Programme
Thursday June 9
08.30 – 09.15

Registration, Aarhus Institute of Advanced Studies (AIAS), HøeghGuldbergs Gade 6B, 8000 Aarhus

09.15 – 09.30

Welcome, Michael Bang Petersen & Lasse Lindekilde

09.30 – 10.30

Keynote speaker: Rebekah Tromble
“Expert Voices Together: A Trauma-Informed Approach to Supporting
Experts Facing Online Harassment”

10.30 – 11.00

Break

11.00 – 12.30

Panel session 1

12.30 – 13.30

Lunch (provided on site)

13.30 – 15.00

Panel session 2

15.00 – 15.30

Break

15.30 – 16.30

Keynote speaker: David G. Rand
“Harnessing Partisan Hostility to Solve the Misinformation Problem”

16.30 – 18.00

Reception, AIAS

18.30 – …

Dinner at Restaurant Havnær (Dagmar Petersens Gade 119, 8000 Aarhus
C)

Friday June 10
09.00 – 09.30

Arrival and coffee

09.30 – 10.30

Keynote speaker: Jaime E. Settle
“Apathy or Anxiety? Understanding Bystander Silence in the Presence of
Online Political Hostility”

10.30 – 10.45

Break

10.45 – 12.15

Panel session 3

12.15 – 13.15

Lunch (provided on site)

13.15 – 14.45

Panel session 4

14.45 – 15.00

Break

15.00 – 16.00

Keynote speaker: Jay Van Bavel
“Morality in the anthropocene”

16.00 – 16.15

Break

16.15 – 16.30

Closing remarks, organizing committee

Participants are welcome to use the conference hashtag: #BYSTANDER22

Thursday June 9, 09.30 – 10.30
Keynote speaker
Aarhus Institute of Advanced Studies (AIAS),
Høegh-Guldbergs Gade 6B, 8000 Aarhus

Rebekah Tromble
Associate Professor, School of Media and Public Affairs, George Washington University

“Expert Voices Together: A Trauma-Informed Approach to Supporting Experts Facing
Online Harassment”
Trust in information ecosystems is at an all-time low. And yet the very experts best equipped
to counter misperceptions themselves become the targets of abuse and distortion. Facing
violent threats, vicious smears, and demeaning attacks—many of which move freely
between online and offline spaces—these experts place themselves at significant risk. In this
talk, Dr. Rebekah Tromble will introduce Expert Voices Together (EVT), a rapid-response
system designed to support experts who are facing campaigns of online harassment.
Supported by an NSF Convergence Accelerator grant, EVT focuses on building communities
of care, including other journalists who have experienced harassment, newsroom
managers, and even the journalists’ own friends and family. By helping build these
communities—and giving those within them the tools and knowledge they need to support
themselves and others—EVT aims to build resilience for the long-term. Ultimately, EVT seeks
to support reporters in moments of crisis, while simultaneously building capacity among the
media industry and society as a whole.

Thursday June 9, 15.30 – 16.30
Keynote speaker
Aarhus Institute of Advanced Studies (AIAS),
Høegh-Guldbergs Gade 6B, 8000 Aarhus

David Rand
Professor of Mangement Science and Brain and Cognition Science, MIT

“Harnessing Partisan Hostility to Solve the Misinformation Problem”
When discussing the ills afflicting social media, there is a great deal of concern about the
role played by partisan animosity. Among other negative consequences, dislike of counterpartisans - and political motivations more generally - have been suggested to promote
belief in, and sharing of, misinformation. While partisanship may be part of the
misinformation problem, here I will argue that political motivations are also essential for one
of the only possibilities for identifying (and therefore combatting) misinformation at scale the wisdom of crowds. While professional fact-checkers play a critical role in countering
misinformation, they are relatively few in number, and cannot possibly keep up with the vast
amount of content posted on social media every day. Recent work has suggested that it is
possible to supplement professional fact-checking by harnessing the wisdom of crowds: the
ratings of fairly small politically-balanced groups of laypeople can generate high levels of
agreement with professional fact-checkers. A central challenge for conducting crowdbased evaluations at scale, however, is the problem of encouraging participation - why
should people bother to flag misleading content? In this talk, I will argue that not wanting
people to be exposed to posts by counter-partisans helps to solve this participation problem
by motivating people to flag. Although extreme partisans would flag all counter-partisan
content as misleading regardless of its actual truth value, such extreme partisans are rare. A
much larger group of people care somewhat about both truth and partisanship, such that
they would only be sufficiently motivated to flag when content is both misleading and
counter-partisan. For these people, the partisan motivation is needed to drive participation
- without any partisan motive they would flag nothing. I will present experimental and
observational social media data testing this account.

