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INDEPENDENT EVIDENCE AUDIT

ANA KASPARIAN
& ANTISEMITISM

VERSION 1 - FORENSIC, MULTI-FRAMEWORK, ADVERSARIAL FACT-CHECK
Direct-source recovery of 2025-2026 control rhetoric, the December 2025 “Jewish lobby” statement, February 2026 “goyim” 
language, Israeli-occupation formulations, Epstein/blackmail claims, Norman Finkelstein affinity and normalization, plus 

substantial counterevidence in which Kasparian rejects hatred of Jews and distinguishes Jews from the Israeli state.

Evidence cut-off: 21 August 2026

Direct-source recovery  •  claim decomposition  •  factual-predicate testing  •  IHRA/JDA/Nexus triangulation  •  counterevidence  •  red-team audit  •  publication-safe 
wording

V1 HEADLINE FINDING

Under a behavior-based operational definition - repeated public use or propagation of antisemitic 
rhetoric/tropes across independent episodes - the cumulative record supports describing Ana Kasparian as an 
antisemite in a public-rhetoric sense. The report does NOT establish that she privately hates Jews, and it does 
NOT classify ordinary anti-Zionism, criticism of AIPAC, opposition to Israeli policy, or advocacy for Palestinians 
as antisemitic by default.

Independent analytical report. Not authored by or affiliated with Ana Kasparian, The Young Turks, IHRA, the Jerusalem Declaration, Nexus, Norman Finkelstein, or any 
cited institution.
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1. Executive finding and V1 adjudication
BOTTOM LINE

The strongest direct evidence is not merely extreme criticism of Israel. Kasparian has explicitly said “The 
Jewish lobby does control the U.S.”; repeatedly described America as controlled or occupied by Israel/Israelis; 
used the established far-right-coded formula “the goyim are waking”; collectively linked Israelis with 
murderous conduct and “God’s chosen people”; endorsed a contemporary Israel/Nazi comparison; and asserted 
an Israel-linked blackmail mechanism as an “actual system.” These incidents occur across independent dates 
and trope families. [S01-S07, S13, S20]

The person-level label still requires precision. In ordinary public discourse, “antisemite” can mean a person whose 
recurring public conduct is antisemitic. In a stronger psychological sense it can mean someone with stable hatred or 
hostility toward Jews as Jews. Public-source analysis is much better at adjudicating the first proposition than the second.
V1 therefore reaches a two-level judgment. BEHAVIORAL / PUBLIC-RHETORIC CLASSIFICATION: SUPPORTED - HIGH 
CONFIDENCE. SUBJECTIVE ANTI-JEWISH HATRED: NOT ESTABLISHED. Kasparian has repeatedly said that Jewish people 
are not responsible for the Israeli government, refused to generalize from isolated Talmud passages to Jews, and stated 
that she has no hatred for Judaism or Jewish Americans. [S19, S23]
The December 4, 2025 Piers Morgan exchange is the cleanest direct item because the target is explicitly “Jewish,” not 
merely “Israeli” or “Zionist.” After Hen Mazzig accused Kasparian of saying that “the Jewish lobby controls the U.S.,” she 
answered: “The Jewish lobby does control the U.S.” [S04] That proposition closely matches the classic Jewish-government-
control pattern identified by JDA, Nexus, AJC and the historical literature on antisemitic conspiracy myths. [S06-S12]
The conclusion is robust to removal of weaker allegations. The Larry Ellison hand-rubbing dispute, the child-killing/money 
formulation, and every Norman Finkelstein association can all be removed without changing the core pattern. The report 
does not need guilt by association, ambiguous visuals, audience comments, or activist compilations to reach its finding.
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2. Scope, terminology, and the person-level threshold
2.1 Five questions that must not be collapsed
• Factual predicate: Is the underlying proposition true, false, exaggerated, or unresolved?
• Content classification: Does the wording reproduce a named antisemitic trope or framework example?
• Normalization: Does the speaker praise, adopt, launder, or repeatedly platform a trope-level proposition?
• Pattern: Are the incidents independent, recurrent, multi-domain, and resistant to removal of borderline items?
• Person-level label: Does the cumulative public behavior justify a behavioral description without pretending to read 

private motive?

2.2 Operational definition used in V1
For this report, a behaviorally classifiable antisemite is a speaker who repeatedly and non-trivially engages in, endorses, or 
propagates antisemitic stereotypes, collective demonization, coded anti-Jewish rhetoric, or conspiracy structures across 
independent episodes, such that the pattern is not reasonably explained by a single slip, quotation, or one disputed Israel-
framework example. The definition does not require proof of conscious hatred. It also does not convert anti-Zionism or 
criticism of Israel into antisemitism by default.

2.3 Why intent matters but is not dispositive
Intent is relevant to culpability and to the stronger psychological label, but content can reproduce a discriminatory trope 
without a confession of animus. Conversely, repeated content-level hits can support a behavioral classification even when 
the speaker sincerely denies hatred. This distinction is central to Kasparian because the record contains unusually strong 
exculpatory statements about Jews alongside unusually direct control rhetoric.

2.4 Verdict vocabulary
Term Meaning

CONFIRMED Primary or near-primary evidence establishes the statement or act.

SUPPORTED Strong corroboration exists; some superior primary evidence may remain unavailable.

PROBABLE Evidence leans toward the allegation but a material gap remains.

HOLD Do not publish as fact; evidence is insufficient.

MISLEADING / OVERSTATED A real predicate exists but the claim materially outruns it.

FALSE Contradicted by higher-quality evidence.

NON-RATEABLE Opinion, moral judgment, prediction, or rhetoric without a determinate truth condition.

FRAMEWORK-DEPENDENT Classification materially changes among IHRA, JDA, Nexus, or other reasonable standards.
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3. Method: Pangburn forensic replication standard
• Primary-source first. Direct TYT transcripts, direct social-media captures, full interview transcripts, official framework 

documents, FEC records and high-quality wire reporting receive highest weight.
• Quote reconstruction is separated from fact adjudication. A quote can be authentic even if the proposition asserted in it 

is false or unproven.
• Context window. Each inflammatory statement is evaluated with surrounding material sufficient to identify grammatical 

target, antecedent, hedging, dispute posture, and whether the speaker was quoting someone else.
• Framework triangulation. IHRA, the Jerusalem Declaration on Antisemitism (JDA), and Nexus remain analytically 

distinct. The report does not manufacture a blended definition that automatically favors the prosecution.
• Exculpatory search. The audit actively seeks statements in which Kasparian condemns Jew-hatred, protects Jewish 

individuals from collective responsibility, or narrows her criticism to governments and ideologies.
• Symmetry test. Equivalent rhetoric about another protected group is used as a consistency check, while respecting 

differences in each prejudice’s historical trope structure.
• Conspiracy causation test. Lobbying, alignment, motive, access, unusual relationships, and circumstantial anomalies are 

not treated as proof of secret coordination without a causal bridge.
• Association discipline. Norman Finkelstein’s words are not Kasparian’s words. His relevance rises only where Kasparian 

praises the specific analytic structure, invites it into her political coalition, or independently reproduces analogous 
claims.

• Publication discipline. Ambiguous visuals, activist accusations, unsourced screenshots and secondary paraphrases are 
downgraded or held even where they would strengthen the thesis.

• No denominator theater. The corpus is purposive rather than random. The report does not fabricate an “antisemitism 
percentage” from an unrepresentative sample.

3.1 Adversarial rule

ADVERSARIAL RULE

No allegation is upgraded merely because it fits the pattern. A strong reputational conclusion must remain true 
after weak or ambiguous items are removed. The decisive V1 pattern uses Kasparian’s own recovered words, 
not the rhetoric of her critics.
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4. Evidence tiers and source discipline
Tier Source type Use

A Primary / official Direct TYT video/transcript, original post, official definition, FEC filing.

B Near-primary Reliable transcript mirror or archived direct-text capture preserving time and context.

C Reputable contextual reporting Reuters, JTA, Folha, other high-quality reporting used for factual predicates and contemporaneous 
reaction.

D Advocacy / partisan corroboration Useful for leads or trope history only when cross-checked; not sole basis for person-level conclusion.

E Community allegation / social 
discussion Lead generation only; never dispositive without source recovery.

4.1 Reputational asymmetry
Negative reputational findings require positive evidence. The absence of a clip does not prove innocence; hostile 
recollection does not prove guilt. Counterevidence can alter the inference about intent without “canceling” a confirmed 
statement. V1 therefore allows different propositions to move in different directions: the same record can support a 
behavior-level antisemitism finding while failing to establish private Jew-hatred.

4.2 Timestamp discipline
Timestamps in this report refer to the source transcript or clip identified in the bibliography. Automated transcripts can 
contain alignment or punctuation errors. Before litigation-sensitive publication of a quotation, the original audio should be 
archived. The most important lines are nevertheless sufficiently short and context-stable that their substantive wording is 
high confidence.

