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This report presents the results of the media monitoring section of the project Get the
Trolls Out. It first briefly outlines the objectives, rationale and the analytical tools used in
media monitoring. This is followed by a summary of the identified patterns and the
immigration theme within which antisemitism, Islamophobia, anti-Christian rhetoric, as
well as other forms of hate speech occur. The report explores the significance of the
findings and provides methodological recommendations for setting up similar project in
the future.

i

8th of February 2019

We have spent a little over a year monitoring the traditional and social media for incidents
of anti-religious hate in Belgium, France, Germany, Greece, Hungary and the UK with
some very interesting findings. Our project will continue to monitor both and draw
attention to incidents of hate towards religious groups in the media. If you are interested
in learning more about what we are doing in reaction to these incidents please browse
trough our website to see what impact we are having.
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Media
monitoring:
objective,
strategy,
rationale

The main objective of the media monitoring is
to document incidents of intolerance and
xenophobia which have emerged on new and
traditional media platforms. The monitoring
strategy was developed to provide systematic
and consistent analysis of antireligious speech
across all six countries based on the following
premises:
 
• Mainstream media reach the largest
audience, have influence on decision makers
and are the most important in shaping public
opinion
• Journalism section of the media is a vehicle
for public conversation and civic action
• Online hate speech that is linked to
mainstream media is more powerful than
individual social media accounts
 
Based on background knowledge on a set of
factors that have the potential to influence
media work - religious groups, civil society
organisations, political groups, anti-
discriminatory legislation and the ownership,
reach and organizational structure of media in
each country – monitors selected four
mainstream news organisations for regular
monitoring.
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The main criterion for selection was the
audience reach (circulation, number of
viewers and listeners and number of views).
 
Using key words that refer to religion and
religious affiliation to select the sample,
monitors collected data and analyzed media
content published on the main platform (online
pages of newspapers, radio, television, and
online only news outlets), as well as the
Facebook and Twitter accounts of these
organizations. Posts on the social media
pages of mainstream organizations were used
to identify individual posts that carried
antireligious messages.
 
Documented incidents were used to inform
other project activities: production of a range
of media products with a view to challenging
stereotypes, debunking discriminatory
rhetoric, showing its harmful effect on at-risk
communities and encouraging dynamic social
media engagement.



Documenting
Incidents

Media monitoring generated data about the following aspects of reporting: date of
publication, country, type of hatred speech, hate speech originator, type of content,
description and context of the incident, details about the outlet, engagement level on
Facebook and Twitter, if the incident was reported, could it be considered a criminal
offence, and would a monitor report the hateful comment (on main platform or social
media).
 
Data was collected and analyzed in terms of the content and context of religious
intolerance, as well as the production and reproduction of hate speech. Attention was
paid specifically to the use of sources, dominant frames, newsgathering techniques,
genre of the text, and language used. More specifically, the monitors were instructed to
look at the following:
 
• Newspaper text - lexical choices, naming, attribution, referencing, argument,
narrative structure, use of images
• Television story: voice-over, close-ups, two-shots, sign-off, wrap (when two or more
stories wrap together); the rest as for the newspaper text
• Radio story: voicer (narrator), actuality (sounds from the news event or after the
event interviews), intro to the story, talents (people interviewed)
• Online story: form, style, interactivity, use of audio and visual material, regularity of
updates
 
As for the social media content, monitors examined comments and replies to the main
text,
number of likes, shares, replies, and background of the author. The objective was to
provide information for creating counter narrative social media content.



FINDINGS:

There were 310 registered incidents
over the monitoring period. They
were equally spread across all six
countries. In addition, a number of
reported incidents occurred in
Austria, these media texts were
either republished or commented
upon by the media subjected to
monitoring (Chart 1). The media
monitoring results confirmed that
newspapers are still the dominant
media platform from which the
content and tone of antireligious
messages is generated (Chart 2).

Academic studies have shown that
media imitate each other and tend to
devote attention to issues that have
previously received exposure in other
media outlets. Newspapers take a
lead, but adoption of each others
agenda (known as intermedia agenda
setting) happens across all platforms
and includes transfer of content,
formats, and language. More than a
third of incidents registered in the
newspaper coverage of religion
signify the print media power to
determine agenda and to influence
the way religion groups are perceived
by the public.

Chart 1:



GTTO monitoring revealed how the
digital world has expanded
communication space by allowing an
ongoing dialogue between both
traditional and new media, and
media and citizens. A single
communicative act, political speech
for example, first reported by
journalists was republished,
commented on, and discussed in a
chain of communicative acts that
spread across mainstream and social
media, removing the boundaries
between them and linking citizens,
political and social activists, civil
society representatives, academics,
and other participants in public
discussion.