Friday June 10, 9.30 – 10.30
Keynote speaker
Aarhus Institute of Advanced Studies (AIAS),
Høegh-Guldbergs Gade 6B, 8000 Aarhus

Jaime E. Settle:
Associate Professor of Government, William & Mary

“Apathy or Anxiety? Understanding Bystander Silence in the Presence of Online Political
Hostility”
In the presence of online political hostility, many people call on ordinary citizen users of
social media sites to respond in ways to counteract the vitriol. Yet these calls are often met
with a deafening silence, as users fail to engage in the normatively desirable ways that
scholars and pundits prefer. What explains bystander silence in the face of such a visible
and pernicious threat to healthy democratic discourse? I argue that apathy and anxiety may
be observationally equivalent. What appears to be bystander silence driven by a lack of
motivation to intervene could also be a response to a situation that threatens the goals of
interpersonal interactions more generally: people’s desire to be accurate, to affirm a positive
self-concept, and to affiliate with others. A deeper understanding of the roots of bystander
silence can be informed by the scholarship about what silences individuals even in situations
that are more conducive to engagement. Drawing on insights from studies of interpersonal
political interaction in both face-to-face and online contexts, I’ll explore the psychological
underpinnings of people’s decision to participate in a political exchange, as well as the
conditions that are most and least conducive to the expression of people’s genuine opinions.
I’ll then turn to address a question at the core of the conference theme: how do we
incentivize people to act in pro-social ways to address online political hostility? I’ll elaborate
on some ways that technological affordances could be altered to harness the psychological
processes that underpin interaction on social media sites, assuaging bystanders’ negative
emotions and helping them overcome obstacles to speaking up in the face of hostility.

Friday June 10, 15.00 – 16.00
Keynote speaker
Aarhus Institute of Advanced Studies (AIAS),
Høegh-Guldbergs Gade 6B, 8000 Aarhus

Jay Van Bavel:
Associate Professor of Psychology and Neural Science, New York University

“Morality in the anthropocene”
Our moral cognition evolved in the context of small hunter-gatherer groups solving local
problems through vocalizations and gestures. Now over 4 billion people communicate on
dispersed networks connected by digital technologies, such as smartphones and social
media. In this talk, I will describe how people communicate about morality in the modern,
online environment. Using a combination of computational social science, experimental
social psychology, and social neuroscience approaches, I will describe how issues of social
identity and morality shape our online discourse, beliefs, and behavior. This work offers
insights into political hostility, polarization, and the spread of misinformation.

Panel sessions overview
ROOM 1

Building 1632
Room 201 (Auditorium)
SESSION 1

Thursday,
June 9
11.00 – 12.30

Online hostility and Incels

Chair: Alexander Bor

Modern mating markets, misogyny,
and the involuntary celibacy (Incel)
movement

William Costello,
Swansea University/Brunel
University

The Online Hostility Hypothesis:
Representations of Muslims in New
Online and Traditional News Media

Linn Sandberg,
University of Bergen, department of
Comparative Politics
Vulnerability turned Hostile. Online
Incels and Terrorism

Telli Karacan, Previously Danish
Institute for International Studies

Sociosexuality and Incel Ideology:
Do a Mismatch between Sexual
Intentions and Sexual Practice
Predict Extreme Misogynist Views?

