issues, including gender identity, climate change, and the 
prevalence of racism in American society. Virtually all students who were Hostile to Israel had “left” 
or “far left” political opinions, and students who were Hostile to Jews were slightly more likely to 
hold views on the political center or right (not shown).33 

Support for “decolonization” 
To understand how hostility to Jews and Israel might be related to support for the idea of 
“decolonization,” respondents were asked whether they agreed or disagreed with the statement “all 
land seized through colonization should be returned to indigenous peoples.”34 This question was 
asked alongside the seven questions assessing other political attitudes discussed above, unrelated to 
Israel. Among students who were Not Hostile to Jews or Israel, only 37% agreed with this 
statement, and fewer than 10% strongly agreed. In contrast, a majority of the other two groups 
agreed with the statement. About three quarters of students in the Hostile to Israel group—who 
were highly likely to hold other far left views and identify as liberal— agreed with this statement, 
with 29% strongly agreeing. Students who were Hostile to Jews, who as discussed above were 
somewhat to the right of other students with regard to other political issues, were nonetheless 
significantly more likely to agree with this particular statement (Figure 6). This group’s views on 
“decolonization” are an anomaly with respect to its other broader political opinions and identities.35  

Figure 6: Views on decolonization 
 

 
Note: See Table B7 in Technical Appendix B for 95% confidence intervals and significance tests.  
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Favorability toward the Israeli government and people 
The groups identified in this study were partly defined by the extent to which they expressed intense 
hostility toward Israel, including whether they agreed it should exist at all. As noted earlier, the 
identification of these groups only considered statements about Israel that Jewish students were 
likely to find antisemitic or that could otherwise contribute to a hostile environment for Jewish 
students on campus. This section explores other attitudes toward Israel and Israelis that were not 
part of the definitions of the groups.  

Figure 7 shows the extent to which each group had a “favorable” or “unfavorable” opinion of 
Israel’s government in the context of the Israel-Hamas war. As a whole, students tended to have 
mostly negative views of the Israeli government. That was particularly so for students who were 
Hostile to Israel, of whom 85% had very unfavorable views of its government, and very few 
expressed favorable views. Even among students who were Not Hostile to Jews or Israel, only 21% 
had favorable views of Israel’s government, and 28% were very unfavorable. Among students who 
were Hostile to Jews, three quarters had unfavorable views, with 44% having very unfavorable 
views.  

 
Figure 7: Favorability of the Israeli government 

 
Note: See table B8 in Technical Appendix B for 95% confidence intervals and significance tests.  

 

Overall, a majority of all students had a favorable opinion of the Israeli people (Figure 8). Over 70% 
of students who were Not Hostile to Israel or Jews had a favorable opinion of the Israeli people, 
notwithstanding their coolness toward the Israeli government. In contrast, students who were 
Hostile to Israel and students who were Hostile to Jews, despite having very different views of the 
Israeli government, tended to have similarly negative views of the Israeli people: around 60% were 
unfavorable toward the Israeli people, with a bit more than 10% being very unfavorable.36 
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Figure 8: Favorability of the Israeli people 

 
Note: See Table B9 in Technical Appendix B for 95% confidence intervals and significance tests.  

 

Anti-hierarchical aggression and dichotomous thinking 
Two psychological constructs, anti-hierarchical aggression and dichotomous thinking, have been 
identified by other researchers as factors that may contribute to anti-Jewish hostility. Anti-
hierarchical aggression, reflecting a desire to punish or harm those in positions of power, or a 
willingness to use violence to overthrow the established order, was measured in that research by 
asking respondents to agree or disagree with a battery of 13 statements.37 In this study, we measured 
this construct by using an adaptation of four of the 13 original statements including: “Political 
violence can be constructive when it serves the cause of social justice” and “Certain individuals in 
our society must be made to pay for the violence of their ancestors.”38 We combined responses to 
these statements into a single scale by adding up the number of statements respondents agreed with. 
A majority of students who were Not Hostile to Jews or Israel did not agree with any of the four 
statements in this scale, and less than 20% agreed with more than one. However, students who were 
Hostile to Israel and students who were Hostile to Jews were much more likely to agree with these 
statements. Eighty-three percent of students who were Hostile to Israel agreed with at least one 
statement, and 45% agreed with more than one. Likewise, 78% of students who were Hostile to 
Jews agreed with at least one statement, and almost half agreed with more than one (Figure 9).  
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Figure 9: Anti-hierarchical aggression (adapted) 

 
Note: See Table B11 in Technical Appendix B for 95% confidence intervals. 

