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Gontested Visions,
Imperfect Information, and
the Persistence of
Conspiracy Theories

Susan Maret

As 1 write this chapter for Project Censored’s fortieth anniversary,
philosopher David Ray Griffin’s talk “9/11: The Myth and the Reality”
plays in the background. In this YouTube video, Griffin addresses
‘nine of the major myths contained in the official story about 9/11.”
Myth 3, for example, argues that the attacks of September 11 were
“such a big operation, involving so many people, [they] could not have
been kept a secret, because someone involved in it would have talked
by now.” As support for Myth 3, Griffin compares the official narra-
tive about g/11 with the secrecy of the “Manhattan Project to create
the atomic bomb, and the war in Indonesia in 1957, which the United
States government provoked, participated in, and was able to keep
secret from its own people until a book about it appeared in 1995.”2
On the surface, these connections with secrecy appear convincing.
US government secrecy did become institutionalized through the reg-
ulation of information related to bombmaking, so much so that ideas
and inventions were not merely marked classified, they came into
existence “born classified”. This concept “grew quite naturally out of
the American experience in World War II. The atomic bomb project
was one of the best kept secrets of the war.”s As for the dark history of
the Indonesian war as cited by Griffin, and documented by scholars
Audrey R. Kahin and George McTurnan Kahin in their Subversion as
Foreign Policy: The Secret Eisenhower and Dulles Debacle in Indonesia,
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this ‘too has plausible roots in government secrecy. In part, Kahin a1
Kahm’s research was made possible by the Foreign Relations of 1h
United States (FRUS), published by the Office of the Historian, U*,
State Department. In the graduate course I teach on secrecy and i;l lel
lectual freedom, we study the dynamics of FRUS, generally descrilc |
as the “official documentary historical record of major US foreip
policy decisions and significant diplomatic activity.”+ FRUS is u:;»
structed from public and formerly classified records of the Nation.|
Security Council, the intelligence community, the Departments o
Pefense and State, and the private papers of policymakers involve
in formulating US foreign policy. A special nine-member committcc
comprised of scholars and archivists with security clearances, revicy
rec‘ords for inclusion in FRUS.5 FRUS has been criticized fory its his
torl_cal inaccuracy as well as for its significant time lag in publishin
sub]e.ct volumes.® History by delay aptly describes FRUS’ time I.’n;:‘
described in 1983 as growing at “an alarming rate: fifteen years i|.|
the 1920s and 1930s, by the late 19505 the gap had grown to twent,
years, a'nd today is closer to thirty.”” In its 2015 report, the Advisor
Sfon.qmlttee on Historical Diplomatic Documentation noted that the
series has never averaged a 30-year lag time, and the current averao:
exceeds 35 years.”8 h

[ use these cases alongside Griffin’s Myth 3 to illustrate that gov
ernment policies and events often do reveal themselves as record:
seep from federal bodies, Freedom of Information Act requests am‘l
%eaks, which all have power to transmute fragmented official acco’un ts
1pto public histories. Once wedded to secrecy, the post-WWII Opcr;n‘l
tions Sunset, Paperclip, and Gladio, the role of the US in the over
thr(.)w and assassinations of foreign leaders, multiple CIA Cold Wy
projects (e.g., Artichoke, MKNAOMI, MKULTRA), the exploits of
CIA director Allen Dulles, decades-long rumors of NSA surveillancc
the Bush administration’s plan to bomb Al Jazeera, and CIA-run‘
black sites in Europe—turned out to be authentic. ’

'At this point, it is possible to identify several key features of con
spiracy theory ideation and formation: one, the past imprints on the
present. While it is no longer the same world, it is. The past, likc
one technology of yesteryear, the acetate transparency, overlay; the
present and shapes perceptions and tests relationships; and two, i/
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is often difficult to dismiss conspiracy theories (CTs) merely on the basis
of what is known now in terms of publicly available knowledge. In the
parallel government, where regulatory secrecy runs course with par-
tial publicity and transparency, histories are written over decades and
constructed on redacted, fragmented, perhaps even faulty informa-
tion. None of my comments regarding Myth 3 should imply I support
Griffin’s claim; what I am interested in pointing out is the nature of
imperfect information, which carries with it the potential to create
suspicion, which as Jeremy Bentham observed, “always attaches to
mystery. It thinks it sees a crime where it beholds an affectation of
secrecy; and it is rarely deceived.”” Historian Kathryn S. Olmsted
offers a more contemporary view of suspicion and conspiracies, one
that is compatible with my discussion in this chapter:

More often, however, the culture of suspicion created by the
revelations of government conspiracies undermines democ-
racy. When citizens cannot trust their government to tell the
truth, when they are convinced that public officials routinely
conspire, lie, and conceal their crimes, they become less
likely to trust the government to do anything. The result is
a profoundly weakened polity, with fewer citizens voting and
more problems left unaddressed for a future generation that
is ever more cynical about the possibility of reforms.*

In this chapter, I discuss these ideas, as well as offer a sketch of
information conditions that affect the development and evolution of
CTs. I then offer a brief review of the research literature regarding
conspiracies, conspiracy theorists, and conspiracy theory-making. I
propose nine patterns that take the scholarly community to task for
its framing and views of CTs. These patterns explore the underlying
dynamics that potentially lead to the building of conspiracy theories
and suggest a pressing need for new directions in critical and inter-
pretive research and methods. The patterns are also a set of recom-
mendations, or what might be seen as a manifesto for the research
community to consider in its future study of CTs.
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TRUST NO ONE

Research by the American National Election Studies, Pew Researc|,
Center, and scholars such as Russell J. Dalton indicate that trust in
government, including but not limited to the US government, hay
declined since the 1950s.3 Sociologist Anthony Giddens likens ’trux-l
to “a form of faith in which confidence vested in probable outconuv--.
EXpresses a commitment to something.” Building conceptually (n‘x
Giddens, we can delineate trust as dependence upon some individual
or body because we are not in g position to know everything.’s If secre(‘y
h.a.s the ability to modify relationships, including relations between,
citizens and their government, then the ability to trust or distrusi
does as well.® While it may reduce social complexity, trust “sim Ili
fies life by the taking of a risk. However, the identification of risll)m
r.espo.nding to risk, and risk taking are highly dependent on informzil |
tion; information as knowledge communicated becomes the central
means that enables connection—it then becomes a “key question W/’;()
gets what information, by what means, and in what order, about whom
ar.ld what, and for what purpose.”® A two-way street, trust is a mutu-
ality, for in entrusting government, citizens take risks in choosing
?eadership in exchange for political stability and protection from “critL»
ical situations,” or those “circumstances of radical disjuncture of an
unpredictable kind” which may affect individuals and institutions. '
There.fore, trust is directly connected to the state of knowledge ar;cl
security, no matter what side of the fence one is on.2°
. A review of US information policies finds persistent use of con-
dl.tlons of information such as secrecy,* blowback,** censorship,:s
?ytmg,“'4 plausible deniability, “colors” of propaganda,* redaction nis
information,* disinformation,*” eyewash,” and hearsay.2o Rec’lassi~
fication of previously declassified records* and removal of personal
papers from special collections to review “security material”>* add to
t}'u's problem. Over the course of US history, these information con-
ditions have become de facto national security information Ppolicies
used to cloak details of assassinations, clandestine programs, covert
surveillance,> human experimentation, torture, carelesé envi-
ronmental practices,’ weapons research and development, election
fraud, interference with the media, and “cultural pathologif;s" of cer-

224
CENSORED 2017

tain federal agencies.’® Yet other conditions, such as the “twisting”
of language, also contribute to the concealment of information in
order to meet some objective and sway public opinion. Not quite
propaganda, but a “tampering of communications” nevertheless, an
example of twisting is the differently worded classified and unclassi-
fied versions of the National Intelligence Estimate to select members
of Congress that led to the invasion of Iraq in 2003.7

Additional scenarios, such as poor preservation and organization
of information, risk communication during crises and disasters
(e.g., 9/11, the Flint water crisis, the Fukushima nuclear disaster,
Hurricane Katrina, the Sandy Hook shooting, and the nuclear
crisis at Three Mile Island) and institutional failures (e.g., the FBI's
destruction of the Koresh compound in Waco, or the financial crisis
of 2007-08) are often interpreted as secrecy, active censorship, and
much worse. Moreover, what Ulrich Beck described in 1992 as the
“enabling power of catastrophes” with their endless state of emer-
gencies (e.g., homeland and national security) have now become a
normal state.® Threat level conditions bring “totally new kinds of
challenges to democracy,” one of which is the post-g/11 range of
surveillance, which includes vigorous collection of biometric data
and monitoring of communications.?® This new normal reflects a
“tendency to legitimate totalitarianism of hazard prevention.”#
These “critical situations” may contribute to lack of trust in official
accounts, which have the potential to lead to speculation, fictions,
rumors, and the formation of CTs as a passive form of protest and
rejection of “legitimate knowledge.”

Christopher L. Hinson lumps many of the categories listed above
as negative information actions, or “the willful and deliberate act
designed to keep government information from those in government
and the public entitled to it.”# While these information conditions
are surely negative in the sense of tempering and arresting the flow
of information, it must be acknowledged there are legitimate reasons
for the use of some, or all of these conditions, one among them, state
security. One scholar suggests that in cases of government informa-
tion restriction, officials share select details accompanied with a time-
line projecting when information can be publicly released in full.+*
However, even with the best of intentions, moderating the flow of
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information impedes understanding of policies, modifies publi
trust, and with it, the ability to exercise oversight.

