
‘Conspiracy theories are as old as the hills, but they only became the object of
scholarly study and concern after 1945. In this meticulously researched study,
Katharina Thalmann traces the discursive history of conspiracy theory, revealing
how it became a familiar concept, a widely derided form of explanation, and a
perceived threat to democratic rationality. Thalmann’s approach helps to explain
the persistent public fascination with conspiracy, from the rise of a postwar “culture
of paranoia“ to contemporary debate about the politics of conspiracy discourse.’

Professor Timothy Melley, author of The Covert Sphere: Secrecy, Fiction, and
the National Security State

‘Thalmann’s bold and timely book updates and challenges longstanding concerns
that conspiracy theories have become increasingly respectable. In offering precise
and nuanced readings of conspiracy theories and their reception within academic
and media discourses, Thalmann produces a convincing argument about the
changing status of conspiracy theories during the Twentieth Century. Thalmann
also addresses the contemporary moment. While other commentators see Trump’s
ascension as proof of conspiracy theory’s increased legitimacy, Thalmann suggests
that Trump and other influential conspiracy theorists on the populist right today
gain traction through their links to conspiracy theory precisely because of its fringe,
illegitimate hue. Getting airtime is not the same as legitimacy in Thalmann’s eyes.
Reading against the grain, with careful conviction, Thalmann’s book is a key
intervention into the lively field of conspiracy studies.’

Dr Clare Birchall, Reader in Contemporary Culture,
King’s College London, UK



This page intentionally left blank



THE STIGMATIZATION OF
CONSPIRACY THEORY SINCE THE
1950S
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ground-breaking study challenges some of the widely shared assessments in the
scholarship about a perceived mainstreaming of conspiracy theory. It claims that
conspiracy theory underwent a significant shift in status in the mid-20th century
and has since then become highly visible as an object of concern in public debates.

Providing an in-depth analysis of academic and media discourses, Katharina
Thalmann is the first scholar to systematically trace the history and process of the
delegitimization of conspiracy theory. By reading a wide range of conspiracist
accounts about three central events in American history from the 1950s to 1970s –
the Great Red Scare, the Kennedy assassination, and the Watergate scandal –

Thalmann shows that a veritable conspiracist subculture emerged in the 1970s as
conspiracy theories were pushed out of the legitimate marketplace of ideas and
conspiracy theory became a commodity not unlike pornography: alluring in its
illegitimacy, commonsensical, and highly profitable.
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INTRODUCTION

In a warning note, “To the Betrayed Inhabitants of the City and Colony of
New-York,” the New Hampshire-Gazette in 1770 observed that “[British] minions
of tyranny and despotism […] [we]re indefatigable in laying every snare that their
malevolent and corrupt hearts c[ould] suggest, to enslave a free people” (“To the
Betrayed”) – they had joined, as the Providence Gazette reiterated in 1775,
“the most horrid plot […,] a deep plot formed to divide [the colonists]” (“To the
Inhabitants”). In 1835, Samuel Morse, inventor, intellectual, and son of the
prominent preacher Jedidiah Morse, described the outlines of what he perceived
to be a vast Catholic plot, threatening “the liberties of the country” (55). He
cautioned that “The conspirators […] ha[d] been admitted from abroad” and
“[we]re now organized in every part of the country; they [we]re all subordinates,
standing in regular steps of slave and master, from the most abject dolt that obeys
the commands of his priest, up to the great master-slave Metternich, who commands
and obeys his Illustrious Master the [Austrian] Emperor” (54). Deploring an alleged
economic and moral decline of U.S. society in the postwar years, Senator Joseph
McCarthy in 1951 noted that the American people had finally realized that this
decline “was brought about […] by will and intention” (135), that it was “the product
of a great conspiracy, a conspiracy on a scale so immense as to dwarf any previous such
venture in the history of man” (136). In 2009, Alex Jones implored Americans to open
their eyes to “the real power structure of the planet,” an “Anglo-American world
empire” composed of, among others, Wall Street bankers, the Bilderberg group, the
Rockefeller and Rothschild families, and “the military-industrial complex.” Although
presidents like Barack Obama, George W. Bush, and George H. W. Bush had will-
fully joined the conspiracy to build a “new world order,” Jones contended, they were
but “front men” for the “ruling elite behind the throne”; John F. Kennedy had been
“the last true President,” but was eliminated when he began to pursue civil rights
reform in earnest and suggested withdrawal from Vietnam (Obama Deception).



Although these examples stem from four different centuries and very different
moments in American history, they share many rhetorical and conceptual simila-
rities: they convey fears of a human-designed plot, fears of losing one’s freedom or
political autonomy, of being enslaved to a foreign or corrupted hegemon; they rely
on a Manichean worldview and an equally fervent and apocalyptic appeal to “the
people”; and they rest on the belief that there is always more to history than meets
the eye. As such, these examples illustrate the epistemological and narrative features
of conspiracy theory: the view that a group of powerful agents is operating in secret
to pursue a malevolent goal, which is, in most cases, the take-over of power over a
cultural, religious, ethnic, or political community (Barkun 3; Butter, Plots 1; Fen-
ster 1).1 Conspiracy theories, as Michael Barkun has shown and the examples
above underline, are based on three concepts (also cf. Keeley 116):

� Intentionality (3): Conspiracy theories conjure a history shaped and produced
by human design, “by will and intention,” as McCarthy put it in the 1950s.

� Secrecy and deception (4): The conspirators are said to organize covertly and
consciously deceive others so that those on the outside of the conspiracy, its
victims, in the words of Alex Jones, “can’t see what’s right in front of their
faces” (Obama Deception).

� Causality and correlation (4): Conspiracy theories deny the possibility of
coincidence, eschew structural explanations, and instead promote the view
that everything happens for a very specific reason, thus forging connections
between seemingly unconnected events in the past and present. Jones’s con-
spiracy theory about the “New World Order,” for instance, causally links the
financial crisis of 2008, the Iraq War, and the death of President Kennedy.

In order to distinguish conspiracy theories from other texts which share similar
conceptual premises, such as gossip, rumors, or urban legends, but also to specify
Barkun’s definition, I would add three more observations. First, conspiracy theories
are characterized by a high degree of complexity (cf. Butter, Plots 14; Zwierlein
69). All of the examples quoted above are taken from lengthy pamphlets, detailed
newspaper articles, or entire books devoted to uncovering a specific plot, such as
Morse’s Foreign Conspiracy against the Liberties of the United States (1835) or McCar-
thy’s America’s Retreat from Victory: The Story of George Catlett Marshall (1951). Even
Jones’s two-hour documentary The Obama Deception (2009) presents an intricate
argument bricolaging countless historical events, publicly available data, and inter-
views with (self-professed) experts into an alternate history of the past 50 years.
While gossip, rumors, and urban legends can serve as vehicles for conspiracy theory
and often carry conspiracist meanings (cf. Klausnitzer 89), they lack the attention to
detail and elaborately drafted argumentation characteristic of conspiracy theory.

Second, although conspiracy theories often appear as factual in form, they are
“not literally true” (Butter, Plots 15; cf. Pipes 10).2 Examples of actual conspiracies
are manifold, from the assassination of Julius Caesar to the 1605 Gunpowder Plot
and the Watergate scandal in 1972, but these differ from the large-scale conspiracy
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scenarios conjured by conspiracy theories (Butter, “Dunkle” 5). Moreover, con-
spiracy theories usually mix fact and fiction so that, according to Cornel Zwier-
lein’s definition, “A conspiracy theory is typically a narrative of a possible past
constructed with the material of a large amount of facts that have really happened
and that are commonly accepted as ‘real’ and other fictitious, or at least not proven
and not commonly accepted, elements which are supposed to have happened”
(70). Conspiracy theories during the Revolutionary War articulated the colonists’
very real struggle for political and economic autonomy, but did so in an exag-
gerated, hyperbolic fashion, translating the fight for independence into an uneven
conflict between a malevolent master and the enslaved colonists; even the
Declaration of Independence, which reverberates with the colonists’ conspiracist
beliefs, does not merely summarize their disagreement with King George III’s
policies but accumulates a list of 27 grievances voiced in, at times, highly meta-
phorical language (In Congress). And although the 19th century indeed saw a mas-
sive migration to the Western territories and states, westward expansion was driven
by dominant ideologies, political incentives, and individual migration rather than
steered by a Catholic plot, as Morse claimed.

This is not to suggest that conspiracy theories should be dismissed out of hand.
Despite the fact that “conspiracy theories may be wrong or overly simplistic,” as Mark
Fenster puts it, “they may sometimes be on to something” (90). Scholars like Fenster,
Peter Knight, and Timothy Melley have therefore rightly underlined the significance
of conspiracy theorizing as a meaning-making cultural practice and shown that con-
spiracy theories code and express actual socio-cultural and political concerns and
anxieties. Conspiracy theories also often perform important cultural work, Michael
Butter has pointed out, harking back to a concept introduced by Jane Tompkins, as
they produce a collective identity by conjuring a communal enemy or presenting a
vision for the future of a group or nation (Plots 21); Zwierlein has called this “the
appellative-affective and denunciatory function” of conspiracy theory (69). “Con-
spiracy thinking produces America as a nation,” Jodi Dean writes, “it provides narra-
tives that tell Americans who ‘we’ are” (“Declarations” 291) – just as it produces other
cultural, ethnic, religious, or geographic collectives, other “imagined” communities.

Not surprisingly, the examples from the Revolutionary War as well as McCar-
thy’s and Jones’s texts all directly interpellate the audience as “the people,” which
hints at the third feature that I would add to Barkun’s list: conspiracy theory’s
equally populist and productive nature (cf. Butter, Plots 16–17). “Conspiracy
theory is populist in its evocation of an unwitting and unwilling populace in thrall
to the secret machinations of power,” Fenster explains, but also emphasizes that, as
a form of populism, conspiracy theory does not simply reflect a particular grievance
or given identity; it actively constructs and “produces” identities (84, 85). Rather
than reject conspiracy theorizing, Fenster emphasizes, scholars should provide close
and symptomatic readings of conspiracy theories to understand their causes, con-
texts, and underlying claims (84).

The studies by Fenster, Knight, and Melley, and other cultural and political
analyses of conspiracy theory released in the wake of the cultural turn in the 1990s,
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made valuable contributions to the field of conspiracy theory scholarship because
they eschewed the a priori pathologization which had characterized academic and
journalistic writings since the 1960s when Richard Hofstadter famously rejected
conspiracy theorizing as a form of political and cultural paranoia. Hofstadter
claimed that conspiracy theorizing had always been “the preferred style only of
minority movements” in U.S. history (7) and, by referring to such beliefs as a
“paranoid style,” provided an intuitive label with which to dismiss conspiracy the-
ories as a dangerous, misguided, and irrational epistemological model – to date,
public and media discussions about conspiracy theories almost automatically recur
to Hofstadter’s conceptualization of the “paranoid style.” Hofstadter’s essay about
“The Paranoid Style in American Politics” also helped to shape two dominant
schools of thought in the scholarly literature on conspiracy theory: whereas the one
views conspiracy theorizing, in line with Hofstadter’s argumentation, as a practice
limited to the margins of political and cultural life, the other, using Hofstadter’s
argument as a starting point, believes that conspiracy theories have become
increasingly mainstream in recent decades and invaded American political and
popular culture (cf. Fenster 1). As is made explicit in the first but only implied in
the latter, both schools rest on the assumption that conspiracy theories are detri-
mental to democratic societies; they agree, Fenster writes, “that conspiracy theory,
in its dangerous conception of power, nationhood, and history, represents a dire
threat” (2).