Steffen Selmer Andersen, Aarhus
University

SESSION 2

Thursday,
June 9
13.30 – 15.00

Misinformation

Chair: Mathias Osmundsen
Growing Up in a Misinformation
Age: Young People’s Evaluations of
Peers who Misinform

Aqsa Farooq, University of Exeter

ROOM 2

Building 1630
Room 301

Bystanders and
counterspeech 1

Chair: Lasse Lindekilde
A randomized field experiment
countering hate speech on
Twitter in Switzerland

Laura Bronner, ETH Zürich

To Intervene or not to Intervene:
Young adults’ views on When
and How to Intervene in Online
Harassment

Anna Davidovic, University of
Bath

The Role of Personality in Political
Expression, Counterspeech and
Silencing among
German Facebook Users

Christian Hoffmann, University of
Leipzig

“Nobody could see my reaction”
How Instagram’s Affordances
Impact Bystander Interventions
Against Online Hostility

Nathalie Van Raemdonck, Vrije
Universiteit Brussel

Hate speech and
harassment

Chair: Tanja Marie Hansen
Ideological attitudes predicting
online hate speech: the opposite
effects of Right-Wing

Fact-checking, Nudges and
Literacies: How Effective Are They
Against Misinformation?

Sacha Altay, University of Oxford
The price of (dis)trust – profiling
(fake) news believers in the
Hungarian context

Zea Szebeni, University of Helsinki
Public Health Communication
Decreases False News Sharing by
Boosting Self-Efficacy

SESSION 3

Friday, June
10
10.45 – 12.15

Authoritarianism and Social
Dominance Orientation

Laura Dellagiacoma, Institute for
Democracy and Civil Society Jena; Friedrich-Schiller-Universität
Jena (DE)
Patterns and Consequences of
Threats against Politicians

Tore Bjørgo, Center for Research
on Extremism (C-REX), University
of Oslo

Jesper Rasmussen, Lasse
Lindekilde, Michael Bang Petersen,
Aarhus University

Mapping the extent and nature
of verbal attacks on national
Facebook

Bystanders and
counterspeech 2

Online hostility and incivility

Impact and dynamics of hate and
counter speech online

Joshua Garland, Arizona State
University

Empathic Accuracy Motivations
are Better at Reducing Online
Political Hostility than Factual
Accuracy Motivations

What Matters Online? Exploring
Factors that Increase the
Willingness to Report Online Hate
Speech to the Police

A Systematic Review on the
Ideological Symmetries and
Asymmetries in Online Hatred

Chair: Simon Tobias Karg

Sandy Schumann, University
College London

Naturalistic Observations of Cyber
Bystander Behaviors in Situations of
Toxicity in Esport Using Screenrecorded Video Data

Louise Anker Nexø, Aalborg
University

Group identity and hate speech

Niklas Cypris, University of
Wuppertal

Tobias Bornakke, Analyse & Tal

Chair: Stig Hebbelstrup Rye
Rasmussen

Lea Pradella, Aarhus University

Vladimir Bojarskich, Friedrich
Schiller University Jena
When feelings run high:
Motivations for engaging in
online political hostility

Jesper Rasmussen, Aarhus
University

The Gendered Effects of Incivility
toward Politicians: Experimental
Evidence from Politicians
and Citizen

Gregory Eady, University of
Copenhagen

SESSION 4

Friday, June
10
13.15 – 14.45

Misinformation and
polarization

Bystanders and
counterspeech 3

Moralization of rationality can
stimulate, but intellectual humility
inhibits, sharing of hostile
conspiratorial rumors

Taxonomy and automated
detection of counter speech
strategies using deep learning
models

Reducing the spread of online
misinformation through assigning
users reputations that signal
credibility.

Bystander Reporting and
Intervention Critical to
Countering Violent Extremists

Chair: Antoine Marie

Antonie Marie, Aarhus University

Arvin Jagayat, Ryerson University

If you believe, do I believe?
Examining the influence of source
cues and social context on
misinformation susceptibility and its
potential effects on online hostility

Cecilie Steenbuch Traberg,
University of Cambridge

How Political News on Social Media
Drives Affective Polarization

Christian Staal Bruun Overgaard,
The University of Texas at Austin

Chair: Lasse Lindekilde

Jana Lasser, Graz University of
Technology

Kristy Campbell, National
Counterterrorism Center

Speech Norms in Contemporary
America:
The Realities and Misperceptions
of “Cancel Culture”
Nicholas Dias, University of
Pennsylvania
The Devil is in the Detail:
Reconceptualizing Bystander
Reactions to Online Hate Speech

Tanja Marie Hansen,
Aarhus University