) CTS are perhaps intensified by the “mixed media culture,” with i
Vary?n.g standards of journalism, and a fascination with ine;cpenmw
Polanzmg argument.”® The late Gary Webb saw journalistic ir;h- '
rlty'and the production of news influenced by “nervous editors” wi :,"
avou.i r.eporting controversial stories unless a reporter obtained 41,
admission of wrongdoing (preferably written) or an official gove'l‘n
ment report confirmfed] the story’s charge.”# This “new rule” ..
Webb terms it, overwrote traditional methods of journalism whér« : |
reporter “diligently investigated the issue, used named sources, fou; 1('1
supporting documentation, and [if] you honestly believed it w:;s truc
you went with it.”+ I'l] let Mr. Webb speak for himself in recountin
firsthand how the shift from traditional journalistic methods influL

ence the public right to know, morphing into a kind of censorship
that is subtle and insidious:

- . . stories about serious, unacknowledged abuses [no longer]
get printed, and eventually reporters learn not to waste their
time turning over rocks if no one will officially confirm when
something hideous slithers out. And once that happens, they
cease being journalists and become akin to the scribes of
antiquity, whose sole task was to faithfully record the pha-
raoh’s words in clay. It is this latter standard that was cham-
pioned by Abrams in the Tailwind case and to some extent
by San Jose Mercury News editor Jerry Ceppos in the case of
my “Dark Alliance” series in 1996. Under these new rules
1t isn’t enough anymore for a reporter to have on-the-recorci
sources and supporting documentation. Now they must
‘have something called “proof.” Investigative stories must be
‘p.roven” in order to reach the public; having “insufficient
evidence” is now cause for retraction and dismissal. 46

It is under these complex information conditions that I propose
that CTs occur within social systems that are not only imperfect in
te;rms of publicity and transparency, but suffer from a “security obses-
sion.” Many of the information conditions as listed above, I conjec-
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ture, enable CTs, thereby influencing public trust. Zygmunt Bauman
outlines the problem in a far more cohesive way:

To sum up, perhaps the most pernicious, seminal and long-
term effect of the security obsession (the “collateral damage”
it perpetrates) is the sapping of mutual trust and the sowing
and breeding of mutual suspicion. With lack of trust, border-
lines are drawn and with suspicion, they are fortified with
mutual prejudices and recycled into frontlines. The deficit
of trust inevitably leads to a wilting of communication; in
avoiding communication, and the absence of interest in its
renewal, the “strangeness” of strangers is bound to deepen
and acquire ever darker and more sinister tones which in
turn disqualifies them even more radically as potential part-
ners in dialogue and the negotiation of a mutually safe and
agreeable mode of cohabitation.*

In short, put together and over decades, these conditions, cou-
pled with technology platforms that place demands on information
seeking skills and literacies, create an environment ripe for specula-
tive thinking, conflicting perspectives, alternative research avenues,
and conspiracy theory building.+*

OF CONSPIRACIES AND CONSPIRACY THEORISTS

The popular and interdisciplinary research literature on conspiracy
theories, as many theories themselves, is richly imaginative and
descriptive.# The one “truth” is that no definitive theory or model
offers a completely satisfactory explanation of what constitutes a
conspiracy, or how CTs are constructed, propagated, and become
entrenched within social systems.

Conspiracies in US law “include the fact that regardless of its statu-
tory setting, every conspiracy has at least two elements: (1) an agree-
ment (2) between two or more persons. Members of the conspiracy
are also liable for the foreseeable crimes of their fellows committed
in furtherance of the common plot. Moreover, statements by one con-
spirator are admissible evidence against all.”s> Conspiracies then, as
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noted by Julian Assange, “take information about the world in whic|,
the..*y operate (the conspiratorial environment), pass through the con
spu’ators and then act on the result.”s Assange categorizes conspira
cles as a type of “cognitive device” that contain “inputs (information
about the environment), a computational network (the conspir:
tors and their links to each other) and outputs (actions intend[ed] o
change or maintain the environment).”>* An example that supports
Assange’s views of conspiracy are the graceful, revealing drawings
by conceptual artist Mark Lombardi, whose own death in 2000 pn'»
pelled numerous CTs.» Lombardi’s “maps” envision social networks
or the “narrative structures” as Lombardi explained his work, und(*.n |
lylng among other subjects, political leaders, Spy agencies, and thei
role in covert financing and shadow banking, the global drug trade
and terrorism.s |
A A c?nspiracy theorist is characterized as an individual who “actively
Investigates whether conspiracies have taken place or are takin;('
Place, and when and if he discovers them tries to publicly idemil'\"
th'e conspirators.” Theorists are depicted as “victims of cognitiv;-
failure,” not necessarily suffering from irrationality or mental illness
but from a “crippled epistemology” due to a “sharply limited numbm’
o.f (relevant) informational sources.”ss Theorists are also often catego-
rized as conservative and holding fundamentalist beliefs.s Husting
and Orr argue the label conspiracy theorist functions symbolically‘
“protecting certain decisions and people from question in alremsj
of political, cultural, and scholarly knowledge construction.”s Th(.-
authors conclude the phrase conspiracy theorist acts a “transpersonal
strategy of exclusion.”so
The seeds of popular and scholarly framing of CTs can be traced
to Karl Popper’s “conspiracy theory of society” and Richard Hof-
stadter’s “paranoid style,” often used as boilerplates in the framing
9f conspiracy theory building by certain individuals and groups.®° [t
is the paranoid style, representative of a “conspiratorial mind,” which
Hofstadter describes as “manifest on the extreme right wing’ among
those I have called pseudoconservatives, who believe that \,ave have
lived for a generation in the grip of a vast conspiracy.”® The paranoid
style is intended by Hofstadter as “pejorative ... the paranoid style
has a greater affinity for bad causes than good.”%2 Hofstadter claimed
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the paranoid style appears in “waves of different intensity” as “an old
and recurrent mode of expression in our public life which has fre-
quently been linked with movements of suspicious discontent and
whose content remains much the same even when it is adopted by
men of distinctly different purposes.”® Although Hofstadter did not
expressly make the link between anti-intellectualism and the advance
of conspiracy theories, in the 1950s other researchers made this con-
nection.®

Richard O. Curry notes that “fear of conspiracy is most intense
during periods of national crisis,” especially “when traditional social
and moral values are undergoing change.”® CTs are linked to polit-
ical extremism and viewed as instrumental in planting the seeds
of terrorism, although this connection is inconclusive.®® The 2006
National Security Strategy of the United States of America, for example,
links terrorism with CTs, stating that “terrorists recruit more effec-
tively from populations whose information about the world is con-
taminated by falsehoods and corrupted by conspiracy theories.”®”
Conspiracy theorists are further organized into left- and right-wing
ideologies as reported in the Department of Homeland Security’s
(DHS) withdrawn, controversial Domestic Extremism Lexicon.®® DHS
marks left-wing extremists as “a movement of groups or individuals
that embraces anticapitalist, Communist, or Socialist doctrines and
seeks to bring about change through violent revolution rather than
through established political processes,” while right-wing extrem-
ists are defined as a movement or individuals “who can be broadly
divided into those who are primarily hate-oriented, and those who are
mainly antigovernment and reject federal authority in favor of state or
local authority.”® DHS’s attempt at defining extremism is thorny at
best, as there exists no one accepted definition of extremism across
law, international agreement, and the scholarly literature.

Perhaps there is another way to consider conspiracy theorists and
their theories. Former director of the Information Security Oversight
Office (ISOO) William J. Leonard offers a compelling view, one that
raises questions regarding democratic values and the rise of extremism:

Our continuing failure to isolate the extremists is due, in
part, to the worldwide perception that we continue to vio-
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late our own values and ideals, especially as they relate to
human dignity and the rule of law. This perception was fos-
tered by some of our own government officials when the

refused during the Bush years to plainly state that physicallz
restraining an individual and forcing his lungs to slowly fill
up with water constitutes torture. They did this, in part, b

hiding behind the classification system—Dby stating tha’t t()),
acknowledge limits to interrogation techniques used by our
intelligence services (but not our military) would somehow

dlsclo-se classified information—and thus harm our national
security.”®

This brief review suggests that certain CTs refer to the past, some
are focused on subjects in the present, and some CTs merge tl’le ast
with the present; still other CTs are characterized in the researdf lilt—
erature as having the capacity to “triumph in the future if they are
n.ot. disturbed in their plans by those with information about )tlheir
smlstgr doings.”” Thus historical context plays “a decisive role in the
genesis and elaboration” of CTs,” although some researchers have
gone so far as to speculate that CTs may constitute a “necessary part
of capitalism and democracy.”” Finally, while it is productive to t}inl'
of CTs like “doorways into major social and political issues deﬁning;

U.S. (and global) political culture since the end of the cold war,” CTs
are doorways, period.’+ o

WHAT IS A CONSPIRACY THEORY?

T.h‘ere is no single agreed-on definition of conspiracy theory. Defi-
nitions and descriptions of CTs are abundant, ranging fror;1 “the
unnecessary assumption of conspiracy where other explanations are
more probable,” to the “belief that an organization made up of indi-
viduals or groups was or is acting covertly to achieve some malevolent
end,” and a “hypothesis that some events were caused by the intrac-
table secret machinations of undemocratic individuals.””s Under the
former George W. Bush administration, the US State Department’s
Bureau of International Information characterized CTs as “vast 0\&;-
erful, evil forces,” that are “secretly manipulating events . . . thlIs) fits
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the profile of a conspiracy theory, which is rarely true, even though
such theories have great appeal and are often widely believed. In
reality, events usually have much less exciting explanations.””® CTs
are portrayed as “poisoned discourse,” which “encourages a vortex of
illusion and superstition,” and framed as explanations of “important
cvents that hypothesize . . . the intentional deception and manipula-
lion of those involved in, affected by, or witnessing these events.””
CTs have also been defined as a:

Proposed explanation of an historical event, in which con-
spiracy (i.e., agents acting secretly in concert) has a signifi-
cant role. Furthermore, the conspiracy postulated by the
proposed explanation must be a conspiracy to bring about
the historical event which it purports to explain . . . the pro-
posed explanation must conflict with an “official” explana-
tion of the same historical event.””