Although Fenster, Knight, and Melley have re-calibrated the field of conspiracy
theory research by underscoring the cultural significance of conspiracy theorizing in
the U.S., their studies are nevertheless still indebted to the second school of
thought and also exhibit “a strong presentist bias” (Butter, Plots 6). Identifying the
culture of the 1960s as a turning point, both Knight and Melley have argued that
conspiracy theories are more mainstream than ever in the 21st century (Knight,
“Introduction” 6; Melley, Empire 7–8).3 In the wake of the assassination of John F.
Kennedy, fueled by growing concerns about the Vietnam War and the security
state, and the rise of liberal counter-cultures, Knight holds, “conspiracy theories
have become far more prominent, no longer the favoured rhetoric of backwater
scaremongers, but the lingua franca of ordinary Americans” (Conspiracy 2). “Con-
spiracy theory has a long history in the United States,” Melley writes, “But its
influence has never been greater than now” (Empire vii). Other scholars have
detected a more recent change and argued that the advance of communication
technologies and the Internet have facilitated the access to and the dissemination of
conspiracist content (Birchall 17; Pipes 307; Schetsche 116; Lutter 22–24). Con-
spiracy theories are now “no longer ‘on the fringe,’” Jodi Dean proclaims (Aliens
10), and both Knight (“Introduction” 6) and Fenster (7) diagnose that “We’re all
conspiracy theorists now.”

Contrary to this dominant view, the examples of conspiracist discourse that I
have listed in the beginning already attest to the ubiquity of conspiracy theories
throughout all of American history. During the Revolutionary War, Bernard
Bailyn has shown, both the colonists and the British were convinced that the
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opposite party was engaged in a conspiracy (150), but on the American side, con-
spiracy theories helped to unite the economically, geographically, and ethnically
very diverse and divided colonists (155). The works of Michael Butter, David
Brion Davis, and Gordon Wood have further stressed both the prevalence and
pivotal role of conspiracy theorizing in American culture from the colonial era to
the mid-20th century. Even Hofstadter, in the “The Paranoid Style,” describes a
great variety of conspiracy theories, ranging from fears about Illuminati in the 18th
century to fears of communism in the 1950s. Whether during the Salem witchcraft
crisis, the presidency of John Adams, or the late antebellum era, conspiracy theories
shaped politics and history as they both stabilized communities by exaggerating and
exploiting fears of a conspiratorial enemy said to threaten the group from without,
and/or destabilized communities by exaggerating and exploiting differences among
community members (Butter, Plots 20). From the early modern period to the 19th
and 20th centuries, the belief in and dissemination of conspiracy theories allowed
Americans to “order[] and g[i]ve meaning to their political world,” Wood main-
tains, and explains that Americans “could scarcely conceive of a moral order that
was not based on [human] intentions” (411, 440).

Apart from these historico-cultural analyses, studies which counter or, at least,
question the predominant, presentist argument about the mainstreaming of and
increase in conspiracy theories since the 1960s are rare and mostly point at the “long
history” of conspiracy theorizing in the U.S. in passing (cf. Melley, Empire vii). Jesse
Walker points at the continuous presence of conspiracy theories in American culture,
from the Puritans to the present, “in the establishment as well as at the extremes”
(United 8), but actually feeds into narratives about American exceptionalism as he
portrays conspiracy theorizing as a somewhat uniquely American feature.4 Fenster at
least acknowledges that “conspiracy theory has always been a significant element of
American political rhetoric” (9), just as Joseph Uscinski and Joseph Parent argue that
“Conspiracy theories are permanent fixtures on the American landscape” (105).
Uscinski and Parent are also two of the few scholars to suggest, by referring to
empirical data mined from analyzing surveys and letters sent to editors of two pro-
minent newspapers, that “despite popular hoopla,” discussions of (possible) con-
spiracies have actually declined in the U.S. since the 1890s, with the exception of the
Red Scare in the 1950s (110). Yet such findings often go unnoticed in the very
“popular hoopla” Uscinski and Parent deplore, precisely because media discussions
echo academia’s concerns about the pervasiveness of conspiracy theories in the 21st
century. Media pundits have proclaimed an American “age of paranoia” (Baker,
“Observer”) or “age of conspiracy theories” (LaFrance) at regular intervals since the
1960s, often by adopting the same apocalyptic argot characteristic of conspiracy the-
ories. When The Atlantic in 2016 voiced concerns about “An Outbreak of Conspiracy
Theories” (Beck), it actually appropriated an analogy quite common in anti-com-
munist conspiracy theories of the 1950s which often equated communist ideology
with cancer or infectious diseases (cf. Schrecker, Many 133, 144).

A different perspective is provided by studies which draw on the sociology of
knowledge. Based on a Foucauldian approach, they conceive knowledge as a social
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construct and argue that discursive practices, power constellations, and social con-
figurations articulate boundaries between what is deemed to be legitimate and
illegitimate, true and false knowledge (cf. Foucault, Archaeology 197; “Order” 52,
61, 67). Accordingly, these studies not only define “conspiracy theory as a
knowledge-producing discourse” (Birchall 34), but also suggest categorizing the
knowledge produced by conspiracy theory as “stigmatized knowledge” (Barkun
26), “subjugated knowledges” (Bratich 7), “heterodox knowledge” (Schetsche 119;
Anton 29–30), “counterknowledge” (Fiske 191), or “popular knowledge” (Birchall
4). Whereas Michel Foucault subsumes both “buried scholarly knowledge and
knowledges that were disqualified by the hierarchy of erudition and sciences”
under the label of “subjugated knowledges” (“Society” 8), these scholars largely
emphasize the latter “strategy of exclusion” (Husting and Orr), and hold that
conspiracy theories have been discredited and stigmatized “by the institutions that
conventionally distinguish between knowledge and error” (Barkun 26).

Nevertheless, many of these scholars have also reiterated the claims made by the
majority of conspiracy theory researchers. They operate on the notion that con-
spiracy theories have always produced illegitimate knowledge or, by emphasizing
the permeable and shifting nature of the boundary separating the illegitimate from
the legitimate (Barkun 185), have found that the rise of the Internet and distrust of
authorities in postmodernity have destigmatized knowledge produced by con-
spiracy theories (Barkun 186–87; Anton, Schetsche, and Walter 18; Degele 63).
“Conspiracy theories were once a form of stigmatized knowledge,” Martha Lee
writes (16), while Clare Birchall defines conspiracy theories as knowledge that
“traditionally ha[s] not counted as knowledge at all” and stresses the “mass circu-
lation” and proliferation of conspiracy theories in the wake of the September 11
attacks (1, 60).

The context and reception of the examples that I have listed in the beginning,
however, paint a different picture. They also hint at a paradigm shift in the mid-
20th century, but they suggest that Americans increasingly rejected the epistemo-
logical foundations of conspiracist beliefs – the emphasis on human intentionality
and agency in particular – so that conspiracy theories no longer produced legit-
imate, official knowledge. From (and even prior to) the Revolutionary Era to the
1950s, conspiracy theories traditionally counted as legitimate knowledge, to reverse
Birchall’s claim, and were also already widely circulated. Although polls indeed
indicate that considerable numbers of Americans today continue to believe in at
least one conspiracy theory (cf. Uscinski and Parent 5–6), surveys undertaken
during the Revolutionary War, the 1830s, or the 1950s would probably have
yielded similar results because fears of a plot – be that a British, Catholic, or com-
munist one – were pervasive and widespread (cf. Butter, Plots 291). More impor-
tantly, those who postulated conspiracy theories were neither part of a minority
movement, as Hofstadter believed, nor did they inhabit the fringes of American
society; rather, conspiracy theorists included many members of the political, intel-
lectual, and spiritual establishment. The founders were among those who spread
conspiracy theories about a British plot; Morse was a prominent figure in the early
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19th century and stemmed from a highly influential family; and even Joseph
McCarthy was a legitimately elected, respectable senator when he began to amplify
fears of communist subversion. Wood correctly observes that “at another time and
in another culture most enlightened people accounted for events” through con-
spiracy theorizing (441), and Butter emphasizes “that throughout American history
conspiracy theorizing has […] been […] a mainstream phenomenon undertaken
not only by ‘normal’ people, but habitually by the nation’s leaders” (Plots 6).

The reception of Alex Jones, in contrast, reveals the change in the status of
conspiracy theory. While Jones is influential and economically successful within his
own (online) sphere and among a community of conspiracy theorists, he is never-
theless also vehemently opposed by mainstream media outlets, scientists, and
intellectuals; in 2018, Jones and any accounts associated with his alternate news
platform InfoWars were even banned from Twitter and Facebook for promoting
conspiracist and other inflammatory content. Conspiracy theories about a New
World Order or any other conspiracist interpretations of politics and history are
ridiculed and stigmatized by mainstream discourse and often routinely dismissed by
wielding the term “conspiracy theory,” just as most media articles dealing with
Jones pejoratively label him a conspiracy theorist to portray him as a member of a
lunatic fringe at best and a dangerous threat to the American political and media
landscape at worst (cf. Brumfield; Roig-Franzia). Moreover, while it was widely
circulated, well regarded newspapers which printed the colonists’ conspiracist
accusations against the British Crown during the Revolutionary Era, and con-
spiracy theories were, for a long time, distributed through official, mainstream
publication channels, the mainstream’s shunning of conspiracism has forced Jones,
in contrast, to spread his conspiracy theories through his own website InfoWars.com
or his online radio broadcasts – in other words, through publication channels that
forgo the regulation by traditional gatekeepers of knowledge, such as editors,
publishers, and peer-reviewers (cf. König 208; Barkun 12). Conspiracy theory no
longer produces and represents legitimate knowledge, just as the term itself has a
largely negative connotation today (Uscinski and Parent 29; Byford 22). Even
Knight acknowledges that “Calling something a conspiracy theory is not infre-
quently enough to end discussion” (Conspiracy 11).

Emblematic of this shifting status of conspiracy theory is a 1955 cartoon by the
Washington Post’s Herbert “Herblock” Block (cf. Figure I.1). It was released shortly
after the nadir of the Red Scare, which was driven by the anti-communist con-
spiracy theories propagated by McCarthy and others. Such conspiracy theories
were widely spread and accepted in the early 1950s and even informed policies
such as the McCarran Internal Security Act (1950), thus facilitating the surveillance
and deportation of communist subversives. The cartoon, however, adopts a much
more critical stance both vis-à-vis anti-communism and conspiracy theorizing. The
black-and-white drawing shows members of the House Un-American Activities
Committee (HUAC) and the Department of Justice who have just learned that
Harvey Matusow, one of the most prominent anti-communist informants at the
time, had actually been paid by the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) to testify
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against members of the Communist Party. Dressed as clowns and jesters, the anti-
communists huddle together, unable to come to terms with Matusow’s revelation,
and, in their denial, turn to a conspiracist interpretation: “Exactly! There’s a plot to
make us look foolish!,” the caption on the cartoon reads. The cartoon, of course,
implies the opposite: there is no plot to make the anti-communists look foolish;
they have been foolish all along to believe in Matusow’s testimony and the anti-
communist conspiracy theories. As Herblock’s cartoon underlines, beginning in the
mid-1950s, “Much of the concern […] shifted from the conspirators to the con-
spiracy theorists” (Dean, Publicity’s 58). Throughout much of American history, it
had been considered foolish not to believe in the existence of conspiracies or not to
heed warnings about perfidious plots, but starting in the mid-1950s, it was
increasingly considered foolish and ridiculous to believe in or spread conspiracy
theories.