Researchers have measured “dichotomous thinking”—a tendency to think of the world in binary 
terms—with a set of five questions.39 Of these, we chose two to include in this study: “People can 
clearly be distinguished as being ‘good’ or ‘bad’” and “All questions have either a right answer or a 
wrong answer.” Figure 10 shows the proportion of students in each group who agreed with one, 
both, or neither of these statements.40 A majority of students who were Hostile to Jews agreed with 
at least one of these two statements, and close to 20% agreed with both. Students who were Not 
Hostile to Jews or Israel and students who were Hostile to Israel gave similar responses to these 
questions: over three quarters of each group disagreed with both statements, and only a very small 
proportion agreed with both.  

Figure 10: Dichotomous thinking (adapted) 
 

 
Note: See Table B13 in Technical Appendix B for 95% confidence intervals. 
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Students Extremely Hostile to Jews and Israel 
The 2% of students who were Extremely Hostile to Jews and Israel were represented by only 
91 responses to this survey. Because they were such a small group, estimates of their 
characteristics (for example, their political attitudes) were subject to very large “margins of error.” 
However, the results of our analysis, including statistical models that control for demographic 
factors,41 suggest that, in comparison to students who were Not Hostile to Jews or Israel, 
students who are Extremely Hostile to Jews and Israel were: 

• Slightly more likely to hold center or right political attitudes, but not significantly different 
with regard to political identity (that is, they were no more or less likely to consider 
themselves “liberal,” “moderate,” or “conservative”). 

• Less favorable toward the Israeli people and more favorable toward the Israeli 
government. 

• More likely to display both anti-hierarchical aggression and dichotomous thinking. 

 

  



 Antisemitism on Campus: Understanding Hostility to Jews and Israel 19  

 

Jewish Students 
Jewish students represented 9% of all undergraduates at the schools included in the study. With 
respect to their political identities, views on the decolonization narrative, and their psychological 
dispositions toward anti-hierarchical aggression and dichotomous thinking, Jewish students were 
very similar to students who were Not Hostile to Jews or Israel. Like most of their non-Jewish peers, 
Jewish students had a diversity of political identities, but were most likely to identify as liberal, were 
relatively unlikely to support returning all land seized through colonization, and had relatively low 
levels of anti-hierarchical aggression and dichotomous thinking. The only dimension Jewish students 
differed on concerned their attitudes toward Israel. In contrast to other students, who were mostly 
unfavorable toward the Israeli government, Jewish students were evenly divided, with roughly the 
same proportion having favorable views as unfavorable views. At the same time, almost all Jewish 
students had favorable views of the Israeli people. Sixty-five percent of Jewish students reported 
having very favorable views toward the Israeli people, compared to 15% of non-Jewish students 
who were Not Hostile to Jews or Israel. 

Figure 11. Jewish students 
 

 
Note: See Tables B5, B7, B8, B11, and B13 in Technical Appendix B for 95% confidence intervals. 
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Understanding the Campus Context for Hostility 
to Jews and Israel 
The analyses presented above showed how the four groups of non-Jewish students we identified 
differed in terms of their ideas and motivations. But as shown in Figure 4, some of these groups 
make up a much larger proportion of the student body than others. This section explores the 
prevalence of the groups identified above (including those who are Extremely Hostile to Jews and 
Israel) among students with different racial and religious identities, and among those who have 
engaged in public expressions related to the Israel-Hamas war on campus. 