4.3 Why the attached Kulinski report matters methodologically
The supplied Kyle Kulinski V2 report uses the same separation among factual predicate, content classification, 
normalization, pattern, and person-level label. V1 applies that matched threshold rather than quietly lowering the burden 
for Kasparian. The purpose is comparability, not a severity ranking.
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5. Framework triangulation: IHRA, Jerusalem Declaration, Nexus
5.1 IHRA
IHRA’s non-legally-binding working definition emphasizes context. It expressly states that criticism of Israel comparable to 
criticism of any other state is not antisemitic, while its illustrative examples include classic conspiracy claims about Jewish 
power/control and comparisons of contemporary Israeli policy to that of the Nazis. [S10]

5.2 Jerusalem Declaration on Antisemitism (JDA)
JDA is more protective of anti-Zionism and radical criticism of Israel than IHRA. That makes it a useful stress test. It 
nevertheless identifies negative essentializing generalizations about Jews and classic fantasies of Jewish 
government/media/economic control as antisemitic. Its framework also allows Israel/Zionism language to become 
antisemitic where the target is functionally Jews or where a classic anti-Jewish stereotype is reproduced. [S11]

5.3 Nexus
Nexus distinguishes ordinary Israel criticism from myths that portray Israel as part of a sinister Jewish-control conspiracy 
or treat the malign hidden hand of Israel/Zionism as the explanation for broad social and political events. That distinction 
is directly relevant to Kasparian’s “occupied and controlled” language and her later blackmail-system assertion. [S12]

5.4 Why the “Jewish lobby” sentence is unusually important
Framework disputes are sharpest when a speaker says “Israel,” “Zionist,” or “Israeli.” The December 4 statement removes 
much of that ambiguity because the grammatical subject is explicitly “the Jewish lobby.” AJC’s terminology guide similarly 
distinguishes ordinary discussion of specific pro-Israel lobbies from using “Jewish lobby” to describe Jewish control of 
Washington. [S09]
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5.5 Item-by-item framework map
Issue IHRA JDA Nexus

“Jewish lobby controls the U.S.” Classic Jewish-power/control example 
strongly implicated.

Direct concern: Jews/Jewish collective 
presented as controlling government.

Direct concern: sinister control 
structure.

America “occupied and controlled” 
by Israel/Israelis

Contextual; not automatic merely 
because Israel is named.

Concern rises if “Israelis” functions as 
proxy for Jews or classic control myth.

Directly relevant to hidden-hand / 
sinister-control analysis.

“Goyim are waking” Not a named IHRA example; context is 
decisive.

Coded classic anti-Jewish conspiracy 
language strongly concerning.

Strong concern given established 
conspiracy provenance.

Israel/IDF “modern day Nazis” Direct illustrative Israel/Nazi example. Not automatic; context and target 
matter. Contextual rather than categorical.

Collective Israeli “chosen people” 
rhetoric

Concern if Jewish religion is used to 
essentialize a predominantly Jewish 
collectivity.

Concern rises with negative Jewish-
theological essentialization.

Concern if national criticism becomes 
anti-Jewish collective stereotyping.

Epstein/Israel blackmail system Not antisemitic if evidence-based 
intelligence reporting.

Concern if unsupported claim 
reproduces classic Jewish hidden-
power narrative.

Direct relevance when unproven 
hidden Israeli mechanism is used to 
explain U.S. state behavior.

AIPAC / donor spending Legitimate evidence-based criticism is 
not antisemitic.

Ordinarily permissible political 
criticism.

Ordinarily permissible; control 
mythology is the boundary.

The overall conclusion does not depend on any one contested rule. If the IHRA Nazi-comparison example is removed, the 
direct Jewish-control sentence, coded “goyim” formula, and recurrent hidden-control structure remain. If the JDA/Nexus 
hidden-control analysis is rejected, the explicit Jewish-lobby statement and IHRA Nazi comparison still establish act-level 
antisemitic content.



PANGBURN FORENSIC ANALYSIS  |  ANA KASPARIAN  |  ANTISEMITISM  |  VERSION 1

Evidence cut-off: 21 August 2026  |  Independent adversarial evidence audit  |  Page 9

6. Master findings at a glance
ID Issue Evidence status Antisemitism relevance Conf.

AK-01 Aug. 6: Israelis + “God’s chosen people” + slaughter/demons CONFIRMED Collective/religious essentialization; not literal 
blood libel. HIGH

AK-02 Aug. 9: “occupied and controlled by the Israelis” CONFIRMED / archived post Hidden-control / ZOG-adjacent structure. HIGH

AK-03 Aug. 25: “Israel controls the United States” CONFIRMED Control claim; context partly narrows target to 
state/lobby. HIGH

AK-04 Aug. 25: Israeli government/IDF “modern day Nazis” CONFIRMED Direct IHRA illustrative example; framework-
dependent otherwise. HIGH

AK-05 Aug. 25: “dancing Israelis” / 9/11 material CONFIRMED AS SPEECH Real detention predicate; foreknowledge not 
established. MED-HIGH

AK-06 Oct. 2025 Larry Ellison hand-rubbing dispute CONFIRMED VISUAL DISPUTE; 
INTENT UNPROVEN

Potential Happy Merchant resemblance; non-
dispositive. MED

AK-07 Dec. 4: “The Jewish lobby does control the U.S.” CONFIRMED Direct classic Jewish government-control trope. VERY HIGH

AK-08 Feb. 18: U.S. “fully occupied and controlled by Israel” CONFIRMED Recurrent hidden-control rhetoric. HIGH

AK-09 Feb. 26: “the goyim are waking…” CONFIRMED Established antisemitic-coded catchphrase in 
conspiracy context. HIGH

AK-10 Apr. 9: Israel-linked blackmail “actual system” CONFIRMED AS CLAIM; CORE 
THESIS UNPROVEN Strong Nexus-type hidden-control concern. HIGH

AK-11 Finkelstein admiration / favorite episodes CONFIRMED Contextual affinity/normalization only. HIGH

AK-12 Rectenwald bridge to Finkelstein phrase CONFIRMED Medium contextual normalization; not attribution. HIGH

AK-13 Explicit rejection of Jew-hatred / Talmud generalization CONFIRMED COUNTEREVIDENCE Constrains subjective-motive inference. HIGH

AK-14 Behavior-level person label SUPPORTED Pattern threshold crossed. HIGH

AK-15 Subjective hatred of Jews as Jews NOT ESTABLISHED Private motive cannot be inferred confidently. HIGH
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7. Evidence chronology: 2025-2026
Date Episode / issue Forensic significance

6 Aug 2025 TYT Gaza / occupation segment Government called “modern day Nazis”; then direct address to Israelis collectively invoking 
slaughter, “God’s chosen people,” superiority and demonic behavior. [S01]

9 Aug 2025 X post: America “occupied and controlled by 
the Israelis” First clean control/occupation formula in recovered 2025 sequence. [S03]

25 Aug 2025 StopAntisemitism response Kasparian confirms “Israel controls the United States,” stands by Nazi language, discusses 9/11 
“dancing Israelis,” and sharply distinguishes Jews from Israel. [S02]

20 Oct 2025 Larry Ellison / Happy Merchant response Denies intentional meme imitation; acknowledges prior exposure to image but says target was 
Ellison specifically. [S24]

4 Dec 2025 Piers Morgan panel Explicitly says “The Jewish lobby does control the U.S.” after accusation is read back to her. 
[S04]

4 Feb 2026 Rectenwald / Anti-Zionist America PAC Calls Finkelstein “amazing”; challenges “Jewish elite” tweet, then accepts a narrowed 
explanation enough to move on and asks whether PAC contacted Finkelstein. [S14]

18 Feb 2026 TYT “Brink of War” United States described as “fully occupied and controlled by Israel and their interests”; 
repeated later in segment. [S13]

26-27 Feb 2026 X / “goyim” controversy Uses “the goyim are waking” formula and refuses to apologize. [S05-S07]

4 Mar 2026 TYT Talmud viewer message Refuses to generalize from Talmud excerpts; explicitly tells viewers not to hate Jewish people 
and says she has no hatred for Judaism. [S19]

9 Apr 2026 Megyn Kelly Show Says Israel lobby and blackmail are part of U.S.-Israel relationship; describes an “actual system” 
to blackmail powerful people into serving Israel. [S20]

27 Apr 2026 TYT family-targeting segment Again says neither she nor Cenk attack Jews; explicitly distinguishes Judaism from political 
ideology. [S23]

28 May 2026 Candace Owens interview Calls Owens’s Finkelstein and Bassem Youssef episodes among her favorites. [S17]

4 Jun 2026 Finkelstein at São Paulo book fair Finkelstein publicly disparages Kasparian and Hasan Piker, showing admiration is not clearly 
reciprocal. [S18]
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8. Dossier A - “The Jewish lobby does control the U.S.”
8.1 December 4, 2025: the cleanest direct item
During a Piers Morgan panel, Hen Mazzig summarizes several accusations against Kasparian and says that she claimed 
“the Jewish lobby controls the U.S.” At approximately 09:27, Kasparian responds directly:

“The Jewish lobby does control the U.S.” — Piers Morgan panel, 4 Dec 2025 [S04]

This is stronger evidence than an analyst paraphrasing “Israel lobby” as “Jewish lobby.” The phrase was supplied to 
Kasparian in the accusation and she affirmatively adopted it rather than correcting the noun. The sentence therefore has 
unusually high evidentiary value for the content-level question.

8.2 Why “lobby” criticism is not the problem by itself
Pro-Israel political spending is real. United Democracy Project is a registered independent-expenditure-only committee, 
and FEC data document substantial spending. Named organizations, donors, lobbying strategies, independent 
expenditures, candidate pressure and policy alignment are legitimate subjects of investigation. [S22]
The analytic boundary is the move from a specific organization or network to a generalized ethnoreligious mechanism - 
“the Jewish lobby” - and from influence or pressure to categorical control. The historical trope is not “a Jewish donor made 
a donation”; it is that Jews collectively or as a hidden bloc control governments.