FIGURE I.1 A 1955 Herblock Cartoon, © The Herb Block Foundation
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This change in the status of conspiracy theory from legitimate to illegitimate
knowledge has largely remained unnoticed in the research on conspiracy theory.
While many scholars have commented on the illegitimate status of conspiracy
theory in public discourse and the effective use of the term itself as a two-word
counter-argument (cf. Clarke; Husting and Orr; Uscinski and Parent), there is, to
date, no study that has investigated how and why this shift has occurred or looked
at the effects of the stigmatization of conspiracy theories and conspiracy theorists.
Wood has briefly hinted at such a shift toward the end of his article on conspiracy
theories in the 18th century, in which he argues that conspiracy theories lost their
appeal in the 19th century when “sensitive and reflective observers increasingly saw
the efficient causes of events becoming detached from particular self-acting indivi-
duals and receding from view” (441). Lance deHaven-Smith has observed the
increasingly negative connotation and increasing usage of the term “conspiracy
theory” since the 1960s, but has falsely suggested – not just in his book but also as a
guest on The Alex Jones Show – that the term was introduced by the Central
Intelligence Agency (CIA) to counter conspiracy theories, specifically those about
the Kennedy assassination (21); as Andrew McKenzie-McHarg has shown, how-
ever, the compound was first used in the late 19th century (2).

A more valuable insight is provided by Bratich, who claims that “the hegemonic
meanings[] positioned conspiracy theories as illegitimate knowledges” (7). In his
study, he focuses on “conspiracy panics” – which should more aptly be called
“conspiracy theory panics”: just as mainstream discourse has “‘problematize[d]’
conspiracy theories as a relation between power and thought” (13), Bratich shows,
it has initiated discussions about the dangers and harm inherent in conspiracy the-
orizing. “[T]he panic here is over a particular form of thought,” conspiracy theory’s
epistemological foundations, Bratich writes, and explains that “Th[is] scapegoating
of conspiracy theories provides the conditions for social integration and political
rationality. Conspiracy panics help to define the normal modes of dissent” (11). For
him, conspiracy theory is both a type of narrative and a sign of narrative dis-
qualification (4): he contends that only because the term conspiracy theory came
into existence and was used to denounce a specific worldview, conspiracy theories
like the ones produced by Jones can be conceptualized and marked as a problem.
Bratich thus assumes an extreme Foucauldian position and goes as far as to suggest
that conspiracy theories only “come to exist as objects when they come to exist as
objects of concern” (160), which neglects the fact that, as Butter points out, con-
spiracy theories existed long before the term itself was coined (Plots 289).

In his study of conspiracy theories from the Salem witchcraft crisis to the Red
Scare of the 1950s, Butter also convincingly shows that conspiracy theories con-
tinued to be viewed as a widely accepted epistemological model until well into the
1950s. It was only in the 1960s that conspiracy theorists came to “be[] excluded
from mainstream discourse” and their claims “[we]re invariably dismissed” (Plots
284–86). He compares the problematization of conspiracy theory to the labeling
and delegitimizing of racism, homophobia, sexism, and xenophobia and holds that
precisely because such beliefs are marked as problematic they are not on the rise,
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but rather have become increasingly visible in public discourse (290). While he
stresses that conspiracy theories have retained their commonsensical appeal, he also
explicitly counters the argument about the mainstreaming of conspiracy theorizing
(290). Because of his diachronic approach, however, Butter only addresses the
problematization of conspiracy theory in his introductory and concluding chapters;
neither Bratich, who mostly deals with examples from the 21st century, nor Butter
focuses on or accounts for the paradigm shift.

The first aim of this book is to do precisely that: to thoroughly trace the shifting
status of conspiracy theory in the mid-20th century and the emergence of what
Bratich has called an “anti-conspiracy theory discourse” (18) – a discourse on the
legitimacy, or rather, illegitimacy of conspiracy theory. While the term conspiracy
theory came to be used in forensics and legal proceedings in the late 19th and early
20th centuries to somewhat neutrally describe a hypothesis to account for a possi-
ble crime, the term developed its second, much more negative strand in the 1940s
and 1950s, as scholars, first and foremost Karl Popper, began to disqualify the
epistemological foundations of conspiracist beliefs (cf. McKenzie-McHarg 2). They
both popularized the term “conspiracy theory” itself but also effectively delegiti-
mized and stigmatized conspiracy theories. Initially mostly an elite discourse, per-
petuated by scientists, intellectuals, and left-leaning journalists concerned about the
impact of totalitarian regimes in Eastern and Western Europe during World War
II, threats to the autonomy of the sciences, and the influence of polarizing, populist
politicians in the U.S. during the Red Scare and the Goldwater movement in the
1960s, the ideas, arguments, and terms circulating in the discourse on conspiracy
theory eventually also trickled down into other spheres of American culture.
Rather than the result of a plot designed to make conspiracy theorists foolish, as
the HUAC members in Herblock’s 1955 cartoon allege, the stigmatization of
conspiracy theory is a complex and continuous process that I view, in line with
Foucault’s notion of “problematization,” as “the totality of discursive practices that
introduces something into the play of true and false and constitutes it as an object
for thought” (Foucault, Politics 247; cf. Bratich 13). Just as Bratich, I draw on the
sociology of knowledge and operate with a Foucaldian conception of knowledge,
to demonstrate how the term conspiracy theory was constituted as an object for
thought in a play of binaries between what was considered true and false, rational
and irrational, legitimate and illegitimate.

Although I believe that conspiracy theory was fully stigmatized in public dis-
course by the end of the 1960s, I neither intend to pinpoint the paradigm shift to a
specific year or date, nor do I perceive of the boundary between legitimate and
illegitimate knowledge as a fixed and permanent one. While I do not view the
1980s as the endpoint of the developments that I chart here, the main focus of this
book lies on the 1950s to the 1980s, because, on the one hand, this is the period in
which conspiracy theory scholarship emerged as a field of research and conspiracy
theory was most actively and effectively delegitimized. On the other hand, to trace
the status of conspiracy theory beyond the 1980s would force me to examine the
impact of Internet technologies, the rise of social media, and the polarization and
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fragmentation of political and media landscapes in the 21st century in great detail,
which would go well beyond the scope of this book. Nevertheless, I am aware that
the line separating legitimate from illegitimate knowledges is an ideal-construc-
tionist distinction which plays down the fact that such boundaries and regulating
principles are constantly and continuously articulated and challenged. As I
acknowledge in the Conclusion, developments in politics and the media in
recent decades may have augmented such challenges and conditioned a partial
de-stigmatization of conspiracy theory. Again in line with Michel Foucault, I
do not “imagine a world of discourse divided between accepted discourse and
excluded discourse, or between the dominant discourse and the dominated
one,” but rather “conceive discourse […] as a multiplicity of discursive
elements that can come into play in various strategies” (History 100). Yet the
conception of such discursive boundaries between legitimate and illegitimate
knowledge ultimately also allows me to grasp and describe the changes in
the status of conspiracy theory that I find instrumental in understanding the
trajectory of conspiracy theory since the mid-20th century.

As discursive formations are always characterized by fluctuation, articulation, and
contestation, the second aim of this book is to investigate how the stigmatization of
conspiracy theory has affected the form, structure, and production of texts that
promote conspiracy scenarios as well as the self-positioning of those who continue
to believe in or postulate conspiracy theories in a culture that largely regards them
as problematic. I show that conspiracist accounts increasingly reflected their mar-
ginal discursive status as conspiracy theorists began to modify the ways in which
they presented their conspiracist claims: they either adapted to the criticism of
conspiracy theory voiced by intellectuals and journalists – or they rejected it. Some
conspiracy theorists thus appealed to a mainstream audience biased toward con-
spiracy theorizing by resorting to an evasive rhetorical style characterized by a high
degree of self-reflexivity, in effect illustrating what Dean writes about conspiracy
theories in general: “Most fail to delineate any conspiracy at all. They simply
counter conventionally available narratives with questions, suspicions, and allega-
tions that, more often than not, resist coherent emplotment or satisfying narrative
resolution” (Publicity’s 51). Early conspiracy theories about the Kennedy assassina-
tion, for instance, produced at a time when arguments put forth by Hofstadter and
others had begun to trickle down into mainstream discourse, avoided the semantic
field of “conspiracy” or “plot” altogether, used rhetorical questions, and focused on
specific details rather than to draw coherent conspiracy scenarios.

Since the late 1960s and even more so the 1970s, however, more and more
conspiracy theorists have eschewed this self-reflexivity and, impervious to or out-
right dismissive of the criticism of conspiracy theory, explicitly use words like
“conspiracy” and “plot” and promote large-scale conspiracy scenarios, what
Michael Barkun calls “superconspiracy theories” (6). In contrast to event conspiracy
theories (e.g. those that speculate on the Kennedy assassination or the moon land-
ing) and systemic conspiracy theories (which claim that a specific group or orga-
nization is planning to take over power, such as McCarthy’s anti-communist or
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Morse’s anti-Catholic conspiracy theories), superconspiracy theories link both
event and systemic conspiracy theories into a sprawling conspiracist history that
involves countless players and spans across the globe (6). Typically, such super-
conspiracy theories do not spread fears about an “enemy without,” a foreign or
outside power or organization plotting the demise of the community, but about
the “enemy within”: these encompass subversives or spies, as in the anti-commu-
nist conspiracy theories, as well as corrupted politicians, presidents, and institutions
that are perceived and portrayed as vague and diffuse threats (6; Dean, Publicity’s
70; Knight, Kennedy 96; Olmsted, Real 4). As a prime example of a superconspiracy
theory, Jones’s version of the New World Order theories targets U.S. presidents,
almost the entire judiciary and executive branches, shadowy banking elites, and the
military-industrial complex, all of whom are said to operate both globally and from
within the confines of American democracy and economy.

Scholars who have examined the origins and features of superconspiracy theories
largely agree that they are a product of the 20th century. As Butter and others have
argued, conspiracy theories in their “modern” form are a product of the Enlight-
enment (Plots 11; cf. Popper, High Tide 95). While conspiracy theories initially
targeted metaphysical threats, they came to focus on human agents in the second
half of the 18th century and increasingly spread fears about conspirators operating
at a national or even global level, rather than on a limited, local scale (Butter, Plots
11–12). According to Barkun, superconspiracy theories, in return, have been
popularized by “star” conspiracy theorists such as David Icke, a British former
soccer player and commentator, and Jones since the 1980s (6), while Lee has
shown that they originated from Great Britain where Nesta Helen Webster first
spun theories linking anti-Semitic ideas with warnings about the Illuminati, other
secret societies, and various social movements (68). Webster’s ideas were imported
to the U.S. by the anti-Semitic evangelist Gerald Winrod in the 1930s and then
further disseminated by Robert Welch, the founder of the right-wing John Birch
Society, in the early 1960s (77, 79). Olmsted, in contrast, sees the rise in “anti-
government” conspiracy theories as inextricably linked to the rise of the national
security state since World War I (Real 4).