Race and religion 
We first explore how non-Jewish students of different racial and religious identities broke down in 
terms of the four groups. The survey gave students the option to identify as Asian, Black, Hispanic, 
white, or as some other race. Within each of these racial identities, a majority of students were Not 
Hostile to Jews or Israel. Likewise, less than 5% of any racial identity group was Extremely Hostile 
to Jews and Israel. Between 14% and 18% of each group was Hostile to Israel. However, 
approximately 20% of non-Jewish students who identified as a racial identity other than white were 
Hostile to Jews, compared to around 10% of white students (Figure 12). Racial identity remained a 
statistically significant predictor of being Hostile to Jews even after controlling for other factors, 
such as political identity.42  

Figure 12: Racial identity  

 
Note: See Table B15 in Technical Appendix B for 95% confidence intervals. 
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In terms of religious identity, students who were Not Hostile to Jews or Israel made up a majority of 
Christians and students who identified with no particular religion or some other religion, but only 
29% of students who identified as Muslim (Figure 13). Identifying as Muslim was significantly 
associated with being either Hostile to Israel or Hostile to Jews, even after controlling for other 
factors.43  

Figure 13: Religious identity  

 
Note: See Table B16 in Technical Appendix B for 95% confidence intervals. 

 

Posting on social media and attending events 
We asked all undergraduates at these schools (including Jewish students) whether in the time period 
since the beginning of the Israel-Hamas war they had posted on social media expressing support for 
Israel or Palestinians in Gaza, and whether they attended events in support of either side. Because 
posting on social media or attending an event in support of a cause could reflect a wide range of 
attitudes—from passionate activism to curiosity, support of friends, or even counter-protesting—
these two measures likely overestimate the actual proportion of students who expressed a strong 
political stance on these issues or who engaged in different forms of political activism related to the 
Israel-Hamas war.  

Nevertheless, even these measures find that only a minority of students reported participating in any 
form of political expression related to the Israel-Hamas war since the outbreak of hostilities. Only 
17% of all undergraduates reported that they attended an event expressing support for Palestinians 
in Gaza, and only 23% said they posted related content on social media (Figure 14). Even smaller 
proportions reported posting or attending events in support of Israel. 

 

72%

29%

65%

60%

8%

29%

20%

16%

17%

36%

13%

20%

2%

6%

2%

3%

Christian

Muslim

No religion

Other religion

Not Hostile to
Jews or Israel
(66% of non-Jewish students)

Hostile to Israel
(15% of non-Jewish students)

Hostile to Jews
(16% of non-Jewish students)

Extremely Hostile to
Jews and Israel
(2% of non-Jewish students)



 Antisemitism on Campus: Understanding Hostility to Jews and Israel 22  

 

Figure 14: Posting on social media and attending events related to the Israel-Hamas war 

 
Note: See Table B17 in Technical Appendix B for 95% confidence intervals and significance tests.  

 

To understand which kinds of students posted on social media or attended an event related to the 
war, we examined the prevalence of students in each of the groups discussed above, as well as the 
prevalence of Jewish students, among those who posted or participated in events. Figure 15 shows 
the proportion of those who participated in events or posted on social media who were in each of 
the groups described above, as well as the proportion of Jewish students who did the same. Because 
the figure includes data on both Jewish and non-Jewish students, a bar at the top of the chart 
showing the overall proportion of all students who fall into each group is also provided for 
reference. Because it includes Jewish students, the numbers in this bar differ slightly from those 
presented in Figure 4, which refer to the proportion of non-Jewish students in each group.  

Students who were Hostile to Israel were dramatically overrepresented among those who posted on 
social media (36%) or attended events expressing support for Palestinians in Gaza (38%), compared 
to their share of 14% among all students. However, they still did not constitute the majority of those 
participating in pro-Palestinian events or posting on social media in support of Palestinians in Gaza. 
Students who were Not Hostile to Jews or Israel made up a majority (61%) of all students on 
campus, but less than 40% of those posting on social media or attending events expressing support 
for either Israel or Palestinians. Students in the other groups of non-Jewish students (Extremely 
Hostile to Jews and Israel and Hostile to Jews) were represented among those participating in events 
or posting on social media at roughly the same proportion they appeared among all students. Finally, 
as expected, Jewish students were substantially overrepresented among those who attended events 
expressing support for Israel and who posted on social media in support of Israel (48% and 43% 
respectively, compared to 9% of their share among all students). Compared to their share in the 
population, Jewish students were less likely to post on social media or attend events expressing pro-
Palestinian sentiments. They made up around 6% of those who attended pro-Palestinian events, and 
3% of those who posted in support of Palestinians on social media.  
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Figure 15: Who posts on social media and attends events related to the Israel-Hamas war 