8.3 Framework result
JDA’s classic-control guidance, Nexus’s sinister-control analysis, and AJC’s terminology guidance converge here. AJC 
specifically warns that “Jewish lobby” becomes antisemitic when used to describe Jewish control of Washington. [S09-S12]

DOSSIER A VERDICT

CONFIRMED ANTISEMITIC STATEMENT - VERY HIGH CONFIDENCE. This item alone establishes act-level 
antisemitic rhetoric. The person-level behavioral label still depends on recurrence, which the remaining 
dossiers supply.
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9. Dossier B - “Occupied and controlled”: the Israel-control sequence
9.1 August 9, 2025: “occupied and controlled by the Israelis”
An archived capture of Kasparian’s X post states that the United States is “occupied and controlled by the Israelis” and 
frames the political choice as loyalty to America versus the country occupying it. [S03] The target is not literally “Jews,” but 
“the Israelis” is a people-level plural rather than the Israeli cabinet, AIPAC, or a named donor network.

9.2 August 25: explicit confirmation of the control thesis
“I did say that Israel controls the United States, and I meant it.” — TYT, 25 Aug 2025, ~00:56 [S02]

Kasparian then attributes lawmakers’ behavior primarily to AIPAC pressure/money and raises the possibility of blackmail. 
This surrounding context matters because it identifies mechanisms she believes are concrete rather than mystical. Yet the 
conclusion “controls the United States” is far stronger than “has substantial influence” and leaves little room for 
congressional agency, strategic alignment, evangelical politics, defense-industry interests, public opinion, party ideology or 
ordinary alliance behavior.

9.3 February 18, 2026: recurrence and escalation
“This is a country just fully occupied and controlled by Israel and their interests.” — TYT, 18 Feb 2026, ~01:04 [S13]

Later in the same episode she again describes the government as occupied by Israel’s interests and predicts future U.S. 
wars on the basis that Israel controls American decision-making. Repetition across six months weakens an “isolated 
hyperbole” explanation.

9.4 ZOG-adjacent structure without mind-reading
“Zionist Occupied Government” (ZOG) is a white-supremacist conspiracy formula claiming the U.S. government is 
controlled by Jews. [S08] Kasparian does not use the acronym and repeatedly says she is talking about Israel rather than 
Jews. V1 therefore does not claim conscious adoption of ZOG ideology. It does find structural resemblance - especially after 
the December “Jewish lobby” statement removes the clean separation between Israel-control and Jewish-control rhetoric.

DOSSIER B VERDICT

CONFIRMED RECURRENT HIDDEN-CONTROL RHETORIC. “Occupied/controlled” language is not dispositive in 
isolation, but becomes strong cumulative evidence when paired with the explicit “Jewish lobby” statement and 
the later “goyim” formula.
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10. Dossier C - “The goyim are waking”
10.1 The February 2026 post
In an X exchange defending Tucker Carlson’s anti-war posture, Kasparian wrote the core formula “the goyim are waking” 
with profanity and then refused to apologize the following day. JTA and Mediaite preserved the sequence 
contemporaneously. [S05-S06]

10.2 “Goyim” versus the phrase as a whole
“Goy”/“goyim” is an ordinary Hebrew/Yiddish term for non-Jews in many contexts and is not inherently antisemitic. The 
classification turns on the phrase construction and surrounding discourse, not on the dictionary meaning of one word.
ADL’s hate-symbol database identifies “The Goyim Know/Shut It Down” as an antisemitic catchphrase associated with alt-
right/white-supremacist communities, historically used to suggest that non-Jews are awakening to secret Jewish 
manipulation of media, banks or governments. [S07]

10.3 Why context strengthens rather than weakens the concern
A person could theoretically quote or parody the formula while condemning it. Kasparian did not present it as a warning 
about antisemitism; she deployed it affirmatively during a dispute over Israel, Jewish accusations of antisemitism, and 
American political control. By February 2026 she had already said “the Jewish lobby does control the U.S.” This chronology 
materially increases the probability that the phrase activates its established conspiratorial meaning, even if Kasparian 
subjectively understands her target as Zionists rather than Jews.

10.4 Counter-context
Her next-day defense again directs anger toward Israel and “Israelis and their ... supporters,” not Jews in general. She has 
also publicly praised Jewish anti-Zionists. That counterevidence should constrain motive inference. It does not erase the 
content-level fact that “goyim are waking” is a historically coded Jew/non-Jew conspiracy formula rather than an 
Israel/non-Israel distinction.

DOSSIER C VERDICT

CONFIRMED CODED ANTISEMITIC RHETORIC - HIGH CONFIDENCE. The finding is based on phrase provenance 
plus Kasparian’s own preceding control rhetoric, not on the mere use of the word “goyim.”
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11. Dossier D - Israelis, “God’s chosen people,” and collective essentialization
11.1 August 6, 2025: shift from government to population
The first half of the TYT clip attacks Netanyahu, Israeli policy, settlements, U.S. support and the Israeli government. At 
roughly 06:02 Kasparian changes grammatical target and addresses “any Israelis watching.” [S01]

“It’s not because you’re Jewish. It’s because you slaughter innocent people. It’s because you think you’re God’s chosen 
people…” — TYT, 6 Aug 2025, ~06:48 [S01]

She later says “you guys” slaughter people, steal land, think they are better than others, and feel entitled to U.S. tax dollars. 
The important forensic feature is not the intensity of her moral condemnation. It is the movement from government/IDF 
conduct to a population-level psychological and theological essence.

11.2 Mitigating evidence inside the same clip
Kasparian twice says hostility is “not because” Israelis are Jewish and explicitly notes that many Jews worldwide oppose 
Israel. She also says that earlier in the war she could separate a country from its government. Those statements materially 
weaken an inference that she consciously means “Jews” whenever she says “Israelis.”

11.3 Why “chosen people” changes the category
The phrase invokes a specifically Jewish theological concept. Jewish chosenness is not straightforwardly a racial or moral-
superiority doctrine; mainstream formulations commonly describe covenant, religious obligation or vocation. Kasparian’s 
construction uses chosenness as evidence of collective superiority while directly addressing Israelis as a group. That moves 
the rhetoric beyond merely calling a state criminal or racist.

11.4 Blood-libel precision
V1 does NOT call this a literal blood libel. Classical blood libel concerns accusations that Jews ritually murder non-Jews, 
especially children, for religious purposes. Kasparian’s argument concerns alleged wartime killing. The better classification 
is collective demonization and religious essentialization with anti-Jewish resonance.

DOSSIER D VERDICT

CONFIRMED COLLECTIVE / RELIGIOUS ESSENTIALIZATION. Strong cumulative antisemitism evidence; not a 
standalone literal blood-libel finding.
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12. Dossier E - Nazi inversion and “modern day Nazis”
12.1 Direct wording
In the August 6 TYT segment, Kasparian says the United States is “aiding and abetting modern day Nazis” and identifies the 
current Israeli government as the referent. [S01] On August 25, while responding to an accusation, she clarifies that she 
meant IDF members committing war crimes and the Israeli government, then says she stands by the “modern day Nazis” 
formulation. [S02]

12.2 Framework split
IHRA expressly lists comparing contemporary Israeli policy to Nazi policy as an illustrative example that may constitute 
antisemitism when context supports it. [S10] JDA and Nexus do not treat every Nazi analogy to Israel as automatically 
antisemitic; they require broader context and focus more heavily on anti-Jewish stereotyping, collective blame, or classic 
trope activation.

12.3 Why this dossier is supporting, not necessary
The report does not need to win the contested debate over IHRA’s Nazi-comparison example. Removing every Nazi analogy 
leaves the “Jewish lobby” statement, “goyim” formula, repeated “occupied/controlled” rhetoric, collective chosenness 
rhetoric, and hidden-blackmail thesis. This makes the final finding more robust than one built around Holocaust inversion 
alone.

DOSSIER E VERDICT

IHRA: DIRECT ILLUSTRATIVE HIT. JDA/NEXUS: FRAMEWORK-DEPENDENT. Important supporting evidence, but 
not necessary to the V1 person-level conclusion.
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13. Dossier F - Epstein, Israeli government, and blackmail-system claims
13.1 April 9, 2026: causal escalation
On The Megyn Kelly Show, Kasparian argues that Israel exercises unusual influence over U.S. policy. She says the Israel 
lobby is part of the explanation and that blackmail is part of it. At roughly 01:05:04 she adds:

“I think that there is an actual system in place to blackmail… people in positions of power to carry out the best interests 
of Israel.” — Megyn Kelly Show, 9 Apr 2026 [S20]

She cites reporting on Epstein’s relationships and says investigators drew direct links to the Israeli government. The 
transcript then reflects a categorical assertion that Epstein was working for the Israeli government, followed by her 
statement that she will keep speaking what she regards as the truth. [S20]

13.2 Separate the factual ladder
• Epstein had extensive relationships with powerful political and business figures - established.
• Epstein had important relationships with Israeli figures, including former prime minister Ehud Barak - established.
• Released documents can justify investigation of intelligence links or surveillance arrangements - legitimate subject of 

inquiry.
• Epstein was definitively an Israeli intelligence asset - not established by the public record reviewed here.
• Israel operated a systematic Epstein-based blackmail apparatus to control U.S. leaders - not established by the public 

record reviewed here.
• That apparatus explains U.S. policy toward Israel - not established.