CTs concern “specific people or groups of people, acting with pur-
poses that are undisclosed or outside accountability or even examina-
lion by others,” and/or an “effort to explain some event or practice
by reference to the machinations of powerful people, who attempt to
conceal their role (at least until their aims are accomplished).”” This
latter definition, crafted by Cass Sunstein and Adrian Vermeule, is
contested by David Ray Griffin. Griffin suggests that a “generic” defi-
nition pulled from a common dictionary might better serve as a basis
for understanding CTs. Griffin proposes that “to hold a conspiracy
theory about some event s, therefore, simply to believe that this event
resulted from, or involved, such an agreement. This, we can say, is
the generic meaning of the term.”° Another flexible definition is sug-
gested by Olmsted, who notes the statutory/legal roots of conspiracy:
conspiracies “occur when two people collude to abuse power or break
the law. A conspiracy theory is a proposal about a conspiracy that may
or may not be true; it has not yet been proven.”®

Conspiracy theories are also framed as “countertheories: that is,
they are always posed in opposition to official accounts of suspicious
events.”® CTs are depicted as “knowledge-producing discourse char-
acterized by a collection of statements and texts shaped within and
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by different (para) institutional contexts which promote a particil.

l};notv}vlledge about the world.”® The “prototypical” CT, according to Rol,
rotherton, is an “unanswered question,” for a CT “assumes noth,.

[is] as it seems . . . it portrays the conspirators ag preternaturally o,
Petent and as unusually evil; it is founded on anomaly huntiny !
is ultimately irrefutable.”8s CTs function both as a part of su i\‘ : rll
knowledge and as a basis for stigmatization, involving sti Pria"[.'/'“’ [
knowledge, or “claims to truth that the claimants regard af verificd
despite the marginalization of those claims by the institutions ll' ‘v
c.onventionally distinguish between knowledge and error—unikv(-: ] :
tlEi, com'rnunities of scientific researchers and the like.”3s The 1| <
of conspiracy theory” is often used as a “reframing device that nm.n
tralizes questions about power and motive while turning the fc
_of challenges back onto their speakers, rendering them unfit ul)jl(||
1'nte1rlocut01rs."86 These and other definitions aside, Steve Clarkepid J |
tifies §everal benefits of CT, for the conspiracy theorist “challen (wl-
us to improve our social explanations,” while also helping to « ’?-
tain openness in society.”® s
This brief tour of the CT research literature identifies certai,
themes such as suspicion, paranoia, distrust, insecurity, uncertail‘n
secrecy, a‘nd power over information. These deﬁnitionsyalso su '("\l‘
asymmetries in information between “conspirators” and outsidersg {al llll
occur un.der regimes of imperfect information flows. One furth(‘w
c'haracterlzation of CTs by philosopher Charles Pigden offers an addi
tional copsideration of how we might respond to conspiracy theoric:
as narratives that “couldn’t possibly happen in free societies that hav
an open media and freedom of information laws.” That is, are “tra(n«"
parent” and democratically elected governments capable ;)f hatchi
lanhsome, rights-infringing secret schemes? We know from h]i]‘;.
torlans,.journalists, whistleblowers, and human rights workers t}:-
answe.r 1s yes. Pigden demands that we consider the possibility th'x'l
conspiracy theories reflect a failure of the democratic process sp;-

cifically a collapse of the checks and b
. alances th ;
public participation:* es that are derived from

The conc<?pt of a conspiracy theory as it is commonly
employed is a chauvinist construct. It is not to be understood
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in terms of governments generally, but in terms of Western
governments, and recent Western governments at that.
When people say or imply that conspiracy theories ought not
to be believed, what they actually mean (in so far as they have
a coherent idea) is that we should not believe theories that
postulate evil schemes on the part of recent or contemporary
Western governments (or government agencies) and that
run counter to the current orthodoxy in the relevant Western

countries.?

THE PATTERNS THAT CONNECT®

Discussed below are patterns that appear in the research literature
and in CTs as socially-produced artifacts. These nine patterns identify
recurring themes and underlying processes in the scholarly literature
and within conspiracy communities as knowledge communities that
gather, interpret, produce, and disseminate knowledge:?*

PATTERN 1: We require better definitions of what constitutes a con-
spiracy theory. The very notion of conspiracy theory brings to mind
sociologist Ulrich Beck’s “zombie categories,” wherein an idea lives
on even after it is long dead.* It is time to throw off the dead weight
of Popper and Hofstadter. As we’ve witnessed from our brief explora-
tion of CTs, “conspiracy theory” is a cup too full with countless defi-
nitions and theories. There is a desperate need to differentiate CTs
that involve institutional failures and malfeasance from those that
arise in other environments, such as accounts that are racist, sexist,
homophobic, or promote violence. Critical differentiations will lead
to better tracing of information flows and targeted use of research

methods.

PATTERN 2: Building on Pattern 1, scholarly analyses that lump
together CTs as if they are “like” narratives perpetuate ignorance and
misunderstanding. For example, many works cited in this chapter
discuss the moon landing, Elvis sightings, Heaven's Gate suicides,
alien abductions, the death of Princess Diana, climate denial, state
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crimes, and various politically-motivated assassinations as if all of
these conspiracy theories are similar. To treat all CTs as identical i1,
origin and scope is to contaminate the sample. CTs involving “alici,
technology,” for example, might belong in critiques of governmen|
secrecy if they concern secret weapons research and developmen|
or unexplained phenomena found in declassified records.» Alic
abduction narratives are usually not CTs, nor are paranormal or For
tean phenomena (unexplained naturally occurring phenomena). All
of these subjects, however, suggest that “the question of how onc
knows what one knows cannot be ignored.”94
Select CTs that intersect with conditions of information and cases
of “administrative evil,”ss political and state crimes (e.g., State Crimes
Against Democracy or SCADs%), and institutional failures vari
ously outlined in the social science literature as atrophy of vigilance,
bureaucratic slippage, and recreancy, should be considered in a dif
ferent way.9” These CTs, which range from political assassinations,
experiments on unwitting subjects, and destabilization of govern
ments, to 9/11 as a “controversial possible SCAD,” point to power
relations at work in society, and how decisions are made in closed,
powerful, secretive groups that may be guilty of corruption.”® Some
of these groups may indeed constitute secret societies (e.g., CFR,
Trilateral Commission, Bilderberg Group, Seldes’s 1000 Americans,
Mills’s power elite, Domhoff’s “who rules,” the military industrial
complex, or the surveillance industrial complex).99

PATTERN 3: Lack of research and follow-through to fully charac-
terize and frame specific CTs undermines confidence in findings
among researchers and the public. One glaring example involves the
JFK assassination, often portrayed in the scholarly literature as the
gold standard of CTs. Below I use the House Select Committee on
Assassinations (HSCA) conspiracy conclusion to chart the failure of
the scholarly community to fully trace the trajectory of CTs and to
éxamine its own approaches.

Measurement studies cited as “proof” that JFK conspiracy theo-
rists suffer from “biased assimilation” leading to “attitude polariza-
tion” are only slightly more puzzling than the widespread ignorance
of the HSCA'’s findings.*° The HSCA was organized out of the Senate
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Select Commiittee to Study Governmental Operation§ wi.th Respect
to Intelligence Activities (Church Committee) inve_stlg:jltlon 9f (?IA
covert assassination programs. The HSCA'’s extensive investigation
began in 19776 and concluded in 1979, resulting in twelve volumes of
testimony, research, and exhibits. A review of the scholarly sources
cited in this chapter found that no researchers concerned Wlth C"I's,
cither their ideation or disputing them, cited the HSCA'’s highly sig-
nificant findings that President John F. Kennedy was “probably assas-
sinated as a result of a conspiracy.” According to its report, the HSCA
was “unable to identify the other gunman or the extent of the con-
‘i 7101
Spl;{a?éA determined, among other matters, that the Secret Service
“was deficient in the performance of its duties;” it also c.oncluded. that
the Department of Justice “failed to exercise initiative in supervising
and directing the investigation by the Federal Bureau of Invest1gagon
of the assassination.”** Although the HSCA’s conclusions regarc.hng
the acoustical evidence from the Dallas police Dictabelt r§c0¥dmgs
remain a matter of contention, the Commission raised.51gn1ﬁcant
questions that go unanswered today. Eyew1tnes§ .testlm.ony, the
Harper fragment, bystander James Tague’s c.heek injury, dlscrepari-
cies in matching rifles, the Warren Commission’s Exhibit 399, anal-
ysis of photographs taken by witnesses, and the three films taken by
bystanders, including Abraham Zapruder, are onlyl some of the unre-
solved issues among scholars, journalists, and citizen researche.rs.
This pattern suggests that outright debunking is never.s.chol.arsh'lp,
it is a step beyond the necessary skepticism that any critical inquiry
must include.

PATTERN 4: The creation of conspiracy theory is tied to sense-
making. Sense-making, a concept developec} b)f Bre.nda Dervml in
1972, starts from an assumption that “reality is neither comp e.te
nor constant but rather filled with fundamental and. pervasive dis-
continuities or gaps.”'® Sense making involves the.mf?rence t}.lat,
while individuals interact with time and space, their “1nformat1<?n
seeking and using behaviors (both internal and external) can remilori
static, can change responsively, and can even change cha.otlcally.

Dervin’s sense-making is critical to further understanding of CTs
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in terms of how individuals use factizing to “make their worlds"
through what Dervin terms “proceduring, a designing called makin o
facts.”os Sense-making challenges the notion that there is “one righ!
way to produce knowledge.”°S As it relates to the formation of Cs,
sense-making suggests the “forces of power in society and in organi

zations . . . prescribe acceptable answers and make disagreeing witl)
them, even in the face of the evidence of one’s own experience, a scary
and risky thing to do. Even more difficult is when the forces of powc
flow through an organization or system hidden and undisclosed "

PATTERN 5: Building on Pattern 4 and my discussion so far, gov
emment secrecy propels individuals to utilize mosaic building in
order to construct theories about events and actions. Mosaic buildi ng
advances sense-making in the piecing together of “disparate items
of information, though individually of limited or no utility” that,
nonetheless, “take on added significance when combined with othe
items of information.” My use of mosaic building to understan
CTs draws on Paul Solomon’s concept of information mosaics, bul
adapts his idea of “indicated patterns of actions” on the basis of CJA
V. Sims.® In this case, the Supreme Court held that the CIA had
authority to withhold information requested through Freedom of
Information Act (FOIA) concerning researchers and institutions con-
tracted by the Agency in its MKUITRA projects. The Court argued
that “an observer who is knowledgeable about a particular intel-
ligence research project, such as MKULTRA, could, upon learning
that the research was performed at a certain institution, deduce the
identities of the protected individual researchers.”" After consultin g
with institutions and researchers contracted to work on MKULTRA,
the CIA disclosed the names of fifty-nine institutions that agreed to
disclosure, but the Agency did not reveal any individual researchers’
names. The CIA then refused to disclose the remaining information,
claiming that researchers and affiliated institutions were “intelli-
gence sources” as intended by the National Security Act of 1947, and
therefore that the Agency could withhold the information pursuant to
FOIA Exemption 3.