 
Note: See Table B18 in Technical Appendix B for 95% confidence intervals and significance tests. 
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Discussion   
This study depicts a troubling and highly complex situation on US campuses at the end of the 2023-
24 academic year. The findings provide further confirmation that antisemitism and hostility to Israel 
on campus have posed serious challenges for Jewish students since October 7.44 This represents a 
dramatic shift from earlier years. In studies conducted between 2016 and 2019, we found that even 
at schools that recently experienced intense conflicts related to antisemitism (e.g., the University of 
Michigan, the University of Pennsylvania, and Harvard University), virtually no students, Jewish or 
otherwise, agreed there was a climate of hostility toward Jews on their campus.45 At the end of the 
2023-24 academic year, we found that 60% of Jewish students and a third of non-Jewish students 
recognize a climate of hostility toward Jews at their school. Furthermore, a majority of all students 
agree that there is hostility toward Israel on their campus, which regardless of how debates about 
defining antisemitism are resolved, can often translate into hostility or exclusion of Jewish (and 
especially Israeli) students. 

There is little question that anti-Jewish hostility and antisemitism on campus are genuine problems. 
However, our analysis of nine different statements expressing hostility toward Jews and Israel 
identified a majority (66%) of non-Jewish students who were Not Hostile to Jews or Israel. In 
addition to rejecting traditional antisemitic tropes about Jews having too much power or only being 
concerned about themselves, these students also rejected the idea that Israel has no right to exist. 
This does not necessarily mean that these students are “pro-Israel.” Although the majority of these 
students hold positive views of the Israeli people, only a minority had favorable views of the Israeli 
government. In this respect, they were not that different from many of the Jewish students, almost 
all of whom had very favorable views of the Israeli people, but who were divided in their favorability 
of the Israeli government. Political disagreements about Israel between Jewish students and the 
majority of their fellow students, who are Not Hostile to Jews or Israel, are likely to be contentious. 
But when students who are Not Hostile to Jews or Israel express criticism of Israel they are less 
likely to be a major driver of Jewish students’ concerns about antisemitism on campus because they 
are less likely to express beliefs about Israel that most Jewish students find antisemitic.  

Only a very small proportion of students (about 2%) were Extremely Hostile to Jews and Israel. 
This group of students made up such a small portion of our sample that it was difficult to describe 
their characteristics with confidence, except that they did not seem to share a single political 
background.  

Because they were far more prevalent than the Extremely Hostile to Jews and Israel group, the 
remaining two groups of non-Jewish students (Hostile to Israel but not Hostile to Jews and Hostile 
to Jews but Less Hostile to Israel) were more likely to significantly contribute to Jewish students’ 
concerns about antisemitism and perceptions of anti-Jewish hostility on their campuses. Yet these 
groups seemed to have very different underlying motivations and characteristics. Understanding the 
differences between these two groups, and the role that each group plays in shaping the climate on 
campus, may be helpful in effectively addressing the concerns of Jewish students and strengthening 
the capacities of universities to pursue their educational missions. 

Students who were Hostile to Israel but not Hostile to Jews represented roughly 15% of students 
at these schools. They expressed views about Israel—such as the belief that Israel has no right to 
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exist—that the vast majority of their Jewish peers find antisemitic. At the same time, these students, 
who were almost exclusively found on the political left, were very unlikely to display explicit hostility 
toward Jews, and they expressed little support for Hamas. Although we find no direct evidence of it 
in the data, it is possible that some of these individuals do harbor anti-Jewish animus but were 
reluctant to express it in the survey due to “social desirability bias.”46 But even if these individuals 
did not harbor any explicit or implicit prejudice toward Jews, their intense hostility to Israel is still 
likely to cause serious challenges for Jewish students on campus. These students were willing to 
admit that they were uninterested in being friends with anyone who believes Israel has a right to 
exist, a group that includes the vast majority of their Jewish peers. A sizable minority of this group 
endorsed views about Israel’s control of the media that play into (and could perpetuate) 
longstanding antisemitic conspiracy theories. Furthermore, in addition to having predictably negative 
views of Israel’s government, these students also tended to have negative views of the Israeli people, 
which may be especially challenging for Jewish students, many of whom have Israeli friends or 
family members, or who are Israeli themselves. Thus, regardless of their rejection of traditional 
antisemitic stereotypes, these students’ views about Israel are likely contributing to Jewish students’ 
concerns about a hostile environment on their campus.  