In examining the changing style, form, and forum of conspiracy theories since the
1950s, however, this book shows that the superconspiracy theories can be read as a
direct effect of the stigmatization of conspiracy theory. In fact, I claim that the dis-
course on conspiracy theory not only articulated new markers of legitimate knowl-
edge and rules for speaking about or alleging conspiracies, it also conditioned the
emergence of a veritable counter-discourse on conspiracy theory and conspiracist
counter-culture, of which Jones may be the most prominent member today. Only
because conspiracy theory has been stigmatized by mainstream discourse, does Jones
attack the political and cultural elite in his conspiracist rants; only because mainstream
discourse has dismissively labeled him a conspiracy theorist and positioned him on the
discursive fringes, is he able to build a (corporate) identity that reframes and rebrands
dissent and opposition to mainstream discourse into a subject position that openly and
publicly claims and celebrates the stigma attached to conspiracy theorizing.
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As Foucault explains, “Discourses are not once and for all subservient to power
or raised up against it, any more than silences are. We must make allowances for
the complex and unstable process whereby discourse can be both an instrument
and an effect of power, but also a hindrance, a stumbling-block, a point of resis-
tance and a starting point for an opposing strategy” (History 100–01). While dis-
courses negotiate what is sayable and unsayable at certain points, filter the
illegitimate from the legitimate, they also open up new spaces and subject positions
for those seemingly regulated by the hegemonic order (cf. Birchall 10). Counter-
discourse is thus “a discourse against power” (Foucault and Deleuze 209): “a space
in which the formerly voiceless might begin to articulate their desires – to counter
the domination of prevailing authoritative discourses” (Moussa and Scapp 88) and
to resist or challenge prevailing orthodoxies. As conspiracy theorists in the 1970s
increasingly accepted their marginal discursive position, they began to construct
identities in opposition to mainstream culture, often interpreting the mainstream’s
dismissal of conspiracy theory as another sign of the superconspiracy’s omnipotence
(cf. Barkun 28), and explicitly addressing and criticizing the stigmatization of con-
spiracy theory in their texts. While many of these conspiracy theorists were part of
a larger left-leaning counter-culture, others, such as Robert Welch and the John
Birch Society, operated in right-wing counter-cultures and grassroots organizations.
As they created new, independent dissemination channels, such as zines and
newsletters, to circulate their productions, they further propelled the counter-dis-
course on conspiracy theory and even built entire counter-knowledge industries.

The online communities of conspiracy theorists today and the commercial success
of conspiracy theory celebrities like Jones can be seen as products – and immediate
side-effects – of the interplay between discourse and counter-discourse since the
1960s and 1970s, the discursive formation of conspiracy theory as a problem. Rather
than rely on official, heavily regulated channels of publication, Jones distributes his
conspiracy theories through his own website and YouTube channel, which are
considerably less or hardly regulated. Through his effective marketing of his outsider
status he offers identifying connections for those who feel equally outside or rejected
by mainstream culture. The same can be said about Donald Trump’s conspiracist
election campaign of 2016, which was based on an opposition to liberal orthodoxies
and promised to reclaim any type of stigmatized knowledge, from conspiracism to
sexism and xenophobia, deemed “politically incorrect” by mainstream discourse. All
of this shows that the stigmatization of conspiracy theory lastingly altered and
impacted what Knight refers to as “conspiracy culture” and gave rise to what I
would call “conspiracy theory culture”: while Knight defines conspiracy culture as an
increasing “presumption towards conspiracy as both a mode of explanation and a
mode of political operation” since the 1960s (Conspiracy 3), I view the period since
the 1960s as emblematic of “conspiracy theory culture,” which witnessed both chan-
ges in the way that mainstream discourse positioned and problematized conspiracy
theory and in the way that conspiracy theorists presented conspiracy scenarios.

In tracing the development and effects of conspiracy theory culture, this book
follows a two-part structure. Part I, “Theories of Conspiracy Theory,” consists of
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one, albeit very long, chapter and focuses on the academic literature on conspiracy
theory released between the 1930s and 1980s which helped to form a discourse on
conspiracy theory. Here, I also demonstrate that the connotation of the term
“conspiracy theory” changed as well: while the term dates back to the second half
of the 19th century it only developed into a mainstream vocabulary in the second
half of the 20th century, at the same time that scholars increasingly studied the
phenomenon of conspiracy theorizing. But more than defining and describing
conspiracy theories, the theoretical investigations also actively delegitimized the
epistemological foundations of the belief in conspiracy theories. The academic
writings can be roughly divided into three phases. The first phase encompasses the
beginnings of conspiracy theory research published between the 1930s and the
early 1950s when scholars like Harold Lasswell, Karl Popper, and what I refer to as
“the Frankfurt School of conspiracy theory” tried to account for the rise in totali-
tarian regimes in Europe and the instrumentalization of conspiracy theory in
national-socialist propaganda. The second phase followed the height of anti-com-
munism during the Red Scare in the mid-1950s and saw scholars like Edward
Shils, Seymour Martin Lipset, and Richard Hofstadter forge connections between
conspiracism and pseudo-science, pseudo-conservatism, and populism. To reject
anti-communist conspiracy theories was also a means to defend the autonomy of
the sciences at a time when the hunt for communist subversives affected university
departments all over the country. The third phase in the 1960s to mid-1970s can
be seen as a reaction to the presidential campaign of Barry Goldwater and the
(alleged) influence of ultra-conservative grassroots movements like the John Birch
Society, which continued to spread anti-communist conspiracy theories but also
increasingly targeted the government itself. Consensus historians and pluralists
denounced conspiracy theorists as the members of a paranoid, extremist fringe of
society and politics, while Hofstadter synthesized the existing scholarship on con-
spiracy theory by providing an effective categorization of conspiracy theory as a
“paranoid style.” As the ideas and arguments expressed by the scholarly writings
also circulated outside academia, largely owing to the popularization of science and
academization of audiences in the affluent American postwar society, journalists
and public intellectuals further perpetuated and developed the discourse on con-
spiracy theory from the mid-1950s onward.

Part II, “Conspiracy Theory Culture,” consists of three chapters in which I
investigate the effects produced by the academic discourse on conspiracy theory –

the reactions and rejections – by focusing on three major historical events or peri-
ods that preceded, paralleled, and followed the stigmatization of conspiracy theory:
the Great Red Scare in the 1950s, the Kennedy assassination in the 1960s, and the
Watergate affair in the 1970s. Although I look at a wide variety of sources,
including media articles, governmental reports, and conspiracy theories released in
books, magazines, or handouts, I largely leave out fictional texts dealing with or
staging conspiracy scenarios since the arguments I want to make about stigmatized
knowledge and fiction would exceed the scope of this book and will therefore be
the subject of a forthcoming separate publication. Chapter 2 proves an exception,
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however, because I use, among others, a fictional television series to point at the
pervasiveness and legitimacy of conspiracy theory in the 1950s, but this is only
because the series performed important cultural work in the Red Scare and actually
transcends the boundaries of fictional and non-fictional texts. In fact, Chapter 2
synecdochically traces the changing status and form of conspiracy theory at large by
focusing on the figure of Herbert Philbrick. A high-profile informant for the FBI,
Philbrick became a cultural icon in the early 1950s and even inspired the hugely
successful television series I Led 3 Lives (1953–56) because he helped to uncover an
alleged communist conspiracy before drifting off into the radical fringe in the early
1960s. Philbrick’s career as a celebrity informant was only possible, I claim, because
conspiracy theories still produced legitimate knowledge until the mid-1950s, when
the anti-communist consensus began to wane.

Because I do not view conspiracy theory as “a symptom of the discourse that
positions it” (Bratich 16; emphasis in the original), but as text, “a narrative of a pos-
sible past and present” (Zwierlein 72), defined by the narrative features listed in the
beginning, conspiracy theories exist even when they are not labeled as such and
represent a meaning-making cultural practice. Anti-communist conspiracy theories
during the Red Scare had significant social and material consequences for those
affected by the political and cultural anti-communist fervor, but at the time the term
was not (yet) widely used (cf. Butter, Plots 289). To study these anti-communist
conspiracy theories allows for a glimpse at the form, style, and function of conspiracy
theories circulating in a culture that did not view the concept of conspiracy theo-
rizing critically and provides a comparative framework for analyzing discursive and
narrative shifts in the following decades.5 Chapter 2 thus shows, first, how texts,
above all Philbrick’s autobiography and the television series based on it, created the
image of a vast communist conspiracy, while pointing at a struggle for discursive
authority between private citizens like Philbrick and institutions like the FBI which
anticipates the struggle between conspiracy theories and official accounts in later
years. To underline that the problematization of conspiracy theory contributed to the
decline of the anti-communist consensus and affected the form of conspiracy
theory, the chapter then compares different conspiracist accounts produced by
two notable anti-communists in the early 1960s: Fred Schwarz, founder of the
Christian Anti-Communism Crusade (CACC), and Robert Welch, founder of
the John Birch Society. Conspiracy theorists either embraced their marginalized
subject position and developed large-scale conspiracy scenarios, or modified the
conspiracist rhetoric and targeted mainstream audiences. These two strategies
anticipate the developments I trace in the following two chapters.

Chapters 3 and 4 are structured in similar fashion: both focus, on the one hand,
on the power struggles between official versions of the Kennedy assassination and
Watergate respectively, and on conspiracist accounts about these events on the
other. Revising the widespread notion that the Kennedy assassination and Water-
gate were turning points that contributed to a mainstreaming of conspiracy theo-
rizing, I claim that the two events are important for understanding the status of
conspiracy theory since the Cold War era because they show how conspiracy
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theories mainly came to be seen as a problem while those who clung to such
beliefs began to develop new channels of production and dissemination and new
templates and tropes.

Chapter 3 thus investigates how the stigmatization of conspiracy theory affected
the ways in which officials, the mainstream media, and private citizens constructed
and interpreted the Kennedy assassination. Various media and official governmental
reports, including those released by the Warren Commission in 1964, the National
Commission on the Causes and Prevention of Violence (NCCPV) in 1969, and
the House Select Committee on Assassinations (HSCA) in 1979, both perpetuated
and developed the discourse on conspiracy theory and continued to (re)define and
delegitimize the concept of conspiracy theory. Officials and journalists not only
echoed the language of the academic discourse described in the first chapter but
also worked with a narrow, legal notion of conspiracy to contrast the conspiracist
accounts circulating at the time. These conspiracy theories can be categorized
chronologically: early accounts still appealed to a mainstream audience as they did
not sketch out any large-scale conspiracy scenarios, avoided words like “plot” or
“conspiracy,” and instead resorted to asking questions. Later texts, in contrast, lar-
gely eschewed the markers of rational, accepted dissent established by the discourse
on conspiracy theory: they explicitly used conspiracist language, developed com-
plex conspiracy scenarios alleging that the government and official institutions were
involved in the assassination, and addressed an emerging subculture open to ideas
of conspiracy. Internal quarrels among conspiracy theorists in the late 1960s about
proper forms and modes of dissent show that they had grown fully aware of the
costs and consequences of voicing conspiracy theories.

The developments traced in the previous chapters continued throughout the
1970s and beyond. By looking at press reports about the Watergate scandal, Bob
Woodward and Carl Bernstein’s All the President’s Men (1974), and autobiographies
written by the Watergate conspirators, I examine how official discursive construc-
tions of the event presented this actual conspiracy at a time when conspiracy theory
produced and represented illegitimate knowledge. Media accounts of Watergate
employed a very narrow notion of conspiracy, referring to the event as a “criminal
conspiracy” and to Nixon as an “unindicted co-conspirator” in the legal sense of
the term, and branded the Watergate conspirators as paranoid conspiracy theorists
to distance themselves from conspiracist accounts. In a series of close readings of
different conspiracist accounts about Watergate, I trace the emergence of the
counter-discourse on conspiracy theory and investigate the form, style, function,
and production of so-called superconspiracy theories. More and more conspiracy
theorists ceased to appeal to mainstream audiences, rebranded terms like “con-
spiracy theory,” and even viewed the public’s rejection of conspiracy theorizing as
proof of a large-scale conspiracy, which became constitutive for the conspiracy
theorists’ collective and individual identity. Furthermore, the counter-discourse
helped to shape what Birchall calls a “knowledge network” (45): conspiracy the-
orists developed alternate dissemination strategies and publication channels and
even founded magazines like Minority of One or Steamshovel geared toward a niche
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audience of the conspiracist like-minded. At the same time, the superconspiracy
theories of the 1970s established templates for conspiracist discourse that remain the
dominant form of conspiracy theorizing until today, as they easily allow for the
integration of new events and actors. These “knowledge networks” and con-
spiracist counter-cultures can be viewed as predecessors to the online and offline
communities of conspiracy theorists in the 21st century. Therefore, the chapter
ends with a brief outlook on the status of conspiracy theory in the 1980s and
beyond, but points out that much of what has been argued in the chapter still
holds true today: while conspiracy theories simultaneously exist in popular, main-
stream, and counter-culture, conspiracy theory largely continues to produce and
represent stigmatized knowledge. Even Ronald Reagan, whose policies and spee-
ches marked a return to the anti-communist worldview of the early Cold War era,
adhered to the markers articulated by the discourse on conspiracy theory and
avoided using terms like “conspiracy” and located the conspiratorial enemy outside
American culture and politics.