Conspiracy theorists flip the switch in taking disparate pieces of
information from a wide variety of sources, including public (open
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source) information and declassified, redacted documents. Using
the mosaic concept allows for speculation that, in some cases, ta.kes
hold as a counter-narrative. Out of disparate pieces of information,
working histories reconstruct past events and a'ctlons to .cre;jm.e ne;v
history. This follows Brian Keeley’s observa.tlon that 1nd1v1<'1uals
engaged in producing CTs typically seek to tie tog.ether seemingly
unrelated events.” The potential knowledge-producing ability o.f the
mosaic identified in CIA v. Sims is an essential part of conspiracy
theory building, a process that also includfes the risk of ac.ioptmg
faulty beliefs as well as far-reaching assumptions and conclusions.

PATTERN 6: Building on Giddens’s observation that “all human
beings are knowledgeable agents,” conspiracy Fheorlsts“are fu.nda-
mentally researchers and archivists.™ Byford writes tl.lat conspiracy
theorists do not see themselves as raconteurs of alluring .storles, b1.1t
as investigators and researchers. That is why thfe conspiracy thesis
will usually be embedded within a detailed exposition of pl:f1u51.b¥e and
verifiable historical facts.”"4 Depending on the CT, thc?se 1nd}wd9als
or knowledge communities that investigate CTs are citizen-scientists,
citizen-journalists, and “barefoot” researchers.”™ For example, ]FI.<
assassination researchers created vast libraries through the Assassi-
nation Archives and Research Center, Black Op Radio, and the Mar_y
Ferrell Foundation."® Citizens for Truth about the Kennedy Assassi-
nation (CTKA) published one of the only accounts of the three-a%nd-a-
half-week Rev. Martin Luther King, Jr. civil suit, Coretta :'Scott King, et
al v. Loyd Jowers, et al, conducted in 1999 il’.l Mf:mphls. Jim Douglass
reported on the trial for Probe Magazine, which is published by CTKA.
Neither the civil case nor the jury’s decision as quoted below were
widely reported in the (corporate) mainstream media:

In answer to the question did Loyd Jowers participate in
a conspiracy to do harm to Dr. Martin Luther .ng, your
answer is yes. Do you also find that others, including govern-
mental agencies, were parties to this conspiracy as alleged by
the defendant? Your answer to that one is also yes. And the
total amount of damages you find for the plaintiffs entitled to
[sic] is one hundred dollars. Is that your verdict?
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THE JURY: Yes (In unison)"”

Still other citizens have created Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)
archives to monitor US government information policies." The Cor-
bett Report, hosted by alternative media researcher James Corbett, and
former FBI translator Sibel Edmonds’s Boiling Frogs Post both investi-
gate off-grid news stories and produce a weekly podcast. The contro-
versial Alex Jones and his Infowars team produce films, books, and a
podcast. Jones, who we might describe as sometimes suffering from
Hofstadter’s “curious leap in imagination,” nevertheless conducts
research and produces knowledge.™ Various UFO groups, including
the former ParaNet* and the Center for UFO Studies (CUFOS),
founded by astronomer J. Allen Hynek, employ the Hynek Classi-
fication System, which rates the visibility or proximity of unidenti-
fied aerial objects. Mutual UFO Network (MUFON) utilizes the Vallee
Classification System developed by astronomer Dr. Jacques Vallee.™*!

PATTERN 7: Conspiracy theories involve a certain level of syncre-
tism, or the combination or fusion of beliefs, culture, and language to
form new meanings. For example, Michael A. Hoffman 11 and Loren
Coleman employ the concept of twilight language to identify hidden
meanings, symbolic connections, and “cues” behind certain events
such as mass shootings.”* Twilight language, borrowed from Tan-
tric Buddhism, is “written in a highly oblique and obscure literary
form ... designed to conceal its contents from non-practitioners.”'*
Other examples of syncretism are the use of the Trivium Method of
Critical Thinking.’* The notion of New World Order, a term borrowed
from H.G. Wells, was popularized in George H.W. Bush’s 1991 State
of the Union address, and then morphed into CT usage.” The use of
Jalse flag, a term from military strategy, has consistently been part of
CT discourse since the ¢/1r attacks. The mash-up of Hegel’s thesis,
antithesis, and synthesis evolved into CT usage as “problem-reaction-
solution.” Conspiracy theorists understand this characterization as
a way that regimes manufacture a problem, encourage a targeted
reaction, and propose a specific explanation, action, or (orchestrated)
solution, often without democratic participation.
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PATTERN 8: Following Pattern 7, a hallmark of CTs is the devel-
opment of specialized language or discourse in describing complex
social phenomena. Language is often borrowed from other contexts
(Pattern 7), but can also arise spontaneously in response to events and
actions. Terms such as the mental health national spy complex, spyporn,
and suicided (a possible state-sanctioned murder of a person who is
officially reported as committing suicide) represent specific world-
views on the nature of authority and distrust in official accounts.

PATTERN 9: Like a Russian nesting doll, or matryoshka, CTs often

consist of theories within theories. For instance, theories about the

/11 attacks often comprise multiple, originally independent CTs,

including controlled demolition, Building 7 and rf:al estate mogul

Larry Silverstein, an “inside job” by the Bush administration, the role

of the “dancing Israelis,” North American Aerospace Defense Com-

mand (NORAD)’s delayed scrambling of F-15 fighters, an alle.ged

Dick Cheney stand-down order, an alleged order to shoot down thh.t

93 made by Cheney, letters containing anthrax sent to 'Ser'late Judi-

ciary Committee Chairman Patrick Leahy and Senate Majority Leadszr

Tom Daschle, and Operation Northwoods’s false flag. The 9 /11 case is
but one example of how one theory morphs into multiple, connected
theories—thus suggesting Lombardi’s narrative structures—each
with its own distinct dynamics and information flow. CTs, then, are a
web of relations. This pattern, like many of the patterns outlined here?,
illustrate that to fully grasp the nature of CTs we must follow thej trail
from beginning to end. We must painstakingly chart.the fotensms. of
conspiracy theories from their origins through to their manifestation
on whatever medium or platform they occur.

FINAL THOUGHTS

This chapter discussed conditions of information z.md their role in
conspiracy theory making. I reviewed the research htgrature Gf) 0T
spiracies, conspiracy theorists, and conspiracy theories, and.mt‘ro-
duced nine patterns that lay a conceptual groundwork for thinking
about conspiracy theories. As I have argued here, the research com-
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munity desperately needs not only new definitions and models ol

CTs, but also a framework within which to critically examine statc

apparatuses that may be responsible for fostering conspiracy theories.
We need to trace the sources and the roles of potentially corrupted
and missing information, whether from governments, corporations,
media, groups, or individuals, that lead to the production of CTs. We
can take from Ulrich Beck the need for an “integrative” cognitive
sociology as it relates to the study of CTs, for this kind of sociology
consists of “all the admixtures, amalgams and agents of knowledg(/-
in their combination and opposition, their foundations, their claims,
their mistakes, their irrationalities, their truth and, in the impossi-
bility of their knowing, the knowledge they lay claim to.”2* My discus-
sion also suggests the need for the scholarly community to reassess
CTs as they “arise in exclusion and proceed as information-seeking
on the part of the outs about the ins.”?

We can accomplish these directions in a few ways: first, by
applying theories across disciplinary boundaries,”® and second, by
utilizing methods that place researchers in dialogue with conspiracy
theorists and the direct knowledge they produce. The point is that we
researchers “can find out, not with perfect accuracy, but better than
zero, what people think they are doing, what meanings they give to
the objects and events and people in their lives and experience. We
do that by talking to them, in formal or informal interviews, in quick
exchanges while we participate in and observe their ordinary activi-
ties, and by watching and listening.”® In the post-9/11 universe,
these approaches form the basis for a more holistic understanding
of the ways conspiracy theories propagate and memetically crawl

through social systems in response to imperfect publicity and trans-
parency.

SU§AN .MARET, PHD, is a Lecturer at the School of Information, San Jose State
Un}versxty. Maret’s interest in CTs stems from a research agenda focused on investi-
gating secrecy as the concealment of information and forms of secrecy. Since 2006
Maret has taught a graduate-level course on secrecy and intellectual freedom whichy
examines the historical, legal, regulatory, and policy structures underlying éovern-
ment secrecy. With Jan Goldman, Maret is coeditor of Government Secrecy: Classic and
Contemporary Readings (Libraries Unlimited, 2009) and editor of Government Secrecy;
Research in Social Problems and Public Policy 19 (Emerald, 2011). She is also coeditory

240 CENSORED 2017

with Jan Goldman of Intelligence and Information Policy for National Security: Key Terms
and Concepts (Rowman & Littlefield, 2016).

The author wishes to thank Ivan Greenberg, Mickey Huff, EB, BEB, RC,
and MK for their thoughtful comments and suggestions on this chapter.
Project Censored thanks Tom Haseloff, sociology major at UC Berkeley, for
additional proofreading and formatting assistance.

Notes

\  David Ray Griffin, “9/11: The Myth and the Reality,” lecture given to the Progressive Democrats
of the East Bay, Oakland, CA, March 30, 2006, transcript, http:/ Jwww.grrtruth.org/9ri-the-
myth-and-the-reality/. YouTube video at https:/ /www.youtube.com/watch?v=29UwsSXwTYg.

2 Ibid.

;  Richard G. Hewlett, “The ‘Born-Classified’ Concept in the US Atomic Energy Commission,”
US House of Representatives, Committee on Government Operations, The Government’s Clas-
sification of Private Ideas: Thirty-fourth Report (Washington, DC: Government Printing Office,
1980), 173-87.

