
Union of Saints

Educational Review, ADL Article

Critical Reading Guide

Article Reviewed

How Antisemites, Extremists, and Conspiracy Theorists Are Exploiting Anti Vaccine 
Communities

Published by the Anti Defamation League

Purpose
The purpose of this educational review is to teach readers how to evaluate published material
through careful observation, thoughtful questioning, and reasoned analysis.

Every source should be examined for its authorship, purpose, funding, evidence, reasoning, 
and presentation.

Critical thinking asks readers to evaluate both facts and the manner in which those facts are 
presented.

This review examines the article as an educational exercise in media literacy. It does not 
determine whether every factual statement within the article is true or false. Instead, it 
examines how the information is organized, presented, and supported.

Who
The article was published by the Anti Defamation League, commonly known as the ADL.

The ADL is a nonprofit organization founded in 1913.

Its stated mission is to combat antisemitism, hatred, discrimination, and extremism through 
education, advocacy, research, and public policy.

The intended audience includes members of the public, educators, journalists, researchers, 
community organizations, and government officials.

What
The article argues that extremist organizations have attempted to use anti vaccine concerns 
to recruit supporters, spread propaganda, and encourage broader conspiracy beliefs.

The article presents examples involving extremist organizations, public demonstrations, social
media activity, and public statements that support this central argument.



When
The article was published after the COVID 19 pandemic and discusses events occurring 
primarily between 2020 and 2024.

Where
Most examples originate within the United States while also discussing activity occurring 
through internet platforms and online communities.

Why
According to the article, its purpose is to educate readers about recruitment efforts by 
extremist organizations and to encourage public awareness regarding those activities.

The article seeks to demonstrate how distrust of public institutions may be used by extremist 
groups to expand their influence.

Funding
The Anti Defamation League is funded through charitable donations, private foundations, 
corporate contributions, grants, and investment income.

Like many nonprofit organizations, its mission influences the subjects it studies and publishes.

Funding alone does not determine whether information is accurate. Readers should instead 
evaluate the quality of the evidence, the reasoning presented, and the conclusions reached.

Observed Biases

Selection Bias

The article focuses almost entirely upon examples involving extremist organizations.

It gives comparatively little attention to individuals who questioned vaccines for medical 
reasons, religious beliefs, ethical concerns, or civil liberty principles without involvement in 
extremist activity.

Readers should recognize that the article presents one portion of a much broader discussion.

Framing Bias

The article presents vaccine skepticism primarily through the subject of extremism and 
recruitment.

The way information is framed influences how readers understand and interpret an issue.



Confirmation Bias

Most examples selected support the article’s primary conclusion.

Little attention is given to information that might narrow, qualify, or complicate that conclusion.

Availability Bias

The article relies upon memorable examples involving criminal investigations, hate speech, 
propaganda, and extremist organizations.

Because these examples are emotionally significant, readers may perceive them as more 
common than they actually are.

Observed Rhetorical Abuses
The following techniques are commonly found within persuasive writing.

Their presence does not automatically make an article inaccurate.

Readers should simply recognize these methods while evaluating the evidence.

Labeling

The article frequently uses terms such as extremist, antisemite, conspiracy theorist, radical, 
and hate group.

These descriptions may accurately identify certain individuals or organizations.

Repeated labeling, however, can influence perception before readers independently evaluate 
the supporting evidence.

Guilt by Association

The article documents extremist organizations using anti vaccine messaging.

Readers should avoid concluding that every person expressing vaccine concerns shares the 
beliefs or objectives of those extremist organizations.

The actions of a limited number of individuals do not automatically represent an entire 
community.

Emotional Appeal

Examples involving hatred, violence, criminal conduct, and extremist ideology naturally evoke 
emotional responses.

Emotional reactions are understandable, but readers should continue evaluating the evidence
with careful reasoning.



Framing

The article consistently presents vaccine skepticism within the context of extremism and 
recruitment.

Framing influences which aspects of an issue receive the greatest attention.

Selection

Only certain examples are presented.

Readers should ask whether additional perspectives or evidence would provide a more 
complete understanding.

Confirmation

Most examples reinforce the central thesis.

Readers should ask whether information that challenges or limits the conclusion has also 
been considered.

Repetition

Themes involving extremism, conspiracy theories, and antisemitism appear throughout the 
article.

Repetition strengthens the overall message and reinforces particular impressions.

Potential Overgeneralization

Several documented incidents are presented.

Readers should consider whether these incidents represent an entire population or only 
particular individuals and organizations.

Broad conclusions require broad evidence.

Appeal to Authority

The article relies upon the expertise and credibility of the publishing organization.

Professional expertise deserves consideration.

Readers should nevertheless evaluate the evidence independently rather than relying solely 
upon institutional reputation.

Omission

Every publication must determine what information to include and what information to 
exclude.

Readers should ask whether important perspectives, evidence, or context may be absent.



Simplification

Complex social issues often involve many contributing factors.

Readers should consider whether alternative explanations have been explored or whether a 
single narrative has been emphasized.

Questions for Critical Readers
Who published this information.

What evidence supports each conclusion.

What is the stated purpose of the publication.

How is the organization funded.

Which perspectives are included.

Which perspectives are absent.

Does the evidence support the conclusions being made.

Are emotional examples influencing my judgment.

Am I evaluating facts or assumptions.

Does the article distinguish between documented events and broader conclusions.

Would additional evidence strengthen or weaken the argument.

Educational Principle
The Union of Saints encourages every reader to pursue wisdom through patience, humility, 
honesty, and disciplined reasoning.

Critical thinking does not require accepting every claim or rejecting every claim.

Instead, it requires examining evidence carefully, recognizing assumptions, identifying 
possible bias, understanding persuasive techniques, and reaching conclusions that are 
proportional to the available facts.

Truth is best pursued through fairness, thoughtful inquiry, intellectual integrity, and a 
willingness to examine every source with equal care regardless of its origin.