The Conclusion faces the inevitable question of to what extent the improbable
advent of Donald Trump as well as larger changes in media landscapes and the
public sphere have impacted conspiracy theory culture and caused a partial de-
stigmatization of conspiracy theory. A brief look at the election of 2016 already
reveals that conspiracist rhetoric has made a comeback in official political discourse
as Trump and, for instance, Bernie Sanders and his supporters resorted to con-
spiracy theorizing in their populist campaigns. The simultaneous presence of the
“anti-conspiracy theory discourse” – the public reactions to and rejections of
Trump’s conspiracist rhetoric – underlines that conspiracy theory is still largely
considered an illegitimate epistemological model. Nevertheless, the polarization
and diversification of media outlets and emergence of political echo chambers have
nevertheless also divided the public sphere and challenged the influence of tradi-
tional gatekeepers of knowledge. At the same time, I show that the opposition to
mainstream discourse was and is key to the successful marketing of Trump as an
anti-intellectual, anti-Establishment candidate just as it helped to launch the careers
of Alex Jones or the right-wing media phenomenon Milo Yiannopolous who rely
on the continuing stigmatization of their claims for the construction of their (cor-
porate) identities. Finally, I look at the prevalence of conspiracist tweets, memes,
and conspiracy rumors during the election to question whether complexity is still a
defining narrative feature for conspiracy theory. While the processes of the stig-
matization of conspiracy theory and the establishment of the counter-discourse
reflect the dominant “regime of truth” of the 1950s to 1980s, the 2016 canvass,
which saw an almost equal share of conspiracy theorizing and histrionics about
conspiracy theory, reflects on current “dominant forms of rationality” (Bratich
19) – whether it also reflects a change in the regime of truth is, to a large degree,
still a developing story.

By tracing the emergence of conspiracy theory culture, this book addresses sev-
eral of the desiderata in conspiracy theory research that Knight has identified in a
2014 article. As it investigates the shift in the status and connotation of conspiracy
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theory and the delegitimizing processes, it sheds light on the history and origins of
the concept of conspiracy theory (“Plotting” 346). It also examines more closely
the kind of “conspiracy (theory) panics” that Bratich has described and the effects
they have on the production and dissemination of conspiracy theory (347). The
book further reveals that conspiracy theorists indeed developed strategies which
“undermin[ed] the force of the delegitimisation of dissent,” as Knight has specu-
lated (347). Moreover, throughout the book, I look at different modes of trans-
mission of conspiracy theory and, briefly toward the end, examine how the
advance of the Internet has impacted conspiracy theory culture (364–66). Finally,
the findings offered here also contribute to current debates about the dangers and
societal impact of conspiracy theorizing (367–68). The marginal status of conspiracy
theory since the 1960s strongly suggests that the influence of conspiracy theories
has decreased in comparison to previous centuries. At the same time, conspiracy
theorizing has not lost its entertaining, interpretive, and even financial appeal, and
since the influence of gatekeepers has waned in recent years and media landscapes
have become increasingly fragmented, conspiracy theories might even have
become partly de-stigmatized. Despite renewed demands to conspiracy theory
scholars to provide a “cure” for conspiracy theorizing (cf. Sunstein and Vermeule),
or to increase efforts to debunk conspiracy theories, the fact that conspiracy the-
ories continue to produce individual and collective identities, despite their stigma,
shows the difficulty, and to a certain extent also futility, of developing such a cure.

Notes

1 My terminology draws on distinctions and definitions that Michael Butter has made (Plots
1n1): I use “conspiracy theory” and “conspiracy theories” synonymously and in line with
the definition above. Conspiracy theorizing refers to the practice of developing and pos-
tulating conspiracy theories; the adjective “conspiracist” refers to texts or explanations
that muster as conspiracy theories; and “conspiratorial” describes the actions of the alleged
conspirators. “Conspiracy theorists” are those who believe in, design, or spread conspiracy
theories, and “conspiracism” is a worldview informed by conspiracy theorizing.

2 Brian Keeley suggests differentiating between “warranted” and “unwarranted conspiracy
theories (UCTs)” (51). A defining feature of UCTs is, according to Keeley, their oppo-
sition of official explanations and narratives and a “focus on errant data” (51–52; also cf.
Coady, “Introduction” 2). While it may be true of most conspiracy theories released since
the 1960s that they counter or at least question official accounts, the example of the
colonists’ conspiracy theories shows that this was not always the case; during the Revo-
lutionary War, conspiracy theory was the predominant mode of explanation and the
colonists’ conspiracist interpretation of the fight for independence was the official account.
Moreover, I do not believe that categorizations such as Keeley’s are feasible. Even during
the Watergate scandal when reporters like Bob Woodward and Carl Bernstein tried to
find evidence for the Nixon administration’s involvement in the various conspiracies,
their texts still adhered to the conventions of journalistic writing, whereas conspiracy
theories about the Watergate scandal are completely different in style and form and
usually exaggerate and distort the actual conspiracies (cf. Chapter 4).

3 For a similar argument cf. Olmsted, Real 2; Barkun 2; Keeley 45.
4 Conspiracy theories are, of course, not at all exclusive to the U.S., although a dis-

proportionately large number of studies dealing with American conspiracy theorizing has
created this impression (cf. Butter, Plots 2–3).
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5 While I acknowledge that it is somewhat problematic to both analyze the discursive
emergence, changing connotation, and delegitimization of the term “conspiracy theory”
and to apply the same term to a group of texts, there is no way out of this conundrum
because I am interested in the effects of and changes provoked by the stigmatization of
conspiracy theory.
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NOTES

Introduction

1 My terminology draws on distinctions and definitions that Michael Butter has made
(Plots 1n1): I use “conspiracy theory” and “conspiracy theories” synonymously and in
line with the definition above. Conspiracy theorizing refers to the practice of devel-
oping and postulating conspiracy theories; the adjective “conspiracist” refers to texts
or explanations that muster as conspiracy theories; and “conspiratorial” describes the
actions of the alleged conspirators. “Conspiracy theorists” are those who believe in,
design, or spread conspiracy theories, and “conspiracism” is a worldview informed by
conspiracy theorizing.

2 Brian Keeley suggests differentiating between “warranted” and “unwarranted conspiracy
theories (UCTs)” (51). A defining feature of UCTs is, according to Keeley, their oppo-
sition of official explanations and narratives and a “focus on errant data” (51–52; also cf.
Coady, “Introduction” 2). While it may be true of most conspiracy theories released since
the 1960s that they counter or at least question official accounts, the example of the
colonists’ conspiracy theories shows that this was not always the case; during the Revo-
lutionary War, conspiracy theory was the predominant mode of explanation and the
colonists’ conspiracist interpretation of the fight for independence was the official account.
Moreover, I do not believe that categorizations such as Keeley’s are feasible. Even during
the Watergate scandal when reporters like Bob Woodward and Carl Bernstein tried to
find evidence for the Nixon administration’s involvement in the various conspiracies,
their texts still adhered to the conventions of journalistic writing, whereas conspiracy
theories about the Watergate scandal are completely different in style and form and
usually exaggerate and distort the actual conspiracies (cf. Chapter 4).

3 For a similar argument cf. Olmsted, Real 2; Barkun 2; Keeley 45.
4 Conspiracy theories are, of course, not at all exclusive to the U.S., although a dis-

proportionately large number of studies dealing with American conspiracy theorizing has
created this impression (cf. Butter, Plots 2–3).

5 While I acknowledge that it is somewhat problematic to both analyze the discursive
emergence, changing connotation, and delegitimization of the term “conspiracy theory”
and to apply the same term to a group of texts, there is no way out of this conundrum
because I am interested in the effects of and changes provoked by the stigmatization of
conspiracy theory.



Chapter 1

1 Parts of this chapter have been published as “‘John Birch Blues’: The Problematization
of Conspiracy Theory in the Early Cold-War Era.” COPAS 15.1 (2014). Web. 1 Sept.
2018.

2 The term “conspiracy theory” was also used in other newspaper articles during the
Tilton-Beecher Scandal (cf. “Summary”; “Press Comments”).

3 The term “plot theory” was alternatively but far less frequently used, for instance in a
1881 article on the Garfield assassination (cf. “Guiteau’s Mad Freaks”), and as late as
1979 in an article on the Kennedy assassination (cf. Herbers E5).

4 For the news coverage on the assassination of Garfield and MacVeagh’s conspiracy
theory see “Theory: The Conspiracy”; “Guiteau’s Mad Freaks.”

5 Popper does not use the term “conspiracy theory” in the first edition published in 1945;
his musings about conspiracy theorizing are only included in later editions, starting with
the second edition released in 1952.

6 Interestingly, in Remington’s dissertation the two semantic strands still coexist. He attempts
to define “the ‘Conspiracy theory,’” but adds that it should rather be called “a peculiar
hypothesis” (vii). Self-reflexively he also comments on the academe’s relationship with
conspiracy theories and the use of the word “theory”: “the present writer is fully aware that
the term ‘theory’ is ordinarily used to denote a more or less plausible or scientifically
acceptable general principle offered to explain phenomena. Because, however, there are
writers who claim to prove the existence of a conspiracy, and who are firmly convinced that
their findings constitute the truth which explains causal-effect relations among people and
nations, then from this restricted view – and regardless of the professional historians’ cate-
gorical rejection of their theses as unwarranted conjecture – the ideas of these writers may be
regarded as a theory held by themselves and their believers” (viii).

7 Although the Ngram search visually underlines my argumentation, Ngram of course also
offers a slightly simplistic and also problematic view. It only allows a search of those texts
that have been scanned by libraries and disregards many other factors which might have
influenced the prominence of a term, such as the fact that scientific literature in general
has grown in the 20th century (cf. Zhang).

8 Despite the controversial and highly critical reception of Freud’s theories among U.S.
psychologists, by the 1920s Freud’s psychoanalysis enjoyed enormous popularity in
American culture and its influence continued to rise in the following decades (cf. Ben-
jamin Jr. 24).

9 For an account of the reception of The Authoritarian Personality in the 1950s and 1960s,
cf. Roiser. He has shown that reviewers and political scientists initially were highly
enthusiastic about the study and noted its relevance (136). While scholars like Edward
Shils began to criticize Adorno et al. in the mid-1950s, among other things because the
authors did not distinguish between left-wing and right-wing authoritarianism, the text
continued to resonate among left-leaning intellectuals and even in popular culture in the
1960s (138, 141).

10 As Alexander Dunst has shown, Hofstadter was deeply influenced by discussions of The
Authoritarian Personality in a seminar onMcCarthyism, offered by Columbia University in 1954,
which also inspired his first major essay, “The Pseudo-Conservative Revolt” (Madness 24).

11 On the reception of The Authoritarian Personality see Walter-Busch 127–33.
12 Of course, conspiracy theories in the 19th century, such as the so-called Slave Power

conspiracy theory, attacked very specific groups (cf. Butter, Plots 190), and, as I show in
Chapter 4, theories featuring large-scale international plots, what Michael Barkun has
termed theories of “superconspiracies” (6), only gained traction in the 1960s and 1970s.

13 While I focus on The Open Society and Its Enemies, I have also included Conjectures and Refu-
tations here which was only published in 1963. But first, some of the segments in Conjectures
date back to the late 1940s and early 1950s, and second, the volume helps tremendously to
shed light on the theoretical foundations of Popper’s thought in The Open Society.