4  “Historical Documents: Foreign Relations of the United States (FRUS),” US Department of State, Office
of the Historian, no date, accessed May 5, 2016, http:/ [historystate.gov/historicaldocuments.

s “Authority and Responsibilities” and “Meeting Notes,” US Department of State, Advisory
Committee on Historical Diplomatic Documentation, no date, accessed May 5, 2016, https://
history.state.gov/about/hac/intro and https://history.stategov/about/hac/meeting-notes,
respectively.

6 See David N. Gibbs, “Misrepresenting the Congo Crisis,” African Affairs 95, no. 380 (July
1996), 453-59; and William B. McAllister, Joshua Botts, Peter Cozzens, and Aaron W. Marrs,
Toward “Thorough, Accurate, and Reliable”: A History of the Foreign Relations of the United States
Series (US Department of State, Office of the Historian, Bureau of Public Affairs, 2015), http://
static history.state.gov/frus-history/ebooks /frus-history.pdf.

7 Lorraine M. Lees and Sandra Gioia Treadway, “Review: A Future for Our Diplomatic Past?
A Critical Appraisal of the Foreign Relations Series,” Journal of American History 70, 1no. 3
(December 1983), 621-29.

8  “Report of the Advisory Committee on Historical Diplomatic Documentation, January 1-—
December 31, 2014,” US Department of State, Advisory Committee on Historical Diplomatic
Documentation, April 19, 2015, accessed May 7, 2016, https://www.fas.org/sgp/advisory/
state/hac2014.html.

9 David Talbot, The Devil's Chesshoard: Allen Dulles, the CIA, and the Rise of America’s Secret Govern-
ment (New York: HarperCollins, 2015); James Bamford, The Puzzle Palace: A Report on America’s
Most Secret Agency (Boston: Houghton Mifflin, 1982); David Leigh and Richard Norton-Taylor,
“MPs Leaked Bush Plan to Hit al-Jazeera,” Guardian, January 9, 2006, accessed May 4, 2016,
http://www.theguardian.com/media/ 2006 /jan/o9/ Iragandthemedia.politicsandiraq.

1o Publicity is described by Jeremy Bentham as “exposure—the completest exposure of the whole
system of procedure—whatever is done by anybody, being done before the eyes of the uni-
versal public.” See Jeremy Bentham, The Works of Jeremy Bentham, vol. 2, Published Under the
Superintendence of His Executor John Bowring. (London, Simpkin, Marshall, 1843), 19; Trans-
parency on the other hand, is a “process operating differently in different contexts” (416) but
also “a process of requiring persons in relations of community with others to account for
their actions, understandings and commitments as regards matters directly relevant to those
relations” (414). See Roger Cotterrell, “Transparency, Mass Media, Ideology and Community,”
Cultural Research 3, no. 4 (1999): 414-426.

CENSORED 2017 24




-
—

14

15
16

17
18

9
20
21

22

23

24

25

26

242

Jeremy Bentham, “Of Publicity,” in Political Tactics, edited by Michael James and Cypli;?n
Blamires (Oxford: Clarendon Press), 29-44.
Kathryn S. Olmsted, “Government Secrecy and Conspiracy Theories,” in Government Secre:y,
Research in Social Problems and Public Policy 19, ed. Susan Maret (Bingley, UK: Emerald Group
Publishing, 2011), 91-100.
See data compiled from American National Election Studies (http://www.electionstudies.org/)
“Beyond Distrust: How Americans View Their Government,” Pew Research Center, Novem Ivn I
23, 2015, http://www.people-press.org/2015/11/23/beyond-distrust-how-americans-view-thei
government/; Russell J. Dalton, “The Social Transformation of Trust in Government,” Internu
tional Review of Sociology 15, no. 1 (2005), 133-54, doi: 10.1080/03906700500038819.
Anthony Giddens, The Consequences of Modernity (Stanford, CA: Stanford University Press,
1990), 27.
A simplified Kantian argument.
Georg Simmel, “The Sociology of Secrecy and of Secret Societies,” American Journal of Soci
ology 11, no. 4 (January 19006), 441-98.
Niklas Luhmann, Trust and Power (New York: John Wiley and Sons, 1979), 71.
Ulrich Beck, Risk Society: Towards a New Modernity, tr. Mark Ritter (Thousand Oaks, CA: Sagc,
1992), 218. See also Leon Festinger, A Theory of Cognitive Dissonance (Stanford, CA: Stanford
University Press, 1962), 10.
Anthony Giddens, The Constitution of Society: Outline of a Theory of Structuration (Berkeley, CA:
University of California Press, 1984), 61.
Se‘e Beatrice De Graaf and Cornel Zwierlein, “Historicizing Security—Entering the Conspiracy
Dispositive,” Historical Social Research/Historische Sozialforschung 38, no. 1 (2013), 46—64.
As the intention of concealment of information. See Georg Simmel, “The Sociology of
Secrecy.”
That is, deception involving information planted outside the US by a government source o1
intelligence agency. The information then “blows back” to that agency or within government,
having the potential to mislead officials and the public. See US House of Representatives,
Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence, The CIA and the Media: Hearings before the Sub-
committee on Oversight of the Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence, House of Representatives,
Ninety-Fifth Congress, First and Second Sessions, December 27, 28, 29, 1977, January 4, 5, and April
20, 1978 (Washington, DC: US Government Printing Office, 1978) and Loch K. Johnson, “The
CIA and the Media,” Intelligence and National Security 1, no. 2 (1986), 143-69.
Many definitions exist; the definition that seems most relevant to my discussion is from Cull
Culbert, and Welch, where censorship takes two forms: 1. Selection of information to suppor{
a particular viewpoint, or 2. Deliberate manipulation or doctoring of information to create
an impression different from the original one intended. Nicholas J. Cull, David Culbert, and
David Welch, Propaganda and Mass Persuasion: A Historical Encyclopedia, 1500 to the Present
(Santa Barbara, CA: ABC-CLIO, 2003).
Lying (lies) are outlined as a form of deception, but not all forms of deception are lies. See Sis-
sela Bok, Lying: Moral Choice in Public and Private Life (New York: Vintage Books, 1999).
“Black” or covert propaganda concerns false sources accompanied by lies, fabrications, and
deceptions. Direct propaganda must be preceded by propaganda that is sociological in char-
acter, slow, general, seeking to create a climate, an atmosphere of favorable preliminary atti-
tudes. “Gray” propaganda relates to a source that may or may not be correctly identified, and
the accuracy of the information is uncertain, and often used to embarrass an enemy or com-
petitor. “White” or overt propaganda is defined as a source that is correctly identified and com-
municates accurate information, and there is an attempt to build credibility. See Nicholas J.
Cull, David Culbert, and David Welch, Propaganda and Mass Persuasion.
Defined as information “presented as truthful initially but that turns out to be false later.”
See Stephan Lewandowsky et al., “Misinformation, Disinformation, and Violent Conflict:
From Iraq and the “War on Terror’ to Future Threats to Peace,” American Psychologist 68, no. 7
(October 2013), 487, doi: 10.1037/20034515.

CENSORED 2017

36

37

38

Marchetti and Marks describe “black propaganda and disinformation as virtually indistin-
guishable. Both refer to the spreading of false information in order to influence people’s opin-
ions or actions. Disinformation is a special type of black propaganda (‘outright lies’) which
hinges on absolute secrecy and which is usually supported by false documents.” See Victor
Marchetti and John D. Marks, The CIA and the Cult of Intelligence (New York: Knopf, 1974),
164-67.
A CIA practice of disseminating internal memos that contain false information. There is
no marking of “eyewashed” documents “distinguishing them from legitimate records being
examined by the CIA’s Inspector General, turned over to Congress or declassified for histo-
rians.” See Greg Miller and Adam Goldman, “Eyewash’: How the CIA Deceives Its Own Work-
force about Operations,” Washington Post, January 31, 2016, accessed May 15, 2016, https://
www.washingtonpost.com/world/national-security/ eyewash-how-the-cia-deceives-its-own-
workforce-about-operations/z016/o1/3I/COof5378-c53d-11e5-9693-933a4d31bcc8,story.htm1.
For example, in Al-Adahi v. Obama, the District Court rejected evidence submitted by US gov-
ernment lawyers, deeming it hearsay based on third party accounts. See Alla Ali Bin Ali Ahmed,
et al., Petitioners v. Barack H. Obama, et al., Respondents, Civil Action No. 05-1678 (GK), Memo-
randum Opinion, US District Court for the District of Columbia, May 11, 2009, accessed May
2, 2016, https://ecf.dcd.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/showgpublic_doc?zooscv1678-220, 8.

That is, the restoration of security classification to information previously declassified. See
Declassification in Reverse: The US Intelligence Community’s Secret Historical Document Reclassifi-
cation Program, ed. Matthew Aid, National Security Archive, February 21, 2006, accessed May
1, 2016, http://www.gw.edu/'nsarchiv/NSAEBB/NSAEBBI79/.

Jefferson Morley, “How the CIA Writes History,” Intercept, April 25, 2016, accessed May 11,
2016, https://theintercept.com/2016/04/25 /how-the-cia-writes-history/.

See Ivan Greenberg, Surveillance in America: Critical Analysis of the FBI, 1920 to the Present
(Lanham, MD: Lexington Books, 2012) and Laura Poitras, director, Citizenfour (documentary
film), New York: Radius-TWC, 2014.

See for example, Jonathan D. Moreno, Undue Risk: Secret State Experiments on Humans (New
York: Routledge, 2013); John D. Marks, The Search for the ‘Manchurian Candidate’: The CIA and
Mind Control, The Secret History of the Behavioral Sciences (New York: W.W. Norton & Company,
1991), and the final report of the committee, convened by the Clinton administration, to report
on the use of human beings as subjects of federally-funded research using ionizing radiation,
Advisory Committee on Human Radiation Experiments, “ACHRE Report,” US Department
of Energy Openness Program, October 1995, accessed May 5, 2016, https://ehss.energy.gov/
ohre/roadmap/achre/summary.html.