These students’ hostility toward Israel might be partly explained by their beliefs about 
“decolonization,” which are in line with their other progressive political attitudes and liberal political 
orientation. The intensity of their hostility may also be related to their higher levels of anti-
hierarchical aggression, reflecting a desire for vengeance against those—including Israel and its 
supporters—that they see as occupying positions of power. 

Students who were Hostile to Jews but Less Hostile to Israel represented about 16% of non-
Jewish students at these schools. These students did express at least some form of explicit hostility to 
Jews. Virtually all of them agreed with at least one traditional antisemitic stereotype: that Jews in 
America have too much power, only care about themselves, or only talk about the Holocaust to 
further their own agenda. These students did not hold anti-Jewish views as strongly as the 2% of 
students who were Extremely Hostile to Jews and Israel—almost none of these students agreed with 
all three of these anti-Jewish ideas. But this substantial group of students was still willing to endorse 
prejudicial beliefs about Jews that virtually all other students, including those who expressed intense 
hostility to Israel, rejected. 

At the same time, despite their openness to explicitly anti-Jewish stereotypes, these students were 
much less likely to endorse negative statements about Israel. Slightly more than a third agreed that 
Jews should be “held accountable for Israel’s actions” or that Israel does not have a right to exist. A 
quarter expressed favorable views of Hamas or the killing of Israeli civilians. The fact that a minority 
of students in this group expressed these views suggests that, while it may be present, hostility to 
Israel is unlikely to be driving these individuals’ negative feelings toward Jews. Indeed, these students 
were just as likely to be favorable toward the Israeli government as students who we identified as Not 
Hostile to Jews or Israel. These students’ hostility toward Jews also did not seem strongly related to 
their political orientation: They were just as likely to identify as liberal or conservative or to hold 
liberal or conservative political opinions, as other students. 

However, we do see evidence that these students’ negative views of Jews can sometimes manifest as 
negative views of Israel or Israelis. Seventy percent of these students endorsed the view that 
“supporters of Israel control the media,” perhaps because the statement closely resonates with 
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traditional claims that Jews control the media. These students were more likely to support returning 
all land seized through colonization and had lower favorability toward the Israeli people than we 
would expect, given their other political views and their feelings about the Israeli government. These 
positions may be due to their negative feelings toward Jews causing them to hold negative views 
toward Israelis and making them more receptive to political views that have negative implications 
for Israelis. These students were also more likely to display anti-hierarchical aggression and 
dichotomous thinking, which might make disruptive protests that portray a simple, good versus bad 
conflict between an oppressive Israeli government and an oppressed Palestinian minority, more 
attractive. So, while these students did not seem strongly invested in political criticism of the Israeli 
government’s conduct during the war, a surge of anti-Israel hostility could provide the motivation or 
opportunity to express their pre-existing hostility toward Jews. At the same time, anti-hierarchical 
aggression and dichotomous thinking could help explain why this group holds negative views of 
Jews in the first place. 

Takeaways 
Colleges and universities have legal and moral obligations to both protect their students and 
promote reasoned and informed discourse. Effectively addressing the concerns of Jewish students is 
a key component to fulfilling those obligations. Although the purpose of this study is not to identify 
particular policy solutions, these findings suggest a number of strategic directions that university 
stakeholders should consider when addressing Jewish students’ concerns about hostility on campus. 

Although a majority of students are not hostile to Jews or Israel, colleges and universities 
need to recognize that there is a minority of students who are contributing to a hostile 
environment for Jewish students on campus. 