When asked what type of figure
committed the discriminatory incident,
monitors discovered that journalists
and writers of the text were the most
dominant generator of offensive
language, but this high percentage of
authorship (Chart 3) has to be taken
with caution because it gives just a
snapshot of a single moment in the
communication process.

Chart 2:



Monitoring allows us to identify a
specific incident that is always a fixed
moment, not an element in a very
dynamic communication process.
Capturing the
communication  process and not a
single act would help to provide
details about the damage done, was
a journalist citing someone’s speech
(political statement) or offering
personal view, and if and what has
happened afterwards (how many
times and where it was republished
or posted in a spiral of digital
communication). Future research
should focus on developing tools to
capture the journey of hate speech
based on religious grounds.

GTTO monitoring of media in six
countries over the year revealed that
Islamophobia was the dominant kind
of hatred in the sample of media
content, followed by implied
references to religion in anti-migrant
and anti-refugees messages,
antisemitic messages and racism
(Chart 4). Despite the variations in
the tone and balance of media texts
reported as incidents, Muslims were
generally portrayed using
stereotypes, while Islam is presented
as a threat to security.

Chart 3:



Victor Orban’s statement “We must
keep Europe Christian”, given at the
peak of the 2015 Syrian refugee
crisis, has been often evoked as
serving as a generator for a wave of
antireligious messages towards non-
Christians. Antisemitic discourse,
again strongly present in Hungary in
the campaign against George Soros,
involved aggressive campaigning on
social media, stereotyping, posting
misinformation and misleading
claims, ranging from light provocative
behaviour to outright abuse. A
relatively small number of anti-
Christian messages, (3%) occurred
predominantly in reports related to
the problems with the Catholic
church.

One of the monitoring questions
monitoring addressed the question of
the nature of offensive statements
and if they could be considered a
criminal offence. The majority would
not (56.5%), and only 8.1% would be
considered a criminal offence. A
relatively small percentage is to be
expected in the context of increasing
mainstream media’s awareness of
the anti-discriminatory legislation and
the community guidelines for social
media users. However, for more than
a third of the stories (36.5%) monitors
were not able to make a call. This
high percentage of unknown is a
lesson for future work. If the project
continues, partners should to recruit
monitors with a background in law
and media or providing a legal
workshop at the beginning of the
project.

Chart 4:



The GTTO project aimed to generate material that would put anti-religious media language
into the context of dominant social issues at that time. A number of open-ended questions was
listed in the incident form to provide further information on the relationship between media text
and a wider social, political and cultural context. Immigration and the refugee crisis are still
and by far the most dominant topics that trigger discriminatory narratives.

Chart 5:

Going back to the results: where did these incidents take place? Anti-religious messages
were mainly posted on individual users and private group Facebook pages and Twitter
accounts (63.3% and 10%) while only 6.7% of anti-religious posts were registered on the
official mainstream media organisations pages and accounts (Chart 5).



IMMIGRATION AS A
MAIN TOPIC:

M u c h  o f  t h e  m e d i a  c o n t e n t  r e f e r r i n g  t o
r e l i g i o n  a p p e a r e d  w h e n  r e p o r t i n g  o n
e v e n t s  a n d  c o n t r o v e r s i e s  r e l a t e d  t o
h i g h l y  c o n t e s t e d  p o l i t i c a l  i s s u e s  o f
i m m i g r a t i o n  a n d  t h e  r e f u g e e  c r i s i s .
M e d i a  a s s o c i a t e d  m i g r a n t s  w i t h  b a d
n e w s  a n d  a  t h r e a t  t o  n a t i o n a l  i d e n t i t y,
c u l t u r e  a n d  c o h e s i v e n e s s .  T h e
i m m i g r a t i o n  i s s u e  w a s  c o m m o n l y  f r a m e d
a s  a  c h a l l e n g e  t o  t h e  e c o n o m y  a n d  a
t h r e a t  t o  n a t i o n a l  i d e n t i t y  a n d  s e c u r i t y.
Va r i a t i o n s  o f  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  e x a m p l e s
w e r e  p r e s e n t  a c r o s s  a l l  c o u n t r i e s :  “ I f  w e
d i d  n o t  h a v e  m a s s  i m m i g r a t i o n  i n  F r a n c e
o f  m i l l i o n s  o f  M u s l i m s  f o r  4 0  y e a r s ,  w e
w o u l d  n o t  h a v e  M u s l i m  t e r r o r i s t  a t t a c k s .
I t  i s  a s  s i m p l e  a s  t h a t , ”  o r  “ T h i n k  a h e a d
r a t h e r  t h a n  t o o  l a t e :  W h a t  c a n  i t  m e a n  i f
I s l a m  s p r e a d s  t h r o u g h o u t  G e r m a n y ? ”
 