For example, US Senate Select Committee on Intelligence, “Committee Study on Central Intel-
ligence Agency’s Detention and Interrogation Program,” released by Dianne Feinstein, US
Senate Select Committee on Intelligence Chairman, December 9, 2014, accessed May 5, 2016,
http:/ /www.feinstein.senate.gov/public/ index.cfm/senate-intelligence-committee-study-on-
cia-detention-and-interrogation-program.

See the infamous Area 51 case, Kazsa v. Browner, Nos. 96-15535, 96-15537, 96-16047,
96-16892, 96-16895, 96-16930 and 96-16933, United States Court of Appeals, Ninth Circuit,
January 8, 1998, accessed May 15, 2016, hitp://caselaw.findlaw.com/us-gth-circuit/1129437.
html. Through Presidential Determination No. 95-45 (October 10, 1995), the Clinton adminis-
tration exempted the Groom Lake facility from RCRA provisions that would require disclosure
of environmental practices.

Amy Zegart, “9/11 and the FBI: The Organizational Roots of Failure,” Intelligence and National
Security 22, no. 2 (2007), 165-84, doi: 10.1080/02684520701415123.

Carl |. Friedrich, The Pathology of Politics: Violence, Betrayal, Corruption, Secrecy, and Propaganda
(New York: Harper and Row, 1972); J. William Leonard, “The Corrupting Influence of Secrecy
on National Policy Decisions,” Government Secrecy; Research in Social Problems and Public Policy
19, ed. Susan Maret (Bingley, UK: Emerald Group Publishing, 2011), 421-34.

Ulrich Beck, Risk Society, 79.

CENSORED 2017 243



&
=

Cl

4

43

44

45
47

48

49

50

5T
52

244

Ibid., 80; Also see Gabe Rottman, “Massive FBI Biometric Database Must be Subject to Apjio
priate Public Scrutiny,” Center for Democracy and Technology, May 31, 2016, accessed Juin
1, 2016, https://cdt.org/blog/massive-fbi-biometric-database-must-be-subject-to-approprilc
public-scrutiny/.

Ulrich Beck, Risk Society, 8o.

Christopher L. Hinson, “Negative Information Action: Danger for Democracy,” American
Behavioral Scientist 53, no. 6 (February 2010), 826—47, doi: 10.1177/0002764209353276.
Dennis F. Thompson, “Democratic Secrecy,” Political Science Quarterly 114, no. 2 (1999), 181
93, doi: 10.2307/2657736. Also see Sissela Bok, Secrets: On the Ethics of Concealment and Revelu
tion (New York: Vintage Books, 1989).

Bill Kovach and Tom Rosenstiel, Warp Speed: America in the Age of Mixed Media (New York
Century Foundation, 1999), 5-8. Also see trust-in-government data compiled from American
National Election Studies (http://www.electionstudies.org/), Pew Research Center, “Beyon
Distrust,” and Russell ]. Dalton, “The Social Transformation of Trust in Government.”

Gary Webb, “New Rules for the New Millennium,” You are Being Lied To: The Disinformation
Guide to Media Distortion, Historical Whitewashes and Cultural Myths, ed. Russ Kick (New York
Disinformation Company, 2001), 38-39.

Ibid., 39.

Ibid.

Zygmunt Bauman, Collateral Damage: Social Inequalities in a Global Age (Cambridge, UK/
Malden, MA: Polity, 2011), 70.

So many literacies: Critical media literacy, historical, information, media-information,
research, scientific, and visual literacy. Of note is the Framework for Information Literacy which
defines information literacy as the ability to “recognize when information is needed and have
the ability to locate, evaluate and use effectively the needed information.” One of the principles
of the Framework is that “authority is constructed and contextual.” See the Association ol
College and Research Libraries, Framework for Information Literacy for Higher Education, Feb
ruary 2, 2015, accessed April 11, 2016, http://www.ala.org/acrl/sites/ala.org.acrl/files /content/
issues/infolit/Framework_ILHE.pdf.

UNESCO defines media-information literacy as the ability to “interpret and make informed
judgments as users of information and media, as well as to become skillful creators and pro
ducers of information and media messages in their own right. Media and information literate
citizens must have a good understanding of the functions of the media in a democratic society
including a basic knowledge of concepts such as freedom of speech, the free press and the
right to information.” See Martin Scott, Guidelines for Broadcasters on Promoting User-Generaled
Content and Media and Information Literacy (London: Commonwealth Broadcasting Associa-
Fion, 2009), 10, accessed April 11, 2016, http://www.unesco.org/new/en/communication-and
information/resources/publications-and-communication-materials/publications/full-list/
guidelines-for-broadcasters-on-promoting-user-generated-content-and-media-and-informa
tion-literacy/.

For example, see Jovan Byford, Conspiracy Theories: A Critical Introduction (Basingstoke, Eng
land/New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2011); Mark Fenster, Conspiracy Theories: Secrecy and
Power in American Culture, revised ed. (Minneapolis, MN: University of Minnesota Press,
2008); various essays in Conspiracy Nation: The Politics of Paranoia in Postwar America, ed.
Peter Knight (New York: New York University Press, 2002), Timothy Melley, Empire of Con-
spiracy: The Culture of Paranoia in Postwar America (Ithaca, NY; London: Cornell University
Press, 2000), and Ted Goertzel, “Belief in Conspiracy Theories,” International Society of Polit-
ical Psychology 15, no. 4 (December 1994), 731—42, doi: 10.2307/3791630.

Charles Doyle, “Federal Conspiracy Law: A Brief Overview (Report R41223),” Congressional
Research Service, January 20, 2016, accessed May 15, 2016, https://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/
misc/R41223.pdf.

Julian Assange, State and Terrorist Conspiracies, iq.org, November 10, 20006, accessed April 15,
2016, https://cryptome.org/ooo2/ja-conspiracies.pdf.

Ibid., 3.

CENSORED 2017

5

44

59

(§76)

62
63
04

66

67

patricia Goldstone, “The Artist Who Obsessed the FBL,” Daily Beast, December 13, 2015,
accessed May 2, 2016, http:/ /wvwv.thedailybeastcom/articles/zo15/12/13/the-artist-who-
obsessed-the-fbi.html.
Mark Lombardi, Global Networks, ed. Judith Richard, text by Robert Hobbs (New York: Inde-
pendent Curators International, 2003) and Patricia Goldstone, Interlock: Art, Conspiracy, and
the Shadow Worlds of Mark Lombardi (Berkeley, CA: Counterpoint Press, 2015).
David Coady, “Are Conspiracy Theorists Irrational?” Episteme 4, no. 2 (2007): 193—204, doi:
10.3366/epi.2007.4.2.193.
Steve Clarke, “Conspiracy Theories and Conspiracy Theorizing,” Philosophy of the Social Sci-
ences 32, no. 2 (June 2002): 131-50, doi: 10.1177/004931032002001; Cass R. Sunstein and
Adrian Vermeule, “Conspiracy Theories,” Harvard Public Law Working Paper No. 08-03; U
of Chicago, Public Law Working Paper No. 199; U of Chicago Law & Economics, Olin Working
Paper No. 387, January 15, 2008, accessed May s, 2016, http://papers.ssrm.com/sol3/papers.
cfm?abstract_id=108458s.
Research by Skocpol and Williamson identified members of the Tea Party as “overwhelmingly
conservative Republicans” that manufacture “conspiratorial concerns [that] can seem harm-
less, but they have real policy consequences.” Vanessa Williamson, “The Tea Party and the
Remaking of Republican Conservatism,” Eurozine, October 29, 2012, accessed May 15, 2016,
http://www.eurozine.com/artides/2012-1o-zg-wi]liamson—en.html‘
Gina Husting and Martin Orr, “Dangerous Machinery: ‘Conspiracy Theorist’ as a Transper-
sonal Strategy of Exclusion,” Symbolic Interaction 30, no. 2 (2007), 127-50.
Ibid.
Two works that started it all: Karl R. Popper, The Open Society and its Enemies, Volume Two:
Hegel and Marx (New York: Routledge, 1945) with its discussion of the “conspiracy theory of
society,” and Richard Hofstadter, The Paranoid Style in American Politics and Other Essays (New
York: Knopf, 1965).
Richard Hofstadter, The Paranoid Style, xi. In other parts of his essay, Hofstadter notes the
paranoid style “is not always right-wing,” 3.
Ibid., 5.
Ibid., 6.
Scholars at a 1955 conference sponsored by Goddard College on the topic of anti-intellectu-
alism identified anxiety, rumor, an overemphasis on security, and “distrust of intellectuals in
government” as an affront to rationality; this seems more in line with Popper’s conspiracy
theory of society than Hofstadter’s work, but it is Hofstadter's influence that later takes hold in
the research literature attached to CTs. See various articles in the Journal of Social Issues 11, no.
3 (1955) and Richard Hofstadter, Anti-Intellectualism in American Life (New York: Knopf, 1963).
Richard O. Curry, “Introduction,” in Conspiracy: The Fear of Subversion in American History,
eds. Richard O. Curry and Thomas M. Brown (New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1972),
viiiix. Also see David Brion Davis, The Fear of Conspiracy; Images of Un-American Subversion
from the Revolution to the Present (New York: Cornell University Press, 1971); Geoffrey Cubitt,
The Jesuit Myth: Conspiracy Theory and Politics in Nineteenth-Century France (Oxford: Clarendon
Press, 1993); and Conspiracy Theories in American History: An Encyclopedia, ed. Peter Knight
(Santa Barbara, CA: ABC-CLIO, 2003).
Jan-Willem van Prooijen, André P.M. Krouwel, and Thomas V. Pollet, “Political Extremism Pre-
dicts Belicfin Conspiracy Theories,” Social Psychological and Personality Science 6, no. 5 (July 2015),
57078, doi: 10.1177/1948550614567356; and see Jamie Bartlett and Carl Miller, The Power of
Unreason: Conspiracy Theories, Extremism and Counter-terrorism (London: Demos, 2010), accessed
May 5, 2016, http:/ /www,demos.co.uk/ﬁles/Conspiracy_theories,papetpdf?1282913891. Also
see Matt Apuzzo, “Who Will Become a Terrorist? Research Yields Few Clues,” New York Times,
March 27, 2016, accessed May 27, 2016, http://www.nytimes.com/2016/03/28 /world/europe/
mystcry-about-who»wﬂl-become-a»terrorist-deﬁes-dear-answers.html
White House, The National Security Strategy of the United States of America, March 2000,
http://nssarchive.us/NSSR/2006.pdf.