Even a small number of students with prejudicial views can negatively impact the campus climate, 
especially when these views are amplified by social media and other factors beyond the campus 
walls.47 Consequently, colleges have a responsibility to treat antisemitism like any other form of 
prejudice. This means applying existing standards and policies surrounding hate speech or 
harassment of Jewish students in the same manner they are applied to students in other protected 
racial or ethnic groups. This also means considering the viewpoints of Jewish students regarding the 
ways anti-Jewish hostility is manifesting on campus. If the vast majority of Jewish students on 
campus see certain statements or actions related to Israel as antisemitic, then administrators must 
take those concerns seriously, notwithstanding their own personal beliefs about what sorts of 
statements should be considered antisemitic.  

 In responding to antisemitism, it is important to tailor policy to fit the problem(s). 

A key finding of this study is that efforts to address antisemitism on campus need to be more 
carefully targeted. A one-size-fits-all solution to the general problem of “antisemitism on campus” is 
unlikely to be effective, because there does not appear to be a single driver of the problem. The two 
substantial groups of students who hold views about Jews and Israel that Jewish students find 
antisemitic are very different from one another and lumping them together is likely to further 
exacerbate, rather than alleviate, campus tensions. Because most students who express hostility 
toward Israel do not express explicit hostility toward Jews, or express support for Hamas, accusing 
all of them of “Jew hatred” and being “Hamas apologists” is likely to be seen as both inaccurate and 
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inflammatory. Moreover, there are a substantial number of students on campus who hold more 
traditional anti-Jewish views, a problem that is likely to persist regardless of how events in the 
Middle East play out. This research suggests that aside from contentious debates about Israel and 
“new” expressions of antisemitism, there is still a need for education about older forms of anti-
Jewish prejudice on campus. 

There is a need for better education about politics, problem solving, and public debate. 

Aside from more tailored interventions aimed at addressing particular challenges related to 
antisemitism on campus, colleges and universities can do a better job of educating students about 
our diverse world and its complex social problems.  

Our findings point to anti-hierarchical aggression—including an openness to violence as a political 
tool and a desire for vengeance against political enemies—as one possible factor contributing to 
hostility toward Jews and Israel. This suggests that faculty and other educators on campus, regardless 
of their political views, including on the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, could devote more time and 
effort to helping students learn how to express their political convictions in a way that constructively 
engages with peers. Intense political debate is a core function of the university, but debate requires a 
willingness to both talk and listen to those we disagree with. If universities truly wish to foster a 
climate of robust intellectual debate, including around the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, simply allowing 
the “free expression” of ideas is not enough. Faculty and administrators must teach students how to 
debate productively, in part by modeling this behavior themselves.  

We also find that all or nothing “dichotomous thinking” is associated with explicit hostility toward 
Jews. Helping students develop a more nuanced understanding of social reality could reduce explicit 
anti-Jewish hostility that still exists among some students on campus. Developing nuanced thinking 
is a key goal of higher education in general, and our data suggest that further emphasis could have 
downstream benefits for Jewish students, for other minority groups on campus, and for the broader 
climate of political discourse on campus.   

To effectively respond to antisemitism on campus, university stakeholders should be willing 
to support and leverage research.  

In the wake of the eruption of antisemitism in the 2023-24 academic year, many universities have 
established “task forces” charged with addressing antisemitism and have produced numerous 
“action plans” aimed at improving the situation.48 However, universities’ efforts to address 
antisemitism on campus are not always guided by rigorous research. Part of the problem may be that 
existing research on antisemitism is dominated by efforts to highlight the severity of the problem,49 
with comparatively less research devoted to identifying and evaluating strategies that might address 
the issue. 