14 Gardner’s book, for instance, was issued as a paperback.



15 In a strange twist, as Eric Foner observes in his biography of Hofstadter, Hofstadter’s first
teaching post at New York City College in 1941 only opened up because the professor
who held the position before him was a member of the Communist Party and a victim
of early blacklisting – he was Eric Foner’s father, Jack Foner (598, 603).

16 The discontented of the 1950s that Hofstadter and Lipset describe in their texts are
portrayed in similar fashion to the “deplorables,” the Trump voters during the 2016
presidential election; not surprisingly, many commentators have used “status anxiety” as
an explanation for the disgruntled voters in 2016 (cf. Siegel).

17 The term “crank” is very commonly used in literature of the 1940s and 1950s (Low-
enthal and Guterman 138), but it is also a specific subtype of “the authoritarian person-
ality type” with a tendency towards paranoia (cf. Dunst, Madness 31).

18 Hitchcock’s article “The McCarthyism of the Left” shows that the extremist label was
not reserved for the right wing only but also applied to radicals on the left.

19 Hofstadter explicitly cites Lasswell in the introduction to The Paranoid Style (xxxiii).
20 To a certain extent, Davis here echoes Brian Keeley’s later suggestion to differentiate

between warranted and unwarranted conspiracy theories (51–52).
21 Merely judged by the numbers, Davis was right. Two Harris polls taken in May 1967

and in October 1975 found that more than two-thirds of Americans believed that Pre-
sident Kennedy’s assassination had been the product of a conspiracy (Fenster 244). Yet,
of course, no polls were conducted in the 18th and 19th centuries that could have
corroborated Davis’s argument.

22 Strictly speaking, of course, the term translates as “love for conspiring,” but that is evi-
dently not the meaning that Donner had in mind.

Chapter 2

1 I use the term “Red Scare of the 1950s” to refer to what is also commonly called “the
Second Red Scare” or “the Great Red Scare.” In line with Ellen Schrecker’s periodization,
I roughly date the historical period to the time span between 1946 and 1956 (Many xviii).
While the Red Scare has often been wrongly equated with the career of Joseph McCarthy,
as the term “McCarthyism” suggests, the anti-communist consensus existed well before the
senator from Wisconsin entered the stage in 1950 (xii). Events in the mid- to late 1940s,
such as the Amerasia case, the defection of Elizabeth Bentley, and the Alger Hiss affair,
greatly fueled fears of communist subversion, and the anti-communist conspiracy theories
continued to prove popular even after McCarthy’s censure by the Senate in 1954.

2 Ellen Schrecker estimates that several hundred Americans were sent to prison or depor-
ted during the Red Scare and 10,000 to 12,000 lost their jobs, but also emphasizes that
the widespread fear cannot be measured in terms of numbers (Many xv).

3 One exception is the administration of Donald Trump, to which I briefly turn in the
Conclusion.

4 I have chosen the term “informant” in favor of the slightly more pejorative term “infor-
mer” as an umbrella term to denote all those who testified against alleged communists.

5 Conservatives who were supportive of the anti-communist messages of groups like the
CACC or the John Birch Society were hesitant to publicly align themselves with them or
defend them (Powers, Not Without 295). The fact that Goldwater enjoyed the support of
“extremist” groups like the John Birch Society eventually proved to be highly detrimental
to his campaign; during the so-called “Bastille Day Announcement” the other contender
for the Republican nomination in 1964, Nelson Rockefeller, had already tried to distance
himself, and the conservatives’ cause, from the “Radical Right” (Reinhard 176–77).

6 As Michael Butter has shown, this change already occurred during the 1930s when, in
light of the Great Depression and the rise of fascism in Europe, communist ideology
increasingly found supporters among Americans. Beginning in the 1930s as well, anti-
communists began to perceive of the communist menace as an organized effort to sub-
vert the country and compared it to a “Trojan Horse” (Plots 224).



7 At the peak of the informant program, between the late 1940s and the early 1950s,
around 1,000 informants had infiltrated the CPUSA and its front organizations
(Schrecker, Many 228).

8 MacDonald, for instance, writes that actor Richard Carlson admitted in an inter-
view that the FBI had supervised scripts of the show (5); Doherty (144) and Grams
(37), in contrast, claim that the FBI was not involved in the production at all.
Doherty cites an internal memo, sent by Hoover to Clyde Tolson, in which the
FBI director states: “It is recommended that we tell Philbrick frankly that the
Bureau has no interest at all in seeing any of the devices or investigation techniques
used by the Bureau publicized on TV and that no assistance in this regard can be
given” (144).

9 The video is available online, but I have not been able to verify the year that the film
was released; since it refers to the Cuban Missile Crisis it must have been made after
1962, but probably also prior to the Kennedy assassination since the event is not
mentioned.

10 Comparing communism to a virus or cancer was a common analogy during the Red
Scare. Hoover viewed communism as “a condition akin to disease that spreads like an
epidemic” and Senator Hubert Humphrey called it a “political cancer” (qtd. in
Schrecker, Many 133, 144).

11 As early as 1950 the American journalist and CIA aide Edward Hunter coined the
term “brainwashing.” He described certain methods with which communist scien-
tists had experimented in order to influence and control the thinking of U.S.
prisoners of war held captive in North Korean camps located at the Manchurian
border (Seed 27). Anti-communists like Hoover picked up the idea of brainwash-
ing and turned fears about conformism into a nightmarish metaphor of an invisible
enemy within who had been manipulated by stereotypical “mad scientists.” As
Timothy Melley has shown, the brainwashing trope became popular in the 1950s but
also continued to be employed in the 1960s, defeating a “marginaliz[ation] by the mid-
1950s as a symbol of anticommunist hyperbole” (148), because it helped to maintain a
belief in the autonomy of the self “by understanding social control as the work of an
exceptionally powerful, willful, rational, and malevolent human agent – the brain-
washer” (149).

Chapter 3

1 In addition, the doctors who had operated on the president spread confusing information
about the source of Kennedy’s head wound at the impromptu press conference held at
Parkland Hospital (Zelizer 55).

2 In the following, I refer to and cite the text by using the abbreviation Warren Report.
3 While the Nation’s coverage of the conflicting views on the Kennedy assassination shows

that the press at the time tried to draw a more nuanced image than in 1964, the maga-
zine’s contradictory stance also suggests that news outlets were not above trying to market
the controversies and conspiracy theories surrounding the assassination.

4 Previous investigations were conducted by the Warren Commission, the NCCPV, the
Rockefeller Commission, and the Church Committee. As neither the Rockefeller nor
the Church investigation offer relevant insights about the status of conspiracy theory I
have omitted them from my analysis.

5 I refer to these private citizens investigating the Kennedy assassination alternatively
as “assassination researchers” and “conspiracy theorists,” because I deem these to be
more neutral than the many derogatory terms with which they have been labeled.

6 As Kathryn Olmsted reports, Sylvia Meagher came close to losing her job at the
United Nations as she was questioned about her loyalty in 1953; Harold Weisberg
lost his job at the State Department in 1947 because he did not pass the loyalty test;
and Fred Cook had written about McCarthyism as a journalist (Real 131–32).



Chapter 4

1 Hofstadter explicitly uses the phrase “the conspiracy theory of history” in The Age of
Reform (77). Also cf. Neumann 279; Rovere, “Easy” 12.

2 On the cultural work of the Godfather films cf. Jenkins 48. He argues that The
Godfather: Part II, in particular, “is a classic Watergate-era movie” because it deals
with “themes of distrust and paranoia” and the sanctimony of “‘legitimate’ politics
and business” (48).

3 A year later, Gary Allen in The Rockefeller File (1976) asked whether “Nixon [Was]
Watergated?” and argued that “Kissinger, Rockefeller and the CIA were obviously
deeply involved” in the ultimately staged break-in at the DNC headquarters (176).

4 Prouty was also an active assassination conspiracy theorist and inspired the figure X in
Oliver Stone’s JFK (Olmsted, Challenging 77).

Conclusion

1 The balloon had actually crashed during a test run by the U.S. Army Air Force as part of
their secret “Project Mogul,” which was meant to help detect atomic bomb tests con-
ducted by the Soviet Union.

2 For the ways in which Republicans dealt with the Birther conspiracy theories on- and
off-camera, cf. Butter, “The Birthers’” 300.

3 Like Trump, Flynn mostly used his Twitter account to spread conspiracy theories and
rumors about Hillary Clinton, usually by posting links to alternative news sites and blogs
that spread fake news. His son and top aide Michael G. Flynn did so, too, including
allegations that Clinton was member of a pedophile sex ring based in, among others, the
basement of a D.C. pizza restaurant – the infamous “Pizzagate” conspiracy theory (cf.
Carroll; Kaczynski and McDermott).

4 In light of these parallels, it would be interesting to compare and contrast conspiracy
theorizing on the political left and right in greater detail, as well as mainstream dis-
course’s reactions to both, especially since I have been met with irritation or outright
disbelief every time I have publicly pointed at similarities between Sanders’ and Trump’s
rhetoric. This would also help to counter claims such as those by Colin Dickey in The
New Republic who believes that “conspiracy theory – the idea that sinister forces are
secretly engaged in a host of elaborate plots to manipulate virtually every aspect of our
lives – has been fairly rare on the American left,” but that this has changed since the
2016 election. On the contrary, as I have shown throughout this book, the counter-
discourse on conspiracy theory was forged, in equal measure, by those on the right and
the left, and yet I have not always paid attention to the qualitative and quantitative dif-
ferences between left-wing and right-wing conspiracy theories.

5 While Trump’s conspiracism has not ended since he has moved into the White House,
and there are also many left-wing conspiracy theories circulating about his presidency
and his campaign’s ties to Russia, I will mostly focus on examples from the presidential
canvass in 2016.

6 For instance, a study by psychologists Karen M. Douglas and Daniel Jolley, “Prevention
is Better than Cure: Addressing Anti-Vaccine Conspiracy Theories,” has found that the
attempt to debunk anti-vaccination rumors or conspiracy theories only affirmed the
belief of those who were familiar with such theories.

7 One of the reasons for the differences between Jones’s elaborate narratives and Trump’s
evasive statements is that the two pursue different goals. Chiefly driven by economic
interests, Jones’s elaborate conspiracy theories quite simply help to fill airtime and, by
constructing what can almost be called multi-episode narrative arcs, to invite audiences
to tune into his program again. While Trump’s rhetoric may simply be construed as a
sign that he has decided to tone down his provocative rhetoric since his inauguration, his
unabated proclivity to spread conspiracist content through his Twitter account even in
his capacity as president does not reinforce this impression. Rather, his statements are



evocative of a conspiracist brand of populist politics. As Mark Fenster writes, while all
conspiracy theories are inherently populist, including those spread by Jones, as they “call[]
believers and audiences together and into being as ‘the people’ opposed to a relatively
secret, elite ‘power bloc’” (89), not all populist movements employ conspiracist rhetorics
(84). However, Trump’s invocation of “the people” who “saw things happen” not only
reveals the conspiracist and populist nature of his rhetoric. By invoking the image of a
voter fraud conspiracy – and here it is enough to hint at rather than to spell out the
conspiracy theory – Trump constructs an identity for his voters as the honest but neglected
“people” who have been deceived by the ruling elites, but who will also eventually help
to uncover the truth. Even as a populist, however, Trump’s conspiracy theories are dif-
ferent in form than, for instance, the populist conspiracy theories espoused by Senator
Joseph McCarthy during the Red Scare (cf. Risen and Risen). While McCarthy also
heavily relied on anti-intellectual and apocalyptic imagery, he stood on the Senate floor
for hours to postulate his theories or released book-length conspiracist treatises character-
ized by a certain degree of complexity and attention to detail.