13.3 External reality check
Reuters reported in February 2026 that speculation had linked Epstein to Russian, Israeli or U.S. intelligence, but no 
definitive proof had surfaced linking him to any intelligence agency. [S21] That does not make every intelligence 
hypothesis false; it prevents the categorical “system” claim from being treated as established fact.

13.4 Antisemitism relevance
An evidence-based report proving a Mossad operation would not become antisemitic merely because Israel is involved. 
The relevant problem is the repeated presentation of an inadequately established secret Israel-linked mechanism as the 
causal explanation for American government behavior - adjacent to explicit Jewish-control rhetoric. That is precisely the 
kind of hidden-hand structure Nexus instructs analysts to distinguish from ordinary policy criticism. [S12]

DOSSIER F VERDICT

FACTUAL STATUS: CORE BLACKMAIL-SYSTEM THESIS NOT ESTABLISHED. ANTISEMITISM STATUS: STRONG 
NEXUS-TYPE HIDDEN-CONTROL CONCERN IN THE CUMULATIVE CONTEXT.



PANGBURN FORENSIC ANALYSIS  |  ANA KASPARIAN  |  ANTISEMITISM  |  VERSION 1

Evidence cut-off: 21 August 2026  |  Independent adversarial evidence audit  |  Page 17

14. Dossier G - 9/11 “dancing Israelis” and secondary trope-risk items
14.1 What Kasparian said
In the August 25 response, Kasparian discusses the well-known “dancing Israelis” story and the detention of Israeli 
employees connected to Urban Moving Systems. [S02] The episode has a genuine historical predicate: five Israeli nationals 
were detained and investigated after witnesses reported suspicious behavior on September 11, 2001. The critical 
evidentiary question is what follows from that predicate.

14.2 What the predicate does not establish
Detention, counterintelligence investigation, unusual conduct or possible intelligence interest does not by itself establish 
prior knowledge of the 9/11 attacks or Israeli orchestration. V1 therefore separates “the incident happened” from stronger 
conspiracy conclusions. Kasparian’s treatment tends to compress that distinction and is best classified as conspiracy 
amplification / overreach rather than a dispositive antisemitism item.

14.3 “Children and money” formulation
Contemporary reporting also preserved a Kasparian formulation directed at an Israeli interlocutor combining accusations 
of killing children with “shaking us down for money.” The underlying predicates - civilian deaths in Gaza and U.S. funding 
for Israel - are real political subjects. The wording nevertheless combines historically sensitive child-killing and money-
extraction motifs. Because the direct source context is less complete than the core dossiers, V1 treats this as supporting 
cumulative trope resonance, not as a literal blood-libel finding.

14.4 Why these items are non-dispositive
Both items can be removed entirely. The core behavioral result remains. Keeping them at lower weight is methodologically 
important because reputational reports lose reliability when every controversial Israel comment is forced into the 
strongest possible antisemitism category.

DOSSIER G VERDICT

9/11 MATERIAL: FACTUAL PREDICATE REAL, STRONGER FOREKNOWLEDGE IMPLICATION NOT ESTABLISHED. 
CHILD/MONEY RHETORIC: SUPPORTING TROPE RESONANCE ONLY. Neither item is needed for the final label.
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15. Dossier H - Larry Ellison / “Happy Merchant” visual allegation
15.1 The allegation
Critics argued that a hand-rubbing gesture Kasparian made while discussing billionaire Larry Ellison resembled the 
antisemitic “Happy Merchant” caricature. The context - a Jewish billionaire, money, media power and influence - makes 
the visual resemblance legitimately worth scrutinizing.

15.2 Kasparian’s response
On October 20, 2025, Kasparian said she had seen the image online but did not know it was called the “Happy Merchant” 
meme and denied intentionally reproducing it. She said her target was Ellison as a specific individual, not Jews. [S24] The 
program then played a broader context in which she again rejected conflating a state or a billionaire with Jewish people 
generally.

15.3 Evidentiary limit
Visual similarity does not establish intent. An antisemitic caricature can be reproduced knowingly, unknowingly, 
coincidentally, or through generic villain/body-language conventions. Without stronger evidence of deliberate imitation, 
the item cannot bear substantial weight in a person-level finding.

DOSSIER H VERDICT

AMBIGUOUS VISUAL / INTENT NOT ESTABLISHED. Contextual only. V1 would remain unchanged if this incident 
were removed from the record.
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16. Dossier I - Norman Finkelstein: admiration, affinity, and normalization
16.1 Direct praise
During the February 4, 2026 TYT interview with Michael Rectenwald, Kasparian lists Jewish anti-Zionist figures as evidence 
that anti-Zionism does not entail hatred of Jews. At approximately 01:41:08 she says Jeffrey Sachs is “amazing” and then 
says the same of Finkelstein. [S14]

16.2 Favorite-episode evidence
In her May 28, 2026 conversation with Candace Owens, Kasparian says she appreciates Owens’s willingness to host figures 
such as Norman Finkelstein and Bassem Youssef, describing those appearances as among her favorite episodes. [S17] This 
establishes more than incidental awareness: she actively consumes and values Finkelstein’s commentary.

16.3 What admiration proves - and what it does not
Admiring a controversial scholar is not equivalent to endorsing every statement that scholar has ever made. Finkelstein 
has a large corpus spanning international law, Gaza, the Holocaust, academic freedom and U.S. politics. Association alone 
would be an invalid route to a person-level antisemitism label.
The connection becomes more relevant only when three conditions converge: (1) Kasparian affirmatively praises him; (2) 
she treats him as an authority within an anti-Zionist political coalition; and (3) she independently reproduces similar 
hidden-control structures in her own speech. Even then, his rhetoric remains contextual evidence, not borrowed guilt.

16.4 Connection rating
Dimension Finding

Public admiration CONFIRMED - HIGH

Ideological affinity on Israel/Zionism SUPPORTED - HIGH

Consumption/promotion of his appearances CONFIRMED - HIGH

Formal collaboration NOT ESTABLISHED

Personal friendship NOT ESTABLISHED

Financial relationship NOT ESTABLISHED

Mutual intellectual alliance NOT ESTABLISHED; later evidence is publicly dismissive from Finkelstein
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17. Dossier J - Rectenwald / Anti-Zionist America PAC and the Finkelstein 
bridge
17.1 Kasparian actively tests the boundary
The Rectenwald interview is stronger evidence than mere platforming because Kasparian explicitly raises a prior post in 
which Rectenwald referred to a “Jewish elite” that “must be physically removed.” [S14] Her willingness to confront this is 
exculpatory: she recognizes that anti-Zionism can become anti-Jewish hostility and asks what he meant.

17.2 Rectenwald’s explanation
Rectenwald calls the phrase a joke based on a libertarian meme, then says his intended target was what Finkelstein calls 
the “Jewish supremacist billionaire class,” which Rectenwald says is running the country. Kasparian responds, “No, I get 
what you’re saying,” and immediately asks whether the PAC has spoken with Finkelstein. [S14]

17.3 The Finkelstein recruitment question
At approximately 01:44:57 Kasparian asks whether Anti-Zionist America PAC has contacted Finkelstein and whether he is 
interested. Rectenwald says they have reached out but have not been able to contact him, and that they would welcome 
him on the board and value his advice and knowledge. [S14]

17.4 Forensic interpretation
This does NOT show Kasparian recruiting Finkelstein herself, nor that Finkelstein joined or coordinated with the PAC. It 
does show that after hearing a “Jewish supremacist billionaire class” explanation, Kasparian treats Finkelstein as a natural 
and desirable intellectual participant in the project. The normalization weight is therefore medium: more than passive 
silence, less than explicit endorsement of every premise.

DOSSIER J VERDICT

CONFIRMED IDEOLOGICAL / NETWORK AFFINITY; NO FORMAL FINKELSTEIN-PAC LINK ESTABLISHED. The 
strongest evidentiary value lies in the sequence of challenge  narrowed Jewish-power explanation  → →
acceptance enough to proceed  Finkelstein recruitment question.→
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18. Dossier K - Finkelstein rhetoric in context and reciprocal asymmetry
18.1 Why Finkelstein’s own wording matters contextually
Finkelstein has publicly used the phrase “Jewish supremacist billionaire class” in interviews and published conversations 
about donor influence, universities and political power. TRT World’s 2024 segment is explicitly titled around “Jewish elites 
and their influence in the US,” and a Columbia Political Review interview preserves the phrase in his own answer. [S15-
S16]
The existence of the phrase does not resolve whether every underlying donor-power claim is false. Wealthy named donors 
can exercise real power. The antisemitism issue is the aggregation of a Jewish class as the explanatory unit, especially 
when political control is attributed to it. Finkelstein himself has acknowledged in another interview that discussions of 
“Jews and money” can readily feed stereotypes, while continuing to defend his substantive claim.

18.2 Why Kasparian cannot simply inherit Finkelstein’s statements
The report explicitly rejects the inference “Finkelstein said X; Kasparian likes Finkelstein; therefore Kasparian believes X.” 
Host praise is weak-to-moderate contextual evidence unless the host adopts the proposition. Here, the person-level case 
already exists independently from Kasparian’s “Jewish lobby” sentence and related control rhetoric.