Even the findings presented here, while providing a more detailed overview of how non-Jewish 
students think about Jews and Israel, leave a number of unanswered questions that call out for 
additional research. For example, our earlier surveys of Jewish students50 suggest that there may be 
dramatic differences across campuses with respect to the views of non-Jewish students about Jews 
and Israel. It will be important to understand how factors specific to particular campuses (university 
policy, geographic location, the composition of the student body, etc.) are related to the way non-
Jewish students think about Jews and Israel, and how this in turn relates to the perceptions of Jewish 
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students regarding the campus climate. Another area to explore is the relationship between hostility 
toward Jews and religious and racial background. This survey confirms earlier findings that explicit 
hostility to Jews is more prevalent among non-white students,51 a relationship that has important 
implications for efforts to build social connections across racial, ethnic, and religious lines. Existing 
research provides few insights as to why this relationship exists, or how schools should respond to 
it.52 Our findings also suggest that it is especially important to explore opportunities for improving 
relationships between Jewish and Muslim students on campus. Another area that should be explored 
is the role of graduate students, faculty, and administrators in shaping the climate on campus. 

Likewise, few efforts to “fight” antisemitism have been subjected to formal evaluation, leaving 
stakeholders in the dark about what works and what does not work in different contexts. Stepping 
back from concerns about antisemitism specifically, there is a general need for more rigorous 
research evaluating the effectiveness of different approaches for responding to hate speech, reducing 
prejudice, and creating a welcoming campus environment for students from diverse backgrounds.  

There is tremendous capacity among social science and policy researchers in the academy for 
deepening our understanding of complex social problems (like antisemitism), designing programs 
for addressing those problems, and evaluating whether or not these programs have achieved their 
goals. Existing efforts to respond to antisemitism, including by universities themselves, have rarely 
availed themselves of this capacity when making critical decisions. A more systematic, research-
based approach to addressing antisemitism on campus, pooling expertise and data from across 
schools, could provide higher education stakeholders across the country with more effective means 
of making their campus hospitable to students from all backgrounds. 

Conclusion 
These current findings suggest that the situation on US campuses during the 2023-24 academic year 
defies a simple narrative. We do not find a climate of universal anti-Jewish hatred, nor do we find 
that Jewish students’ concerns about antisemitism are unfounded. Instead, we find that Jewish 
students’ experiences of a hostile environment on campus is driven by a minority (but significant 
share) of students who hold patterns of beliefs that are hostile toward Israel and/or Jews. This 
report is one aspect of our ongoing program of research aimed at identifying evidence-based 
strategies for effectively responding to antisemitism on campus. In future work, we will continue to 
explore many of the findings raised here in greater detail, in particular how campuses differ with 
respect to these issues. Our hope is that providing a better understanding of hostility toward Jews 
and Israel can help schools better engage with both Jewish and non-Jewish students and promote a 
climate that supports intellectual curiosity, acceptance of difference, and productive dialogue. 
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Appendix A: Schools Included in the Study 
1. American University 
2. Baruch College – CUNY 
3. Binghamton University 
4. Boston University 
5. Brandeis University 
6. Brown University 
7. California Polytechnic State University 
8. Columbia University 
9. Cornell University 
10. Duke University 
11. Emory University 
12. Florida Atlantic University 
13. Florida State University 
14. George Washington University 
15. Harvard University 
16. Indiana University – Bloomington 
17. Michigan State University 
18. New York University 
19. Northeastern University 
20. Northwestern University 
21. Ohio State, University – Columbus 
22. Pennsylvania State University 
23. Queens College – CUNY 
24. Rutgers University 
25. San Diego State University 
26. Syracuse University 
27. Temple University 
28. Tufts University 
29. Tulane University 
30. University of Arizona 
31. University of California - Berkeley 

32. University of California - Davis 
33. University of California - Los Angeles 
34. University of California - San Diego 
35. University of California - Santa 

Barbara 
36. University of Central Florida 
37. University of Colorado - Boulder 
38. University of Connecticut 
39. University of Delaware 
40. University of Florida 
41. University of Georgia 
42. University of Illinois - 

Urbana/Champaign 
43. University of Kansas 
44. University of Maryland - College Park 
45. University of Massachusetts - Amherst 
46. University of Miami 
47. University of Michigan - Ann Arbor 
48. University of Minnesota 
49. University of Oregon 
50. University of Pennsylvania 
51. University of Pittsburgh 
52. University of Southern California 
53. University of Texas - Austin 
54. University of Vermont 
55. University of Virginia 
56. University of Wisconsin - Madison 
57. Vanderbilt University 
58. Virginia Tech 
59. Washington University in St. Louis 
60. Yale University 
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