8 While the terms are sometimes used interchangeably I view rumor and gossip as vehicles
through which conspiracy theories can be transmitted (cf. Sunstein 26). On the differ-
ence between rumor and gossip cf. Coady, What 87–88.

9 This evolution of conspiracy theory – and the extent to which my observations are true
has yet to be seen – would also mean that we have to rethink the role and function of
the conspiracy theorist as exemplified by previous generations of conspiracy theorists or
by fictional ones in cultural productions like JFK or Homeland. As Mark Fenster has
suggested, conspiracy theorists, both real and fictitious, have been motivated by a desire
to investigate, to collect evidence, to narrate, to heroically uncover the truth – the
conspiracy theorist is a bricoleur who, by interpreting data, merely produces more desire
for interpretation because there is always one more piece of evidence to locate and
interpret (111). But is someone like Trump or the users who spread rumors on 4chan
and Reddit motivated by a similar desire? Do they revel in the spreading of rumors or
are taken up in the writing of conspiracy narratives, 140 characters at a time? Either way,
there seems to be a difference between the classical conspiracy theorist described by
Fenster and the social media theorist or the populist conspiracy theorist who wields
conspiracy theories as a tool of “targeted provocation” (Connolly).

10 Cf. Schreckinger on the impact of Internet memes on the election.



BIBLIOGRAPHY

Anton, Andreas. Unwirkliche Wirklichkeiten: Zur Wissenssoziologie von Verschwörungstheorien.
Berlin: Logos, 2011. Print. PeriLog: Freiburger Beiträge zur Kultur- und Sozialforschung 5.

Anton, Andreas, Michael Schetsche, and Michael K. Walter. “Einleitung: Wirklichkeits-
konstruktion zwischen Orthodoxie und Heterodoxie: Zur Wissenssoziologie von
Verschwörungstheorien.” Konspiration: Soziologie des Verschwörungsdenkens. Ed. Anton,
Schetsche, and Walter. Wiesbaden: Springer, 2014. 9–25. Print.

Bailyn, Bernard. The Ideological Origins of the American Revolution. Cambridge: Belknap, 1967. Print.
Baker, Russell. “Observer: Fool Me Twice, Shame On Me.” New York Times. New York

Times 26 Aug. 1989. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Barkun, Michael. A Culture of Conspiracy: Apocalyptic Visions in Contemporary America. Ber-

keley: U of California P, 2003. Print. Comparative Studies in Religion and Society 15.
Beck, Julie. “An Outbreak of Conspiracy Theories.” The Atlantic. The Atlantic 16 Mar.

2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Birchall, Clare. Knowledge Goes Pop: From Conspiracy Theory to Gossip. Oxford: Berg, 2006.

Print. Culture Machine Series.
Bratich, Jack Z. Conspiracy Panics: Political Rationality and Popular Culture. Albany: State U of

New York P, 2008. Print.
Brumfield, Ben. “Alex Jones May Be the King of Conspiracy.” CNN. Cable News Net-

work 9 Jan. 2013. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Butter, Michael. Plots, Designs, and Schemes: American Conspiracy Theories from the Puritans to

the Present. Berlin: De Gruyter, 2014. Print. Linguae & Litterae 33.
Butter, Michael. “Dunkle Komplotte: Zur Geschichte und Funktion von Verschwör-

ungstheorien.” Politikum 3 (2017): 4–14. Print.
Byford, Jovan. Conspiracy Theories: A Critical Introduction. London: Palgrave, 2011. Print.
Clarke, Steve. “Conspiracy Theories and Conspiracy Theorizing.” Conspiracy Theories: The

Philosophical Debate. Ed. David Coady. Aldershot: Ashgate, 2006. 77–92. Print.
Coady, David. “An Introduction to the Philosophical Debate about Conspiracy Theories.”

Conspiracy Theories: The Philosophical Debate. Ed. Coady. Aldershot: Ashgate, 2006. 1–12.
Print.



Davis, David Brion, editor. The Fear of Conspiracy: Images of Un-American Subversion from the
Revolution to the Present. Ithaca: Cornell UP, 1971. Print.

Dean, Jodi. Aliens in America: Conspiracy Cultures from Outerspace to Cyberspace. Ithaca: Cornell
UP, 1998. Print.

Dean, Jodi. “Declarations of Independence.” Cultural Studies & Political Theory. Ed. Dean.
Ithaca: Cornell UP, 2000. 285–304. Print.

Dean, Jodi. Publicity’s Secret: How Technoculture Capitalizes on Democracy. Ithaca: Cornell UP,
2002. Print.

Degele, Nina. “Neue Kompetenzen im Netz.” Die Google-Gesellschaft: Vom digitalen Wandel des
Wissens. Ed. Kai Lehmann and Michael Schetsche. Bielefeld: Transcript, 2005. 63–73. Print.

DeHaven-Smith, Lance. Conspiracy Theory in America. Austin: U of Texas P, 2015. Print.
Fenster, Mark. Conspiracy Theories: Secrecy and Power in American Culture. Rev. and updated

ed. Minneapolis: U of Minnesota P, 2008. Print.
Fiske, John. Media Matters: Everyday Culture and Political Change. Minneapolis: U of Minne-

sota P, 1994. Print.
Foucault, Michel. The Archaeology of Knowledge. 5th ed. London: Routledge, 2000. Print.
Foucault, Michel. The History of Sexuality: Volume 1. An Introduction. 1978. Trans. Robert

Hurley. New York: Vintage, 1990. Print.
Foucault, Michel. “The Order of Discourse.” Untying the Text: A Post-Structuralist Reader. Ed.

Robert Young. Trans. Ian McLeod. Boston: Routledge & Kegan Paul, 1981. 48–78. Print.
Foucault, Michel. Politics, Philosophy, Culture: Interviews and Other Writings 1977–1984. Ed.

Lawrence D. Kritzman. Trans. Alan Sheridan et al. New York: Routledge, 1988. Print.
Foucault, Michel. “Society Must Be Defended”: Lectures at the Collège de France, 1975–76. Ed.

Bertani Mauro, Alessandro Fontana, and Arnold I. Davidson. Trans. David Macey. New
York: Picador, 2003. Print.

Foucault, Michel, and Gilles Deleuze. “Intellectuals and Power.” Language, Counter-Memory,
and Practice: Selected Essays and Interviews by Michel Foucault. Ed. Donald F. Bouchard.
Trans. Bouchard and Sherry Simon. Ithaca: Cornell UP, 1977. 205–217. Print.

Herblock. “Exactly! There’s a Plot to Make Us Look Foolish.” Cartoon. Conspiracy: The
Fear of Subversion in American History. Ed. Richard O. Curry and Thomas M. Brown. New
York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1972. N.pag. Print.

Hofstadter, Richard. “The Paranoid Style in American Politics.” The Paranoid Style in
American Politics and Other Essays. New York: Vintage, 2008. 3–40. Print.

Husting, Ginna, and Martin Orr. “Dangerous Machinery: ‘Conspiracy Theorist’ as a Trans-
personal Strategy of Exclusion.” Symbolic Interaction 30.2 (2007): 127–150. JSTOR. Web.
1 Sept. 2018.

In Congress, July 4, 1776. The Unanimous Declaration of the Thirteen United States of America.
Baltimore, MD: Printed by Mary Katharine Goddard, 1777. United States and Con-
tinental Congress Broadside Collection. Library of Congress. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Keeley, Brian L. “Of Conspiracy Theories.” Conspiracy Theories: The Philosophical Debate. Ed.
David Coady. Aldershot: Ashgate, 2006. 45–60. Print.

Klausnitzer, Ralf. Poesie und Konspiration: Beziehungssinn und Zeichenökonomie von Verschwör-
ungsszenarien in Publizistik, Literatur und Wissenschaft 1750–1850. Berlin: de Gruyter, 2007. Print.

Knight, Peter. Conspiracy Culture: From the Kennedy Assassination to The X Files. London:
Routledge, 2000. Print.

Knight, Peter. “Introduction: A Nation of Conspiracy Theorists.” Conspiracy Nation: The Politics
of Paranoia in Postwar America. Ed. Knight. New York: New York UP, 2002. 1–17. Print.

Knight, Peter. The Kennedy Assassination. Edinburgh: Edinburgh UP, 2007. Print. Repre-
senting American Events.



Knight, Peter. “Plotting Future Directions in Conspiracy Theory Research.” Conspiracy
Theories in the United States and the Middle East: A Comparative Approach. Ed. Michael
Butter and Maurus Reinkowski. Berlin: de Gruyter, 2014. 345–369. Print. Linguae &
Litterae 29.

König, René. “‘Google WTC-7’: Zur ambivalenten Position marginalisierten Wissens im
Internet.” Konspiration: Soziologie des Verschwörungsdenkens. Ed. Andreas Anton, Michael
Schetsche, and Michael K. Walter. Wiesbaden: Springer, 2014. 203–220. Print.

LaFrance, Adrienne. “The Normalization of Conspiracy Culture.” The Atlantic. The Atlantic
17 June 2017. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Lee, Martha F. Conspiracy Rising: Conspiracy Thinking and American Public Life. Santa Barbara:
Praeger, 2011. Print.

Lutter, Marc. Sie kontrollieren alles!: Verschwörungstheorien als Phänomen der Postmoderne und ihre
Verbreitung über das Internet. München: Edition Fatal, 2001. Print.

McCarthy, Joseph. America’s Retreat from Victory: The Story of George Catlett Marshall. 1951.
Boston: Western Islands, 1965. Print.

McKenzie-McHarg, Andrew. “How Did Conspiracy Theories Come to Be Seen as The-
ories?” 8 Sept. 2011. Conspiracies Real and Imagined. 11th York Cultural History Con-
ference, U of York, Sept. 2011. Unpublished Conference Paper. Print.

Melley, Timothy. Empire of Conspiracy: The Culture of Paranoia in Postwar America. Ithaca:
Cornell UP, 2000. Print.

Morse, Samuel. Foreign Conspiracy against the Liberties of the United States. 1835. New York:
Arno Press, 1977. Print.

Moussa, Mario, and Ron Scapp. “The Practical Theorizing of Michel Foucault: Politics and
Counter-Discourse.” Cultural Critique 33 (1996): 87–112. JSTOR. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

The Obama Deception. Dir. Alex Jones. Alex Jones Productions, 2009. YouTube. 1 Sept.
2018.

Olmsted, Kathryn S. Real Enemies: Conspiracy Theories and American Democracy, World War I
to 9/11. Oxford: Oxford UP, 2009. Print.

Pipes, Daniel. Conspiracy: How the Paranoid Style Flourishes and Where It Comes From. New
York: Free Press, 1999. Print.

Popper, Karl R. The High Tide of Prophecy: Hegel, Marx, and the Aftermath. 4th and rev. ed.
London: Routledge, 1962. Print. Vol. 2 of The Open Society and Its Enemies. 2 vols. 1945.

Roig-Franzia, Manuel. “How Alex Jones, Conspiracy Theorist Extraordinaire, Got Donald
Trump’s Ear.” Washington Post. Washington Post 17 Nov. 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Schetsche, Michael. “Die ergoogelte Wirklichkeit. Verschwörungstheorien und das Inter-
net.” Die Google-Gesellschaft: Vom digitalen Wandel des Wissens. Ed. Kai Lehmann and
Michael Schetsche. Bielefeld: Transcript, 2005. 113–119. Print.

Schrecker, Ellen. Many Are the Crimes: McCarthyism in America. Princeton: Princeton UP,
1998. Print.