CENSORED 2017 245




68

69
70
71
72

73
74

75

76

77

78

79

8o
81

82

83

84

8s
86
87
88

89

90

246

US Department of Homeland Security, Domestic Extremism Lexicon, March 26, 2009, accesscd |

May 5 2016, https: //fas.org/irp/eprint/lexjcon.pdf. Due to public outcry, the Lexicon chan ged

titles in 2011, with a reduced number of categories and definitions. See US Department !

Homeland Security, Domestic Terrorism and Homegrown Violent Extremism Lexicon, Novembc:

10, 2011, accessed May 5, 2016, https://publicintelligence.net/domestic-terrorism-and-hom
grown-violent-extremism-lexicon/.

Ibid.

J. William Leonard, “The Corrupting Influence of Secrecy,” 429.

Dieter Groh, “The Temptation of Conspiracy Theory, or: Why Do Bad Things Happen to Goo
People? Part II: Case Studies,” in Changing Conceptions of Conspiracy, eds. Carl F. Graumann
an.d Serge Moscovici (Springer New York, 1987), 15-37.

Michael Barkun, A Culture of Conspiracy: Apocalyptic Visions in Contemporary America (Berkeley
University of California Press, 2013), 3.

Mark Fenster, Conspiracy Theories, 11.

Jack Z. Bratich, Conspiracy Panics: Political Rationality and Popular Culture (Albany, NY: SUNY
Press, 2008), 6. o

David Aaronovitch, Voodoo Histories: The Role of the Conspiracy Theory in Shaping Modern His
tory (New York: Riverhead Books, 2010), 6; Michael Barkun, A Culture of Conspiracy, 3; Michac!
Albert, “Conspiracy Theory,” Z Magazine, August 1, 1995, accessed April 28, 2016, https://
zcomm.org/zmagazine/conspiracy-theory-by-michael-albert/.

US Department of State, “How to Identify Misinformation,” USINFO, archived page from the
Wayback Machine, accessed May 5, 2010, http://wayback.archive.org/web/z005042700260|/
http:.//usinfo.state.gov/media/Archive_Index/ Identifying_Misinformation.html.

Daniel Pipes, Conspiracy: How the Paranoid Style Flourishes and Where It Comes From (New
York: Simon and Schuster, 1999); Lee Basham, “Living with the Conspiracy,” Philosophical
Foru.m 32, no. 3 (2001), 265-80, doi: 10.1111/0031-806X.00065.

David Coady, “Conspiracy Theories and Official Stories,” International Journal of Applied Phi
losophy 17, no. 2 (2003), 197-209, doi: 10.5840 /ijap200317210.

Jon W. Anderson, “Conspiracy Theories, Premature Entextualization, and Popular Political
Analysis,” Arab Studies Journal 4, no. 1 (1996), 96-102, http://www.jstor.org/stable/27933679-
Cas‘s R. Sunstein and Adrian Vermeule, “Conspiracy Theories: Causes and Cures,” Journal u}
Political Philosophy 17, no. 2 (June 2009), 202-27, doi: IO.IIII/j.1467-9760.2008.0’0325.X
Da.lvid Ray Griffin, Cognitive Infiltration: An Obama Appointee’s Plan to Undermine the 9/11 .Con—
spiracy Theory (Northampton, MA: Olive Branch Press, 2011), 2.

Kathryn S. Olmsted, Real Enemies: Conspiracy Theories and American Democracy, World War [ to
9/11 (New York/Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2009), 3.

.Lance deHaven-Smith, “Beyond Conspiracy Theory: Patterns of High Crime in Amer-
ican Government,” American Behavioral Scientist 53, no. 6 (February 2010), 795-825, doi:
10.1177/0002764209353274. o
Clare Birchall, Knowledge Goes Pop: From Conspiracy Theory to Gossip (New York/Oxford: Berp
Publishers, 2006), 34. o
Rob Brotherton, Suspicious Minds: Why We Believe Conspiracy Theories (New York: Bloomsbu
Publishing, 2015), 80. N
Michael Barkun, A Culture of Conspiracy, 27, 26.
Gina Husting and Martin Orr, “Dangerous Machinery,” 146.
Steve Clarke, “Conspiracy Theories and Conspiracy Theorizing,” 148.
See Robert A. Dahl, Democracy and Its Critics (New Haven, CT: Yale University Press 1989)
Charles R. Pigden, “Conspiracy Theories and the Conventional Wisdom,” Epistem;: 4 no. 2
(2007), 21932, doi: 10.3366/€pi.2007.4.2.219. o
The' idea of pattern is liberally taken from Gregory Bateson, Mind and Nature: A Necessary
.Umty (New York: Dutton, 1979). In this work, Bateson discusses patterns as communication
:n providing context and meaning; pattern making—and order—both occur through informa-
ion.

CENSORED 2017

01

02

93

Taken from Peter M. Haas, “Introduction: Epistemic Communities and International Policy
Coordination,” International Organization 46, no. 1 (1992), 1-35.

Ulrich Beck and Elisabeth Beck-Gernsheim, Individualization: Institutionalized Individualism
and Its Social and Political Consequences (Thousand Oaks, CA: SAGE, 2002), 202-12.

See for example, puzzlement by government authorities as to the nature of “UFOs” as reported
in documents in the Declassified Documents Reference System (DDRS). One document I received
under FOIA (I wanted to verify the provenance of the memo) from the CIA in 2015 is a memo
written in 1952 by Gen. Walter B. (Bedell) Smith to members of the Psychological Strategy
Board on the subject of unidentified flying objects. The sixteen-page memo, which can be
found on the Web, discusses among other matters, the National Security Council’s recogni-
tion “as a national security problem our present limited capabilities in making prompt posi-
tive visual or mechanical identification of flying objects.” The memo discusses the objects as
“having possible implications for psychological warfare” and raises questions as to the Soviet
Union’s “present level of knowledge regarding these phenomena.” See Walter B. Smith to
Director, Psychological Strategy Board, 1952, Director of Central Intelligence, Memorandum
Subject: “Flying Saucers,” CIA -RDP81Ro0560R000100020017-2, approved for release April
4, 2001, https:/ /www.cia.gov/library/readingroom/docs/DOC_ooo0015338.pdf.

94 Ron Westrum, “Social Intelligence about Anomalies: The Case of UFOs,” Social Studies of Sci-

95

ence 7, no. 3 (August 1977), 271-302, doi: 10.1177/030631277700700302.

Adams and Balfour write that “the masking of administrative evil suggests that evil also occurs
along another continuum: from acts committed in relative ignorance to those committed
knowingly and deliberately, or what we would characterize as masked and unmasked evil.” See
Guy B. Adams and Danny L. Balfour, Unmasking Administrative Evil (Armonk, New York: M.E.
Sharpe, 2015), 12.

96 See for example Morton H. Halperin, Robert L. Borosage, Jerry J. Berman, and Christine M.

Marwick, The Lawless State: The Crimes of the US Intelligence Agencies (Penguin Books, 1976)
and Lance deHaven-Smith, “When Political Crimes are Inside Jobs: Detecting State Crimes
Against Democracy,” Administrative Theory & Praxis 28, no. 3 (September 2006), 330-55,
http://www.jstor.org/stable/25610803, who offer cases of such crimes. DeHaven-Smith out-
lines SCADs as “concerted actions or inactions by public officials that are intended to weaken
or subvert popular control of their government ... SCADs include not only election tampering,
vote fraud, government graft, political assassinations, and similar crimes when they are initi-
ated by public officials, but also subtle violations of democratic processes and prerequisites”
(333). SCADs also entail “political assassination, false-flag terrorism, election theft, military
provocation, and contrived crises in industry, finance, energy, and public health” (Lance
deHaven-Smith, Alexander Kouzmin, Kym Thorne, and Matthew T. Witt, “The Limits of Per-
missible Change in U.S. Politics and Policy: Learning from the Obama Presidency,” Admin-
istrative Theory & Praxis 32, no. 1 (2010), 134—40, doi: 10.2753/ATP1084-1806320110). Lance
deHaven-Smith, Conspiracy Theory in America (Austin, TX: University of Texas Press, 2013)
also discusses SCADs and their relationship with CTs.

97 Atrophy of vigilance is the decline over time in regulatory surveillance; in bureaucratic slippage,

there is a “tendency for broad policies to be altered through successive reinterpretation, such
that the ultimate implementation may bear little resemblance to legislated or other broad state-
ments of policy intent”; and recreancy, where “persons entrusted with the operation of systems
may have failed to carry out their responsibilities with the necessary vigor.” Atrophy of vigi-
lance and recreancy are concepts devised by sociologist William R. Freudenburg; bureaucratic
slippage was conceptualized by Bill Freudenburg and Robert Gramling. For an overview, see
Susan Maret, “Freudenburg Beyond Borders: Recreancy, Atrophy of Vigilance, Bureaucratic
Slippage, and the Tragedy of 9/11,” William R. Freudenburg, A Life in Social Research; Research
in Social Problems and Public Policy 21, ed. Susan Maret (Bingley, United Kingdom: Emerald
Group Publishing Limited, 2011), 201-23.

98 Lance deHaven-Smith, Conspiracy Theory in America, 149.
99 Based on Georg Simmel, “The Sociology of Secrecy.”

CENSORED 2017 247




100 John W. McHoskey, “Case Closed? On the John F. Kennedy Assassination: Biased Assimila- -~

tion of Evidence and Attitude Polarization,” Basic and Applied Social Psychology 17, no. 3 (1995),
395—409, doi: 10.1207/515324834baspr703_7.

tor The HSCA’s conspiracy finding was perhaps in part riding a wave that began with Mark Lane’s
influential 1966 book Rush to Judgment (New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1966), which
suggested the assassination was the result of a conspiracy. Lane’s book is cited in the HSCA's
volume 6: US House of Representatives, Select Committee on Assassinations, Investigation of
the Assassination of President John F. Kennedy, Appendix to Hearings before the Select Committee on
Assassinations of the U.S. House of Representatives, Ninety-fifth Congress, Second Session: Volume
VI, Photographic Evidence (Washington, DC: US Government Printing Office, 1979).