18.3 The relationship is not clearly reciprocal
At a São Paulo book fair on June 4, 2026, Folha de S.Paulo reported Finkelstein dismissing media figures “like Ana 
Kasparian and Hasan Piker” as having the combined IQ of a brick. [S18] Whatever one thinks of the insult, it is useful 
evidence against portraying Kasparian and Finkelstein as close collaborators or mutually admiring partners.

DOSSIER K VERDICT

FINKELSTEIN CONNECTION: INTELLECTUAL ADMIRATION AND IDEOLOGICAL AFFINITY CONFIRMED. CLOSE 
PERSONAL OR FORMAL RELATIONSHIP NOT ESTABLISHED. RECIPROCAL ADMIRATION IS CONTRADICTED BY 
AT LEAST ONE 2026 PUBLIC REMARK.
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19. Factual-reliability stress test
Antisemitism classification becomes more reliable when ordinary factual disputes are separated from trope analysis. The 
table below tests predicates that matter to the strongest control/conspiracy claims.
Claim Verdict Forensic note

Pro-Israel money has major electoral influence SUPPORTED FEC records document substantial independent expenditures; this makes 
specific lobbying criticism legitimate. [S22]

“Israel controls the United States” OVERSTATED / NON-FALSIFIABLE 
AS STATED Real influence does not establish categorical control of a pluralistic state.

America is literally “occupied” by Israel/Israelis FALSE LITERALLY / RHETORICAL No foreign occupation exists; this is metaphorical control rhetoric.

AIPAC pressure can alter political incentives SUPPORTED Political spending, endorsements, donor pressure and primary challenges can 
matter.

Epstein had major Israeli political connections SUPPORTED Relationships justify scrutiny; does not by itself prove intelligence direction.

Epstein definitively worked for Israeli intelligence NOT ESTABLISHED Reuters found no definitive proof linking him to any intelligence service. [S21]

Israel operates an “actual system” of Epstein-
based blackmail controlling U.S. officials NOT ESTABLISHED Missing causal bridge: authenticated orders, kompromat, threats, operational 

files or credible first-hand testimony.

Five Israelis were detained after suspicious 9/11 
behavior

SUPPORTED HISTORICAL 
PREDICATE Does not establish foreknowledge or orchestration.

Jewish theology teaches collective racial 
supremacy via “chosen people”

MISLEADING AS A 
GENERALIZATION

Mainstream Jewish understandings of chosenness are not reducible to racial 
superiority.

Finkelstein uses “Jewish supremacist billionaire 
class” language CONFIRMED Relevant to Kasparian affinity, but not attributable to her absent adoption. [S15-

S16]

19.1 The causal-bridge test
Influence claims are often built from many individually real facts: donations, lobbying, access, ideological affinity, military 
cooperation, donor threats, media ownership, or relationships with Epstein. A covert-control thesis requires an additional 
bridge showing that those facts form a coordinated mechanism that causes the claimed outcome. “These facts fit my 
theory” is not equivalent to “these facts establish my theory.”

19.2 Why factual reliability matters to antisemitism
A prejudice trope can be factually true in a particular case; classification does not turn on falsity alone. But when the trope 
specifically alleges secret control, unsupported certainty becomes central. Repeatedly interpreting U.S. policy through an 
unproven hidden-control mechanism increases the plausibility that a pre-existing ideological template is doing 
explanatory work.
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20. Counterevidence and symmetry controls
20.1 March 4 Talmud response
When a viewer referenced offensive passages in the Talmud, Kasparian declined to extrapolate isolated text into a 
statement about what Jews believe. Around 01:58:07 she says she is not a theologian and does not want to pull passages out 
and declare “this is what they believe.” She then tells viewers not to hate Jewish people and says Jews generally are not 
responsible for Israel’s government. [S19]

20.2 Explicit rejection of private Jew-hatred
In the same segment Kasparian says she has no hatred for Jewish people or the Jewish religion, describes Jewish 
Americans as fellow Americans, and calls hatred based simply on religion or ethnicity wrong. [S19] This is strong 
counterevidence against the psychological claim “Kasparian privately hates Jews as Jews.”

20.3 April 27 distinction
Kasparian later says neither she nor Cenk attacks Jews, says she has no issue with Judaism, and frames her objection as a 
political ideology and state conduct rather than the Jewish population. [S23] Repetition makes this more probative than a 
one-off disclaimer issued only after controversy.

20.4 Counterevidence inside inflammatory clips
Even in the August 6 “chosen people” segment she says hostility is “not because you’re Jewish” and points to Jews who 
protest Israel. [S01] In the August 25 response she repeatedly denies saying “Jews” and condemns conflating Israeli actors 
with Jews worldwide. [S02]

20.5 What this counterevidence can and cannot do
It meaningfully reduces the probability that her behavior is best explained by explicit, undifferentiated Jew-hatred. It 
cannot make a confirmed Jewish-control statement non-antisemitic. The coherent synthesis is that Kasparian may 
sincerely reject hatred of Jews while still reproducing antisemitic control and conspiracy structures in her political 
rhetoric.

COUNTEREVIDENCE RESULT

STRONG AGAINST SUBJECTIVE JEW-HATRED; INSUFFICIENT TO ERASE CONFIRMED CONTENT-LEVEL 
ANTISEMITISM. Intent and message classification move independently.
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21. Pattern analysis: recurrence, independence, escalation, convergence
21.1 Independent-episode test
The strongest incidents are distributed across different settings: TYT monologues (August 2025 and February 2026), an X 
post, a Piers Morgan panel, a Megyn Kelly interview, and a separate X dispute. They are not one emotional rant or one 
edited clip. Independence substantially raises the evidentiary value of recurrence.

21.2 Multi-family test
Family Examples Status

Jewish / Israel hidden control “Jewish lobby controls U.S.”; Israel/Israelis occupy/control America CONFIRMED / recurrent

Coded antisemitic language “the goyim are waking” CONFIRMED

Collective/religious essentialization Israelis addressed as slaughterers invoking “God’s chosen people” and 
superiority CONFIRMED

Secret blackmail mechanism Israel-linked “actual system” blackmailing powerful people CONFIRMED AS CLAIM; factual thesis unproven

Holocaust/Nazi inversion Israeli government/IDF “modern day Nazis” CONFIRMED; framework-dependent outside IHRA

Platforming / normalization Finkelstein admiration, favorite episodes, PAC-network discussion CONFIRMED; contextual only

21.3 Escalation sequence
The most revealing trajectory is semantic. The 2025 rhetoric begins with “Israel” and “Israelis” controlling or occupying 
America. By December, the noun becomes explicitly “the Jewish lobby.” By February, Kasparian deploys a Jew/non-Jew 
coded awakening formula. By April, a secret blackmail mechanism is described as an “actual system.” This is not proof of a 
hidden internal ideology; it is evidence of public-rhetoric convergence.

21.4 Convergence versus one-framework dependence
A robust result should not collapse if one framework is rejected. Here the explicit Jewish-lobby statement aligns with broad 
antisemitism scholarship; “goyim are waking” has documented extremist provenance; the hidden-control sequence maps 
to Nexus; and the Nazi analogy independently maps to IHRA. Multiple pathways converge on the same behavior-level 
concern.

PATTERN RESULT

RECURRENT + INDEPENDENT + MULTI-FAMILY + ESCALATING. This combination, rather than any single 
controversial Israel opinion, is what supports the person-level behavioral adjudication.
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22. Robustness / sensitivity analysis
V1 intentionally stress-tests the conclusion by deleting evidence favorable to the prosecution.
Sensitivity test Evidence removed Result

Remove Larry Ellison visual Drops all Happy Merchant inference Behavioral label still supported.

Remove child/money secondary item Drops possible blood-libel/money resonance Behavioral label still supported.

Remove all Finkelstein evidence Drops admiration, PAC link and normalization analysis Behavioral label still supported.

Reject IHRA Nazi-comparison example Drops “modern day Nazis” from antisemitism count Behavioral label still supported.

Treat all AIPAC criticism as legitimate Already the report’s baseline Behavioral label still supported.

Treat Epstein-Israel intelligence hypothesis as 
open Drop the blackmail dossier entirely Behavioral label still supported.

Use only Kasparian direct/near-direct words Jewish lobby; occupation/control; goyim; chosen people; Nazi 
analogy; blackmail system Behavioral label supported.

Require explicit Jewish target Retain only “Jewish lobby” plus goyim coding and 
counterevidence

Act-level antisemitism established; person-level label 
remains supportable but less overdetermined.

22.1 Why sensitivity analysis matters
Reputational investigations are especially vulnerable to “pile-on” logic: once a thesis becomes emotionally attractive, 
analysts may treat every ambiguous item as confirmation. Sensitivity analysis asks whether the conclusion survives if the 
weakest evidence is presumed innocent. Here it does.

22.2 Minimal sufficient set
The smallest high-confidence set capable of supporting the pattern consists of: (1) “The Jewish lobby does control the U.S.”; 
(2) recurrent “occupied/controlled by Israel/Israelis” formulations; (3) “the goyim are waking”; and (4) the August 6 
collective chosen-people essentialization. The remaining dossiers increase context and robustness but are not necessary.
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23. Alternative explanations
23.1 Hyperbolic anti-war polemic
Kasparian is an unusually forceful polemicist and often uses maximalist language. Hyperbole can explain why “influence” 
becomes “control” or why government misconduct becomes “Nazis.” It does not fully explain why the category shifts to 
“Jewish lobby” or why an established Jew/non-Jew conspiracy catchphrase is deployed.