R e p o r t s  o n  i s s u e s  s u c h  a s  t e a c h i n g
I s l a m  i n  s c h o o l s ,  t e r r o r i s m ,  t h e  v e i l ,
i n t e g r a t i o n ,  p l a c e s  o f  w o r s h i p ,  f o r c e d
m a r r i a g e ,  a b o r t i o n ,  e x t r e m i s m ,
h o m o s e x u a l i t y,  s e x u a l  s c a n d a l s  i n  t h e
c h u r c h ,  i d e n t i f i e d  i n  t h e  2 0 1 2  M D I  r e p o r t
“ G e t t i n g  t h e  f a c t s  r i g h t :  r e p o r t i n g
e t h n i c i t y  a n d  r e l i g i o n  i n  E u r o p e ”  w e r e  i n
2 0 1 8  s t i l l  t h e  m o s t  c o m m o n  t r i g g e r s  a n d
t h e  p l a c e  f o r  a n t i r e l i g i o u s  t a l k .  O u r
s a m p l e  o f  m e d i a  s t o r i e s  a n d  p o s t s
d e m o n s t r a t e d  t h a t  r e l i g i o u s  i n t o l e r a n c e
i s  c o n s i s t e n t l y  m o r e  i m p l i e d  t h a n
e x p l i c i t ,  n o  d i s c r i m i n a t o r y  l a n g u a g e  a n d
r a c i s t  l a b e l s  a r e  u s e d  b u t  i n t o l e r a n c e
i n f e r r e d  w h e n  r e l i g i o n  i s  d e s c r i b e d .  F o r
e x a m p l e :  “ t h e y  a r e  a l l  e c o n o m i c
r e f u g e e s ,  a n d  o n  t h e  t o p  o f  t h a t  M u s l i m s ,
t h e y  e v e n  d o n ’ t  p a y  t o  c o m e  –  h a v e  y o u
e v e r  s e e n  a  C o p t i c  E g y p t i a n  s e e k i n g
r e f u g e e  s t a t u s ,  d o n ’ t  b e  n a i v e ” ,  o r  “ b u t t
o u t ,  M r  S o r o s ,  y o u  c a n  k e e p  y o u r  t a i n t e d
m o n e y "  o r  “  “ w h i c h  r e l i g i o n  c o m e s  f i r s t
w h e n  y o u  t h i n k  a b o u t  d e a t h ?  I s l a m  8 5 % ” .
I n  o n e  a r t i c l e  t h a t  t a l k s  a b o u t  I S I S
“ a p p a r e n t  p l a n s  t o  i n f i l t r a t e  E u r o p e ”  t h e
a u t h o r  a s s o c i a t e s  M u s l i m  i m m i g r a n t s
w i t h  I S I S ,  s u g g e s t i n g  t h e y  a r e  “ s l o w l y
s p r e a d i n g  I s l a m ”  i n  c o u n t r i e s  l i k e  t h e
U K .
 



Significance
of research

The media monitoring part of the
project Get the Trolls Out was
designed to inform other activities in
the project. As such it has provided a
significant data base for the production
of counter-narratives and dynamic
social media engagement.

Documenting incidents has generated
knowledge about the ways traditional
and social media are implicated in
antireligious discourse. One of the
significant patterns identified by
monitoring is intermedia agenda
setting as a mechanism that
underpins offensive media talk. The
competitive setting of most media
markets and the popularity contest on
social media encourages reprinting,
borrowing and sharing the content that
brings competitive advantage. Studies
consistently found that newspapers
matter more for than TV, and GTTO
monitoring confirms this trend.



Recommendations

The aim of this section of the report is
to suggest points for the improvement
of monitoring and development of
media strategy for the potential new
project:

The workshop organised at the beginning of the project was excellent. It would
be good to complement it with some basic media training. It could take a form
of a workshop, either organised during the upcoming partners’ meeting in
Budapest or later in the year if project extended.

  
Mainstream media are likely to make similar choices at the same time and, as
a result, contemporaneous attention in various mainstream outlets appeared
similarly. The future project might generate equally good results if it focuses on
one mainstream media, preferably newspaper (instead including four news
outlets) and go deeper in qualitative analysis of the media journey of hate
speech. For this type of work computer supported “network analysis” is
needed.

 
During year two online incident forms were developed, one for mainstream
media and one for social media. I strongly advise staying with the online
incident form but having only one and not two.



/getthetrollsout/

@GetTrollsOut