102 US House of Representatives, Select Commiittee on Assassinations, Final Report of the Select
Committee on Assassinations, U.S. House of Representatives, Ninety-fifth Congress, Second Session:
Summary of Findings and Recommendations (Washington, DC: US Government Printing Office,
1979), 194-

103 Brenda Dervin, “An Overview of Sense-Making Research: Concepts, Methods and Results to
Date,” presentation at the International Communication Association Annual Meeting, Dallas,
TX, May 1983.

104 Brenda Dervin, “Sense-Making's Journey from Metatheory to Methodology to Method: An
Example Using Information Seeking and Use as Research Focus.” In Sense-Making Method-
ology Reader: Selected Writings of Brenda Dervin, ed. Brenda Dervin, Lois Foreman-Wemet, and
Eric Lauterbach (Cresskill, NJ: Hampton, 2003): 153.

105 Brenda Dervin, “Chaos, Order and Sense-Making: A Proposed Theory for Information
Design,” in Information Design, ed. Robert Jacobsen (Cambridge, MA: MIT Press, 1999), 41.

106 Brenda Dervin, “On Studying Information Seeking Methodologically: The Implications of
Connecting Metatheory to Method,” Information Processing & Management 35, no. 6 (1999),
727-750, doi: 10.1016/S0306-4573(99)00023-0.

107 Brenda Dervin, “Sense-making Theory and Practice: An Overview of User Interests in Knowl-
edge Seeking and Use,” Journal of Knowledge Management 2, no. 2 (November 1998), 36—46,
doi: 10.1108/13673279810249369.

108 David E. Pozen, “The Mosaic Theory, National Security, and the Freedom of Information Act,”
Yale Law Journal 115 (2005), 628-79, http://www.yalelawjournal.org/pdf/358_fto38tb4.pdf.

109 Paul Solomon, “Information Mosaics: Patterns of Action that Structure,” in Exploring the

Contexts of Information Behaviour; Proceedings of the 2nd International Conference on Research in

Information Needs, Seeking, and Use in Different Contexts, eds. Thomas D. Wilson and David K.

Allen (London: Taylor Graham, 1999).

CIA v. SIMS, No. 83-1075, United States Supreme Court, April 16, 1985, at note 3, http://

caselaw.findlaw.com /us-supreme-court/471/159.html.

Sims v. CIA, Nos. 82-1945, 82-1961, United States Court of Appeals, District of Columbia

Circuit, June 10, 1983, http://www.leagle.com/decision/1983804709F2d95_1775/SIMS%20

v.%20C.LA. .

112 Brian L. Keeley, “Of Conspiracy Theories,” Journal of Philosophy 96, no. 3 (1999), 109—26.

113 Anthony Giddens, The Constitution of Society, 281.

114 Jovan Byford, Conspiracy Theories: A Critical Introduction, 88.

115 As I intend it here, barefoot research is a form of action research. Barefoot is derived from the

barefoot medicine tradition in China, where rural communities included a lay person with

basic medical knowledge. These practitioners were not trained physicians, but had knowledge
of alternative forms of healing and disease prevention.

At http://aarclibrary.org/about-the-aarc/, http://blackopradio.com, and https://www.maryferrell.

org/pages/Documents.html, respectively.

See Probe Magazine, http://www.ctka.net/probeframes.html; Coretta Scott King, et al v. Loyd

Jowers, et al., Case No. 97242, Circuit Court of Shelby County, Tennessee for the 13th Judicial

District at Memphis, December 9, 1999. A transcript of the proceedings is available at the

King Center’s site, http://www.thekingcenter.org/civil-case-king-family-versus-jowers.

I

=
o

I

=
=i

(==
[V

=
[}

¥

I

=
N

248 CENSORED 2017

118 Such as Black Vault (http://www.theblackvault.com/), Government Attic (http://www.governmentattic.
org), Memory Hole (http:/ Jthememoryhole2.org/), and MuckRock (https://www.muckrock.com/).

119 Hofstadter, The Paranoid Style, 24. ———

120 “Accomplishments,” ParaNet Information Services, Inc., August 21, 2002, via the Waybac
Machine, accessed May 15, 2016, http://wayback.archive.org/web/zoo}ozlzosg}oS/hﬁ‘p://
www.paranetinfo.com/accomplishments.html.

121 Vallee has attempted to merge the two classification systems. See ]acgues E. Yallee: A Systelm
of Classification and Reliability Indicators for the Analysis of the Behavior of Umd.ent;ﬁzd Aerial
Phenomena, jacquesvallee.net, April, 2007, accessed May 15, 2016, http:/ /www.jacquesvallee.
net/bookdocs/classif.pdf. )

122 See Michael Hoffman, “Twilight Language Glossary in the Case of the Umpqua Shootef,. On
the Contrary (blog), October 1, 2015, http:/ /revisionistreview.blogspot.com/2015/10/tw111ght-
language-in-case-of-umpqua.html. Coleman’s site is at http:/ /copycateffect.blggspot:com/ 4

123 John Peacock, “Tantric Writings,” in Buddhism: The Illustrated Guide, ed. Kevin Trainor (New
York: Oxford University Press, 2004), 208-1L. B o '

124 See “Trivium: Resources for the Trivium Method of Critical Thinking and 1"’rob1erx:i ij[)lvmg,
Useful to the Peace Revolution Curriculum,” Tragedy and Hope, no date, accessed May 17,
2016, https://tragedyandhope.com/trivium/. o

125 George H.W. Bush, “Address Before a Joint Session of the Congress on the State of the U.mon,
American Presidency Project, January 29, 1991, accessed May 5, 2016, http://www.presidency.
ucsb.edu/ws/?pid=19253.

126 Ulrich Beck, Risk Society, 55. o

1277 Jon W. Anderson, “Conspiracy Theories, Premature Entextuahzan?n

128 Such as securitization, “which predominantly examines how security prol?lem§ emerge, evolve
and dissolve.” Thierry Balzacq, “Constructivism and Securitization Studies,” in '{‘he Routledge

Handbook of Security Studies, eds. Myriam Dunn Cavelty and Victor Mauer (Abingdon, UK/
New York: Routledge, 2010), 56-72. ) o .
129 Based on Herbert Blumer. See Howard S. Becker, “The Epistemology of Q\Ixahtatn{e ResearF Jin
Essayson Ethnographyand Human Development: Contextand Meaningin Social Inquiry,eds. Richard
Jessor, Anne Colby, and Richard Schweder (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1996), 53-71.

CENSORED 2017 i




chsomsnzms CENSOREﬂzm

N THE LINE

THE TOP CENSORED STORIES AND MEDIA ANALYSIS OF 2015-2016

2017

FORTIETH ANNIVERSARY EDITION

Mitkey Huss
ad-Andy Lee'Roth

o with
Project Censugedg

edited by
SOR 5201 Mickey Huff

ey and Andy Lee Roth

with

Project GCensored

foreword by

ammnyms  Mark Crispin Miller

cartoons

AESHIM  Knalil Bendib

Am!v Lee Roth
u Mlel(ey Hutf

Prwmcansmu

Cartoos
Khalll Bendlb

Ralph Nauer

FEARLESS SPEECH IN FATEFUL TIMES

The Year's
) ,imﬁ

The Top 25 Censored
_Stories of 2007-08

Mickey Huff
and Andy Lee Roth
with




Copyright © 2016 by Mickey Huff and Andy Lee Roth
Foreword © 2016 by Mark Crispin Miller
A Seven Stories Press First Edition

All rights reserved. No part of this book may be reproduced, stored
in a retrieval system, or transmitted in any form, by any means,

including mechanical, electronic, photocopying, recording or other-

wise, without the prior written permission of the publisher.
Seven Stories Press

140 Watts Street

New York, NY 10013

www.sevenstories.com

ISBN 978-1-60980-715-3 (paperback)

ISBN 978-1-60980-716-0 (electronic)

ISSN 1074-5998

987654321

Book design by Jon Gilbert

Printed in the USA

DEDICATION

Ben H. Bagdikian
(1920—2016)

]ournalist of conscience,
pioneering critic of corporate media consolidation, and
champion of the public’s right to know

Media power is political power . .. To give citizens @ choice in
ideas and information is to give them a choice in politics: If a
nation has narrowly controlled information, it will soon have
narrowly controlled politics.

from The Media Monopoly, by Ben H. Bagdikian

Bagdikian served as a Project Censored judge
from 1976—2000



PUBLISHER’S NOTE

That Project Censored has survived and thrived for forty years is a
testament to this incredible team of people and also to the enduring
power of the idea that monitoring news censorship can keep our
democracy going. Real democracy in America is constantly under
assault, but the simple fact that Project Censored exists means that
the kind of investigative reporting the Project celebrates, and the pub-
lications that support investigative reporting, have a forum and even
a reward for their efforts and talent and sacrifice.

I remember meeting intrepid reporters like Gary Webb and Sidney
Wolfe and so many others through Project Censored, including young
journalists who were being celebrated for a story they’d written and it
may have been the first time a story they’d written had a life beyond
initial publication. And it felt great, like we were on the winning team.

So much of this kind of research and nonfiction writing happens
inisolation, even extending to and including publication. I remember
that, often, it was at the Project Censored Awards that writer and pub-
lisher met in person for the first time.

For four decades Project Censored has also initiated thousands
of college students into the world of censorship and investigative
reporting, not only at Sonoma State University where the Project
was founded in 1976, but also at dozens of colleges and universities
around the country.

Under successive directors, founder Carl Jensen, then Peter Phil-
lips, and now Mickey Huff with Andy Lee Roth, the Project has
continued its work as one of America’s strongest alternative media
institutions.

As Project Censored’s publisher through all but one of the years that
they have produced an annual volume of censored stories, Censored,
I've been amazed at the resilience and joyfulness this organization
has shown, year after year. Forever young, and ever more important,

Project Censored makes us all better-informed and more empowered
as citizens.

—Dan Simon, Publisher, Seven Stories Press
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