23.2 Intense anti-Israel hostility without anti-Jewish hostility
This explanation captures substantial evidence. Kasparian repeatedly says Jews are not Israel and appears genuinely 
angered by attempts to make Jews collectively responsible for the state. It is likely part of the psychological picture. Yet 
content classification does not disappear when a speaker believes the target is political: classic anti-Jewish tropes can be 
reproduced through Israel/Zionism rhetoric, especially where the speaker explicitly says “Jewish lobby.”

23.3 Generalized conspiracism / institutional distrust
Kasparian may be prone to high-confidence hidden-mechanism explanations across topics. If so, that reduces the 
specificity of any one Israel conspiracy as evidence of anti-Jewish motive. But generalized conspiracism can still instantiate 
antisemitic content when it adopts historically Jewish-coded mechanisms.

23.4 Foreign-policy betrayal frame
Another explanation is nationalist: Kasparian sees pro-Israel policy as a betrayal of American sovereignty and therefore 
uses “occupation” language. The problem is that nationalist betrayal frames have historically been a common vessel for 
ethnic dual-loyalty and control myths. The fact that a general mechanism can be non-antisemitic does not immunize a 
specific instance after “the Jewish lobby” is made the controlling agent.

23.5 Most charitable integrated explanation
The strongest defense is that Kasparian consciously rejects Jew-hatred, is intensely hostile to Israeli policy, sincerely 
believes pro-Israel money and pressure distort U.S. decision-making, and uses hyperbolic language without appreciating 
the historical freight of the tropes she has adopted. V1 treats this as plausible. It is compatible with, rather than fatal to, a 
behavior-based antisemitism classification.
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24. Matched-standard comparison to the Kulinski analytic threshold
The attached Kulinski V2 report defines the person-level category behaviorally rather than through inaccessible private 
motive. V1 applies the same threshold to Kasparian: repeated, independently sourced antisemitic rhetoric across multiple 
trope families, with counterevidence preserved and ordinary Israel criticism excluded.
Dimension Kasparian V1 Matched-standard implication

Direct Jewish target “The Jewish lobby does control the U.S.” Stronger lexical directness than many Israel-only control 
formulations.

Israel/US hidden control Repeated “occupied/controlled” language + blackmail system Analogous hidden-hand family; factual predicates 
separately tested.

Collective demonization Israeli collective + chosenness/superiority/slaughter Population-level essentialization rather than state-only 
criticism.

Nazi inversion “modern day Nazis” Direct IHRA hit; not required under JDA/Nexus.

Coded language “the goyim are waking” Distinct additional trope family with documented far-
right provenance.

Platforming/affinity Finkelstein admiration; Rectenwald bridge Contextual only; no guilt by association.

Counterevidence Repeated explicit rejection of Jew-hatred Strongly constrains psychological label, not content label.

Behavioral threshold SUPPORTED - HIGH Same recurrence/multi-family logic as attached report.

This section does not claim equal severity, identical ideology, equal frequency, or identical intent across subjects. A 
matched-corpus ranking would require comparable hours, sampling rules, direct-speech versus guest-speech controls, and 
identical time windows.
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25. Steelman case for the person-level label
• The December 4 statement is not an interpretation of “Israel lobby” rhetoric; Kasparian herself affirmatively says “The 

Jewish lobby does control the U.S.”
• The Jewish-control statement is embedded in a months-long sequence of America being “occupied” and “controlled” by 

Israel or Israelis, making it harder to dismiss as one lexical slip.
• The “goyim are waking” phrase belongs to an established antisemitic conspiracy vocabulary in which non-Jews awaken 

to hidden Jewish manipulation; Kasparian used it affirmatively and refused to apologize.
• The August 6 segment shifts from government criticism to Israelis collectively and invokes specifically Jewish chosenness 

as part of a superiority/murderousness characterization.
• The April 2026 blackmail thesis supplies a covert-control mechanism asserted as an “actual system,” while definitive 

public proof remains absent.
• The Nazi comparison supplies an independent IHRA pathway; the label does not depend on it because other frameworks 

already capture separate content.
• The incidents occur across TYT, X, Piers Morgan and Megyn Kelly, reducing the probability that the pattern is an artifact 

of one editing context.
• Repeated denials of Jew-hatred do not logically negate antisemitic content; prejudice-relevant rhetoric can be 

reproduced through negligence, ideological filtering, or a belief that “Zionist/Israeli” categories fully sanitize a classic 
trope.

• Requiring a confession of hatred would set an unrealistically high burden rarely applied to other prejudice 
classifications.

25.1 Strongest prosecution in one paragraph
A publication does not need the Happy Merchant allegation, the 9/11 material, the child/money formulation, or any 
Finkelstein association. Kasparian’s own recovered words already show a recurrent sequence: “Jewish lobby” control of 
the U.S.; America occupied/controlled by Israel or Israelis; “goyim” awakening; collective chosen-people superiority 
rhetoric; and an alleged blackmail system directing American officials. Under a behavior-based standard, that is sufficient 
to establish a recurrent antisemitic public-rhetoric pattern.
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26. Steelman case against the person-level label
• Kasparian repeatedly and explicitly says Jews are not responsible for the Israeli government and tells audiences not to 

hate Jewish people.
• She refuses to generalize from Talmud passages to Judaism or Jewish belief and states that she has no hatred for Jewish 

religion.
• Many of her underlying political predicates are real: substantial pro-Israel political spending, U.S. military assistance, 

Israeli civilian-harm controversies, donor pressure, settlement violence, and real Epstein relationships with Israeli 
figures.

• “Israeli” is a nationality, not a synonym for Jew. Population-level hostility toward Israelis can be national prejudice or 
wartime demonization rather than antisemitism in the narrowest definition.

• IHRA’s Israel/Nazi example is controversial; JDA/Nexus are intentionally more protective of anti-Zionist speech.
• Foreign intelligence agencies really do conduct covert operations and blackmail; discussing Mossad or Israeli influence 

is not inherently antisemitic.
• Her rhetorical style is hyperbolic across political topics, which reduces the specificity of “control” language as evidence 

of anti-Jewish motive.
• Finkelstein admiration is not endorsement of every Finkelstein statement, and the available record does not establish a 

close personal or formal relationship.
• The strongest motive inference consistent with the record may be militant anti-Israel nationalism rather than hatred of 

Jews.

26.1 Strongest defense in one paragraph
The strongest defense is that Kasparian is an intensely anti-Israel, anti-war polemicist who sees pro-Israel lobbying as a 
sovereignty problem, frequently speaks in maximalist metaphors, and has become receptive to conspiratorial explanations 
of U.S. policy. She simultaneously and repeatedly rejects anti-Jewish hatred, praises Jewish anti-Zionists, and refuses 
theological generalization. On this view, her rhetoric is reckless and historically insensitive, but her actual psychological 
target remains the Israeli state and its political supporters. V1 accepts that this defense materially limits claims about 
private intent. It does not sufficiently explain away the explicit “Jewish lobby” control statement or the coded “goyim” 
phrase.
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27. Final adjudication
FINAL V1 FINDING

On the public record reviewed through 21 August 2026, it is supportable to describe Ana Kasparian as an 
antisemite under a behavior-based/public-rhetoric definition: she repeatedly engages in or propagates 
antisemitic control, coded-conspiracy, collective-essentialization, and Nazi-inversion rhetoric across 
independent episodes. Confidence: HIGH. This does not establish private hatred of Jews and does not classify 
ordinary anti-Zionism, AIPAC criticism, Gaza advocacy, or opposition to Netanyahu as antisemitic by default.

27.1 What exactly is established
Proposition V1 judgment

Kasparian has uttered content classifiable as antisemitic ESTABLISHED - HIGH CONFIDENCE

She explicitly said “The Jewish lobby does control the U.S.” ESTABLISHED - VERY HIGH CONFIDENCE

She repeatedly uses Israel/Israeli control or occupation rhetoric about America ESTABLISHED - HIGH CONFIDENCE

She used the “goyim are waking” formula in an affirmative political context ESTABLISHED - HIGH CONFIDENCE

The pattern is recurrent across independent episodes/trope families ESTABLISHED - HIGH CONFIDENCE

A behavior-based person-level label “antisemite” is warranted SUPPORTED - HIGH CONFIDENCE

Kasparian consciously intends harm to Jews or privately hates Jews NOT ESTABLISHED

All or most Kasparian criticism of Israel is antisemitic FALSE

Anti-Zionism itself proves antisemitism FALSE

Criticism of AIPAC or pro-Israel donors itself proves antisemitism FALSE

Finkelstein admiration proves endorsement of all Finkelstein rhetoric FALSE

27.2 Confidence discipline
“High confidence” is not a pseudo-statistical percentage. It means the behavioral conclusion survives removal of 
ambiguous visual evidence, secondary trope-resonance items, all Finkelstein association evidence, and the disputed IHRA 
Nazi-comparison rule. The private-hatred proposition remains unproven because the same corpus contains repeated direct 
statements inconsistent with undifferentiated Jew-hatred.
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28. Publication-safe language and language to avoid
28.1 Recommended public formulation

PUBLICATION-SAFE SUMMARY

“The cumulative public record supports describing Ana Kasparian as an antisemite in a behavior-based sense: 
across independent episodes she has explicitly said that ‘the Jewish lobby’ controls the United States, 
repeatedly described America as controlled or occupied by Israel/Israelis, used the far-right-coded ‘goyim are 
waking’ formula, and advanced other antisemitism-relevant collective and hidden-control rhetoric. This does 
not establish that she privately hates Jews. She has also repeatedly rejected hatred of Jewish people and 
distinguished Jews from the Israeli state.”

28.2 Also defensible technical formulation
“Kasparian’s public rhetoric repeatedly crosses recognized antisemitism boundaries under more than one framework. The 
strongest direct item is her explicit Jewish-government-control statement; the strongest pattern evidence is its recurrence 
alongside occupation/control language and coded ‘goyim’ rhetoric. The person-level finding is behavioral, not 
psychological.”

28.3 Avoid
• “Ana Kasparian hates Jews.” - private motive is not established and direct counterevidence cuts against that certainty.
• “Every anti-Israel thing Kasparian says is antisemitic.” - false and methodologically corrosive.
• “Kasparian proved Israel runs the United States.” - the control proposition is not established as fact.
• “Epstein was proven to be an Israeli blackmail agent.” - no definitive public proof reviewed here establishes that.
• “Kasparian literally accused Jews of ritual child murder.” - stronger than the recovered child/money context.
• “The Larry Ellison gesture proves she knowingly used the Happy Merchant.” - intent is not established.
• “Kasparian and Finkelstein are close partners.” - public admiration exists; formal or close personal coordination is not 

established.
• “Finkelstein’s statements are Kasparian’s statements.” - invalid attribution.
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29. What would change the conclusion
• A complete primary record showing the December 4 “Jewish lobby” line was mistranscribed or materially different 

would significantly weaken the cleanest direct item. The recovered near-primary transcript is presently clear.
• Evidence that Kasparian was quoting/parodying “the goyim are waking” in order to condemn the antisemitic meme 

would downgrade that dossier. Current context points the other way.
• Credible primary evidence proving an Israeli/Epstein blackmail system would transform the factual status of that dossier 

from unproven conspiracy to legitimate reporting, reducing one major hidden-control concern.
• A sustained pattern of explicit corrections - for example, replacing “control/occupation” with evidence-specific lobbying 

claims and repudiating the “Jewish lobby” and “goyim” language - could alter a future behavior-level classification.
• Conversely, new direct evidence of generalized anti-Jewish stereotypes, explicit collective blame, or conscious 

endorsement of far-right Jewish-control mythology would strengthen both the behavioral finding and the inference 
toward subjective prejudice.

• Additional pre-2025 archive review could change the temporal picture in either direction: it might reveal a longer 
pattern, or it might show that the 2025-2026 cluster is a sharp recent departure from years of careful distinctions.

29.1 Versioning rule
Because the person-level label is behavior-based, it is defeasible and time-sensitive. Future V2 revisions should record both 
aggravating and exculpatory developments rather than treating V1 as a permanent metaphysical judgment about 
character.
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30. Limitations
• The corpus is purposive, not random. It was constructed to investigate antisemitism allegations and therefore cannot 

estimate the fraction of Kasparian’s Israel coverage that is neutral, accurate, or non-antisemitic.
• Several sources are high-quality transcript mirrors rather than first-party video. Exact inflammatory wording should be 

preserved from original audio before litigation-sensitive publication.
• Frameworks disagree. IHRA, JDA and Nexus are analytic tools, not courts. No framework converts a rhetorical 

classification into a legal judgment.
• Israeli nationality, Jewish identity, Zionism and pro-Israel political advocacy overlap in some populations but are not 

synonyms. The report repeatedly resists automatic substitution among them.
• Real lobbying and donor influence exists. Treating all influence claims as antisemitic would itself be a major analytic 

error and would insulate legitimate political power from scrutiny.
• Intelligence and blackmail allegations require a higher factual burden than ordinary political opinion because the 

antisemitism-relevant mechanism is precisely secret control.
• Norman Finkelstein is a separate actor. His statements are used only to map Kasparian’s documented admiration and 

the content she encountered; they are never treated as Kasparian’s speech by association.
• The report cannot reliably infer private mental state. Explicit denials of Jew-hatred are evidence, not magical immunity; 

confirmed antisemitic statements are evidence, not mind-reading.
• This V1 does not attempt a complete factual adjudication of the Gaza war, genocide allegation, every Israeli military 

action, or every claim about U.S.-Israel strategy. Those matters are assessed only where necessary to test the rhetoric at 
issue.
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Appendix A - Master claim matrix
ID Claim Date Source Evidence Framework / weight

A01 Israeli government = “modern day Nazis” 6 Aug 2025 S01 CONFIRMED IHRA direct example; supporting

A02 Israelis + slaughter + “God’s chosen people” 6 Aug 2025 S01 CONFIRMED Collective/religious essentialization; strong

A03 America “occupied and controlled by the Israelis” 9 Aug 2025 S03 CONFIRMED archive Hidden-control; strong

A04 “Israel controls the United States” 25 Aug 2025 S02 CONFIRMED Control rhetoric; strong

A05 Blackmail possibility raised 25 Aug 2025 S02 CONFIRMED Early hidden-control mechanism; supporting

A06 “Dancing Israelis” 9/11 narrative 25 Aug 2025 S02 CONFIRMED AS SPEECH Factual overreach risk; non-dispositive

A07 Larry Ellison gesture / Happy Merchant allegation Oct 2025 S24 AMBIGUOUS Intent not established; weak

A08 “The Jewish lobby does control the U.S.” 4 Dec 2025 S04 CONFIRMED Direct classic Jewish-control trope; dispositive act-level 
item

A09 Finkelstein “amazing” 4 Feb 2026 S14 CONFIRMED Affinity only; contextual

A10 Rectenwald invokes Finkelstein Jewish-billionaire phrase; 
Kasparian “gets” explanation 4 Feb 2026 S14 CONFIRMED Normalization context; medium

A11 Asks whether PAC contacted Finkelstein 4 Feb 2026 S14 CONFIRMED Network/ideological affinity; medium

A12 U.S. fully “occupied and controlled by Israel” 18 Feb 2026 S13 CONFIRMED Hidden-control recurrence; strong

A13 “Goyim are waking” 26 Feb 2026 S05-S07 CONFIRMED Coded antisemitic catchphrase; strong

A14 Rejects Talmud/Jew generalization and Jew-hatred 4 Mar 2026 S19 CONFIRMED Strong counterevidence

A15 Israel-linked blackmail “actual system” 9 Apr 2026 S20 CONFIRMED AS CLAIM Nexus-type hidden control; factual thesis unproven

A16 Rejects attacks on Jews / Judaism 27 Apr 2026 S23 CONFIRMED Strong counterevidence

A17 Finkelstein episode among favorites 28 May 2026 S17 CONFIRMED Affinity/context only

A18 Finkelstein publicly disparages Kasparian 4 Jun 2026 S18 CONFIRMED Counter to close mutual-alliance inference

A19 Behavioral label “antisemite” Cumulative Pattern SUPPORTED High confidence

A20 Subjective Jew-hatred Cumulative Counterevidence NOT ESTABLISHED Do not claim
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Appendix B - Quote and timestamp ledger
ID Wording / issue Date Timestamp Conf. Publication note

Q01 “modern day Nazis” - Israeli government 6 Aug 2025 ~04:03 HIGH Direct TYT transcript [S01].

Q02 Israelis + “God’s chosen people” 6 Aug 2025 ~06:48 HIGH Direct TYT transcript; preserve audio [S01].

Q03 “occupied and controlled by the Israelis” 9 Aug 2025 X post HIGH Archived post capture [S03].

Q04 “Israel controls the United States” 25 Aug 2025 00:56 HIGH Direct TYT transcript [S02].

Q05 Nazi wording reaffirmed 25 Aug 2025 04:17 HIGH Direct TYT transcript [S02].

Q06 “The Jewish lobby does control the U.S.” 4 Dec 2025 09:27 VERY HIGH Near-primary Piers transcript [S04].

Q07 Finkelstein is “amazing” 4 Feb 2026 01:41:08 HIGH PodScripts TYT transcript [S14].

Q08 “No, I get what you’re saying” after billionaire-class explanation 4 Feb 2026 01:44:20 HIGH Context required; not blanket endorsement 
[S14].

Q09 Question whether PAC talked to Finkelstein 4 Feb 2026 01:44:57 HIGH Establishes recruitment-interest context 
[S14].

Q10 U.S. “fully occupied and controlled by Israel” 18 Feb 2026 01:04 HIGH TYT transcript [S13].

Q11 “goyim are waking” 26 Feb 2026 X post HIGH Contemporaneous JTA/Mediaite 
preservation [S05-S06].

Q12 No hatred for Jewish people/Judaism 4 Mar 2026 01:58:33 HIGH Direct counterevidence [S19].

Q13 Blackmail “actual system” 9 Apr 2026 01:05:04 HIGH Megyn Kelly transcript [S20].

Q14 Finkelstein episodes among favorites 28 May 2026 01:17:15 HIGH Candace transcript [S17].
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Appendix C - Held/rejected internet claims
Claim V1 status Reason

“Kasparian openly says she hates Jews.” REJECT Direct counterevidence repeatedly denies Jew-hatred and 
distinguishes Jews from Israel.

“Everything Kasparian says about Israel is antisemitic.” REJECT Ordinary policy, lobbying, war, settlement and aid criticism can be 
legitimate.

“The Happy Merchant gesture proves intentional antisemitic mimicry.” HOLD / AMBIGUOUS Resemblance exists; knowledge and intent are not established.

“Kasparian literally used a medieval blood libel.” REJECT AS OVERSTATED Child-killing rhetoric concerns war; ritual-murder predicate absent.

“Epstein/Mossad blackmail is proven.” REJECT No definitive public proof reviewed establishes intelligence direction 
or a U.S.-control system.

“The five dancing Israelis prove Israeli foreknowledge of 9/11.” REJECT Detention/investigation does not establish advance knowledge.

“AIPAC criticism is antisemitic.” REJECT Named-lobby criticism is legitimate when evidence-based.

“Finkelstein platforming proves Kasparian endorses all his views.” REJECT Association is not attribution.

“Kasparian and Finkelstein are close collaborators.” NOT ESTABLISHED Admiration and ideological affinity are documented; no 
formal/personal partnership recovered.

“Finkelstein admires Kasparian.” CONTRADICTED / AT LEAST 
NOT GENERALIZABLE Folha records a highly dismissive 2026 public remark.

“The Jewish lobby quote was just a critic’s paraphrase.” REJECT Kasparian herself affirmatively repeats the phrase in the Piers 
exchange.

“Because she says Jews ≠ Israel, she cannot make an antisemitic 
statement.” REJECT Counterevidence constrains motive but is not immunity from 

content classification.
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Appendix D - Source hierarchy and bibliography
D1. High-value source notes

Source How V1 uses it

TYT first-party transcripts Highest value for Kasparian’s exact wording and immediate context; lower value for truth of factual 
assertions.

Piers / Megyn near-primary transcripts High value for time-stamped wording; original audio should be archived for litigation-sensitive 
publication.

Official IHRA/JDA/Nexus documents Framework definitions only; treated as distinct standards, not courts.

FEC data Establishes that pro-Israel political spending is real and specific lobbying criticism is evidentially 
grounded.

ADL/AJC terminology pages Used for historical provenance of “goyim know,” ZOG and “Jewish lobby” formulations; not sole basis for 
Kasparian-specific factual findings.

Reuters Used to test the factual status of intelligence claims, not to decide antisemitism by authority.

Finkelstein primary/near-primary transcripts Used to establish his own wording and Kasparian’s documented affinity; never imputed to her 
automatically.

D2. Bibliography
S01. The Young Turks - “Report: Trump Gives Israel GREEN LIGHT To Occupy Gaza,” 6 Aug 2025. Tier A. https://tyt.com/shows/the-young-turks/2025-08-
06/clips/report-trump-gives-israel-green-light-to-occupy-gaza

S02. The Young Turks - “Ana Responds To StopAntisemitism’s SMEAR Campaign,” 25 Aug 2025. Tier A. 
https://tyt.com/shows/the-young-turks/2025-08-25/clips/ana-responds-to-stopantisemitisms-smear-campaign

S03. Archived Ana Kasparian X post, status 1954256169092182162. Tier B. https://twstalker.com/AnaKasparian/status/1954256169092182162

S04. Piers Morgan Uncensored transcript - “Antisemite Of The Year Debate,” 4 Dec 2025. Tier B. 
https://fight.fudgie.org/search/show/un/episode/20251204_ms-rachel-is-a-national-treasu_48699ff8

S05. Jewish Telegraphic Agency - Kasparian “goyim” controversy, 27 Feb 2026. Tier C. https://www.jta.org/2026/02/27/politics/a-conservative-jewish-
professor-who-rejected-hitler-comparisons-now-invokes-one-for-tucker-carlson

S06. Mediaite - Kasparian refuses apology over “goyim” post, 27 Feb 2026. Tier C. https://www.mediaite.com/media/news/ana-kasparian-offers-zero-
apology-after-goyim-post-trashed-as-antisemitic-call-me-whatever-you-want/

S07. Anti-Defamation League - “The Goyim Know/Shut It Down”. Tier D / trope reference. https://www.adl.org/resources/hate-symbol/goyim-knowshut-it-
down

S08. Anti-Defamation League - “ZOG” definition. Tier D / trope reference. https://notoleranceforantisemitism.adl.org/resources/hate-symbol/zog

S09. American Jewish Committee - “Jewish lobby” terminology. Tier D / trope reference. https://www.ajc.org/translatehate/Jewish-lobby

S10. International Holocaust Remembrance Alliance - Working Definition of Antisemitism. Tier A / framework. 
https://holocaustremembrance.com/resources/working-definition-antisemitism

S11. Jerusalem Declaration on Antisemitism. Tier A / framework. https://jerusalemdeclaration.org/

S12. Nexus Project - The Nexus Document. Tier A / framework. https://nexusproject.us/nexus-resources/the-nexus-document/

S13. The Young Turks transcript - “Brink Of War,” 18 Feb 2026. Tier B. https://podscripts.co/podcasts/the-young-turks/brink-of-war-february-18-2026

S14. The Young Turks transcript - “Too Far Sargon,” 4 Feb 2026. Tier B. https://podscripts.co/podcasts/the-young-turks/too-far-sargon-february-4-2026

S15. TRT World - “Norman Finkelstein on Jewish elites and their influence in the US,” 8 Oct 2024. Tier A/B. https://www.youtube.com/watch?
v=rLL8s7H9LwA

S16. Columbia Political Review - Finkelstein interview, Mar 2025. Tier B/C. https://www.cpreview.org/articles/2025/3/norman-finkelstein-on-arrest-
warrants-gaza-and-the-pursuit-of-justice

S17. Candace Owens x Ana Kasparian transcript, 28 May 2026. Tier B. https://podcasts.happyscribe.com/candace/candace-owens-x-ana-kasparian

S18. Folha de S.Paulo - Norman Finkelstein at Feira do Livro, 4 Jun 2026. Tier C. https://www1.folha.uol.com.br/amp/ilustrada/2026/06/na-feira-do-livro-
norman-finkelstein-tem-mesa-lotada-e-com-seguranca-reforcada.shtml

S19. The Young Turks transcript - “Middle East Mess,” 4 Mar 2026. Tier B. https://podscripts.co/podcasts/the-young-turks/middle-east-mess-march-4-2026

S20. The Megyn Kelly Show transcript, 9 Apr 2026. Tier B. https://fight.fudgie.org/search/show/mks/episode/20260409_sham-dignity-amnesty-bill-and-
_e4677e16

S21. Reuters - Epstein intelligence-service speculation remained unproven, 5 Feb 2026. Tier C. https://www.reuters.com/business/media-telecom/kremlin-
dismisses-western-claims-that-epstein-was-russian-intelligence-asset-2026-02-05/

S22. Federal Election Commission - United Democracy Project / committee records. Tier A. https://www.fec.gov/data/committee/C00799031/

S23. The Young Turks - “Pro-Israel Pundits Target Cenk & Ana’s Families,” 27 Apr 2026. Tier A. https://tyt.com/shows/the-young-turks/2026-04-27/clips/pro-
israel-pundits-target-cenk-anas-families

S24. The Young Turks - “Ana HARASSED On The Street For Calling Out Israel,” 20 Oct 2025. Tier A. 
https://tyt.com/shows/the-young-turks/2025-10-20/clips/ana-harassed-on-street-for-calling-out-israel
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Appendix E - Final audit checklist
• Subject identity fixed as Ana Kasparian throughout.
• Evidence cut-off fixed at 21 August 2026.
• Primary/near-primary Kasparian speech separated from critics’ descriptions.
• No ambiguous visual allegation is required for the person-level behavioral conclusion.
• IHRA, JDA and Nexus kept distinct rather than merged.
• Anti-Zionism and ordinary criticism of Israel not treated as inherently antisemitic.
• Israeli nationality not automatically equated with Jewish identity.
• Real pro-Israel lobbying/spending explicitly acknowledged and separated from categorical control claims.
• Epstein-Israel factual predicates separated from an unproven blackmail-control causal chain.
• “Goyim” classified by phrase/context and provenance, not by dictionary meaning alone.
• “Chosen people” passage treated as collective/religious essentialization, not mislabeled as literal blood libel.
• Larry Ellison / Happy Merchant incident held to ambiguous-intent status.
• Finkelstein admiration separated from endorsement; no formal partnership inferred.
• Rectenwald exchange preserves Kasparian’s initial challenge as counterevidence.
• Finkelstein’s later public insult retained as evidence against a close reciprocal alliance.
• Talmud and Jew-hatred counterevidence given substantial weight.
• Behavioral “antisemite” label explicitly separated from subjective Jew-hatred.
• Sensitivity analysis confirms the conclusion survives removal of weaker evidence.
• Publication-safe and unsafe formulations supplied.
• Future evidence can revise the behavior-based classification.

FINAL PUBLICATION JUDGMENT

The public record reviewed through 21 August 2026 supports the statement that Ana Kasparian repeatedly 
engages in antisemitic public rhetoric and therefore meets a behavior-based person-level threshold for 
“antisemite.” The strongest evidence is her explicit Jewish-government-control statement, recurrent 
Israel/Israeli occupation-control language, and “goyim” formulation. The record does not establish private Jew-
hatred and contains meaningful direct evidence that she consciously rejects collective hatred of Jews.
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