Sunstein, Cass, and Adrian Vermeule. “Conspiracy Theories: Causes and Cures.” The Journal
of Political Philosophy 17.2 (2009): 202–227. EBSCOhost. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

“To the Betrayed Inhabitants of the City and Colony of New-York.” New-Hampshire Gaz-
ette 19 Jan. 1770. Readex. 1 Sept. 2018.

“To the Inhabitants of New-York, and all the British Colonies.” Providence Gazette 20 Apr.
1775. Readex. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Uscinski, Joseph E., and Joseph M. Parent. American Conspiracy Theories. Oxford: Oxford
UP, 2014. Print.

Walker, Jesse. The United States of Paranoia: A Conspiracy Theory. New York: Harper Per-
ennial, 2014. Print.



Wood, Gordon S. “Conspiracy and the Paranoid Style: Causality and Deceit in the Eight-
eenth Century.” William and Mary Quarterly 39.3 (1982): 401–441. Print.

Zwierlein, Cornel. “Security Politics and Conspiracy Theories in the Emerging European
State System (15th/16th c.).” Historical Social Research 38.1 (2015): 65–95. BASE. Web. 1
Sept. 2018.

Adorno, Theodor W., et al. The Authoritarian Personality. New York: Harper, 1950. Print.
Studies in Prejudice.

Almond, Gabriel A. Harold Dwight Lasswell, 1902–1978: A Biographical Memoir. Washington,
D.C.: National Academy of Sciences, 1987. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Altschuler, Glenn C., and Stuart M. Blumin. The GI Bill: A New Deal for Veterans. Oxford:
Oxford UP, 2009. Print.

American Jewish Committee. “‘The Authoritarian Personality,’ Peculiarly Susceptible to
Undemocratic Ideologies, Described by Social Scientists for First Time in Volume Pub-
lished Today, March 15.” 15 Mar. 1950. Ajcarchives.org. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Bailyn, Bernard. The Ideological Origins of the American Revolution. Cambridge: Belknap, 1967.
Print.

Barkun, Michael. A Culture of Conspiracy: Apocalyptic Visions in Contemporary America. Ber-
keley: U of California P, 2003. Print. Comparative Studies in Religion and Society 15.

Baum, William. “The Conspiracy Theory of Politics of the Radical Right in the United
States.” Diss. State U of Iowa, 1960. Print.

“The Beecher Trial.” Boston Daily Journal 26 Feb. 1875: 4. Readex. Web. 1 June 2017.
Bell, Daniel. “Interpretations of American Politics.” The New American Right. Ed. Bell. New

York: Criterion, 1955. 3–32. Print.
Bell, Daniel, editor. The New American Right. New York: Criterion, 1955. Print.
Bell, Daniel, editor. The Radical Right: The New American Right. Garden City, NY: Double-

day, 1964. Print.
Benjamin, Ludy T., Jr. “Psychoanalysis, American Style.” Monitor on Psychology 40.8 (2009):

24. Print.
Bratich, Jack Z. Conspiracy Panics: Political Rationality and Popular Culture. Albany: State U of

New York P, 2008. Print.
Brown, David S. Richard Hofstadter: An Intellectual Biography. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 2006.

Print.
Buckley, William F., Jr. “Goldwater, the John Birch Society, and Me.” Commentary

Magazine 125.3 (2008): 52–54. EBSCOhost. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Bunzel, John H. Anti-Politics in America: Reflections on the Anti-Political Temper and Its Distor-

tions of the Democratic Process. New York: Knopf, 1967. Print.
Butter, Michael. Plots, Designs, and Schemes: American Conspiracy Theories from the Puritans to

the Present. Berlin: De Gruyter, 2014. Print. Linguae & Litterae 33.
Cohen, Jacob. “Conspiracy Fever.” Commentary 60.4 (1975): 33–42. ProQuest. Web. 1

Sept. 2018.
Cohen, Michael Mark. “‘The Conspiracy of Capital’: American Popular Radicalism and the

Politics of Conspiracy from Haymarket to the Red Scare.” Diss., Yale U, 2004. Print.
“Conspiracy.” Oxford English Dictionary. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
“The Conspiracy Theory.” St. Louis Globe-Democrat 5 July 1881: 4. ProQuest. Web. 1 Sept.

2018.
“Conspiracy Theory: New Explanation for the Automobile Murder.” Boston Daily Globe 24

Nov. 1904: 12. ProQuest. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Curry, Richard O., and Thomas M. Brown, editors. Conspiracy: The Fear of Subversion in

American History. New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1972. Print.



Davis, David Brion, editor. The Fear of Conspiracy: Images of Un-American Subversion from the
Revolution to the Present. Ithaca: Cornell UP, 1971. Print.

Dean, Jodi. Publicity’s Secret: How Technoculture Capitalizes on Democracy. Ithaca: Cornell UP,
2002. Print.

Dinnerstein, Leonard. “Antisemitism in Crisis Times in the United States: The 1920s and
1930s.” Anti-Semitism in Times of Crisis. Ed. Sander L. Gilman and Steven T. Katz. New
York: NYU P, 1993. 212–226. Print.

Donner, Frank. “Conspiracies Unlimited: The Assassination Circus.” Nation 229.21 (1979):
641f. EBSCOhost. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Doyle, Charles. “Federal Conspiracy Law: A Brief Overview.” Congressional Research Service
Report for Congress. N.p., 30 Apr. 2010. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Dunst, Alexander. Madness in Cold War America. New York: Routledge, 2016. Print. Rou-
tledge Studies in Cultural History.

Dunst, Alexander. “The Politics of Conspiracy Theories: American Histories and Global
Narratives.” Conspiracy Theories in the United States and the Middle East: A Comparative
Approach. Ed. Michael Butter and Maurus Reinkowski. Berlin: De Gruyter, 2014. 293–
311. Print. Linguae & Litterae 29.

Dylan, Bob. “Talkin’ John Birch Paranoid Blues.” The Bootleg Series, Vol. 1–3. Columbia,
1991. CD.

Epstein, Benjamin, and Arnold Forster. The Radical Right: Report on the John Birch Society and
Its Allies. New York: Random, 1967. Print.

Epstein, Edward Jay. “Who’s Afraid of the Warren Report?” Esquire May 1966: 204f. Print.
Fairlie, Henry. “No Conspiracy, But – Two Assassins, Perhaps?” New York Times. New

York Times 11 Sept. 1966: 52f. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Fenster, Mark. Conspiracy Theories: Secrecy and Power in American Culture. Rev. and updated

ed. Minneapolis: U of Minnesota P, 2008. Print.
Foner, Eric. “The Education of Richard Hofstadter.” Nation 254.17 (1992): 597–603.

Print.
Foucault, Michel. Politics, Philosophy, Culture: Interviews and Other Writings 1977–1984. Ed.

Lawrence D. Kritzman. Trans. Alan Sheridan et al. New York: Routledge, 1988. Print.
Fremont-Smith, Eliot. “History as Conspiracy.” Rev. of The Paranoid Style in American Poli-

tics and Other Essays, by Richard Hofstadter. New York Times. New York Times 15 Nov.
1965: 35. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Gardner, Martin. Fads and Fallacies in the Name of Science. 2nd ed. New York: Dover, 1957.
Print.

George, John, and Laird M. Wilcox. American Extremists: Militias, Supremacists, Klansmen,
Communists, and Others. Amherst: Prometheus, 1996. Print.

“The Gold Gamblers and the Law on Conspiracies.” New York Times. New York Times 14
Oct. 1869: 6. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Gordin, Michael D. The Pseudoscience Wars: Immanuel Velikovsky and the Birth of the Modern
Fringe. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 2012. Print.

Gordon, Elizabeth. “The Threat to the Next America.” House Beautiful 95.4 (1953): 126f. Print.
“A Great Baltimore Sufferer.” Washington Post 6 Sept. 1894: 4. ProQuest. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
“Guiteau’s Mad Freaks.” Boston Journal 6 July 1881: 1. Readex. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Harris, Mark. “Conspiracy to the Left of Us!” New York Times. New York Times 24 Aug.

1975: 192. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Hayek, F. A. Studies on the Abuse and Decline of Reason: Text and Documents. Ed. Bruce Cald-

well. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 2010. Print. The Collected Works of F. A. Hayek 13.
Herbers, John. “After 15 Years, Plot Theories Still Thicken.” New York Times. New York

Times 7 Jan. 1979: E5. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.



Hitchcock, James. “The McCarthyism of the Left.” South Atlantic Quarterly 69 (1970):
171–185. Print.

Hixson, Jr., William B. Search for the American Right Wing: An Analysis of the Social Science
Record, 1955–1987. Princeton: Princeton UP, 2015. Print.

Hofstadter, Richard. The Age of Reform: From Bryan to F. D. R. 1955. Repr. ed. London:
Cape, 1962. Print.

Hofstadter, Richard. “The Paranoid Style in American Politics.” The Paranoid Style in
American Politics and Other Essays. New York: Vintage, 2008. 3–40. Print.

Hofstadter, Richard. “The Pseudo-Conservative Revolt.” The New American Right. Ed.
Daniel Bell. 1st ed. New York: Criterion, 1955. 33–55. Print.

Horkheimer, Max. “Introduction.” Prophets of Deceit: A Study of the Techniques of the American
Agitator. By Leo Lowenthal and Norbert Guterman. New York: Harper, 1949. xi–xiii.
Print. Studies in Prejudice.

Horkheimer, Max, and Samuel H. Flowerman. “Foreword to Studies in Prejudice.” Prophets
of Deceit: A Study of the Techniques of the American Agitator. By Leo Lowenthal and Norbert
Guterman. New York: Harper, 1949. v–viii. Print. Studies in Prejudice.

Jacobson, Matthew Frye, and Gaspar González. What Have They Built You to Do? The Man-
churian Candidate and Cold War America. Minneapolis: U of Minnesota P, 2006. Print.

Johnson, George. Architects of Fear: Conspiracy Theories and Paranoia in American Politics. 1st ed.
Los Angeles: Tarcher, 1983. Print.

Keeley, Brian L. “Of Conspiracy Theories.” Conspiracy Theories: The Philosophical Debate. Ed.
David Coady. Aldershot: Ashgate, 2006. 45–60. Print.

LaFollette, Marcel Chotkowski. Science on the Air: Popularizers and Personalities on Radio and
Early Television. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 2008. Print.

Lasswell, Harold D. “Politics: Who Gets What, When, How.” On Political Sociology. By
Lasswell. Ed. and introd. Dwaine Marvick. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1977. 108–113.
Print. The Heritage of Sociology.

Lasswell, Harold D. Power and Personality. New York: Norton, 1948. Print.
Lasswell, Harold D. Psychopathology and Politics. 1930. Repr. ed. Chicago: U of Chicago

P, 1986. Print.
Lasswell, Harold D. “Style in Political Communications.” On Political Sociology. By Lasswell.

Ed. and introd. Dwaine Marvick. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1977. 245–256. Print. The
Heritage of Sociology.

Lasswell, Harold D. “The Vocation of Propagandists.” On Political Sociology. By Lasswell. Ed.
and introd. Dwaine Marvick. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1977. 229–237. Print. The
Heritage of Sociology.

Lasswell, Harold D. “The Wartime Propaganda Front.” On Political Sociology. By Lasswell.
Ed. and introd. Dwaine Marvick. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1977. 223–228. Print. The
Heritage of Sociology.

Lasswell, Harold D., and Abraham Kaplan. Power and Society: A Framework for Political Inquiry.
New Haven: Yale UP, 1950. Print.

Lippmann, Walter. Public Opinion. 1929. Repr. ed. New York: Macmillan, 1949. Print.
Lipset, Seymour Martin. “The Sources of the Radical Right.” The New American Right. Ed.

Daniel Bell. New York: Criterion, 1955. 166–234. Print.
Lipset, Seymour Martin, and Earl Raab. The Politics of Unreason: Right-Wing Extremism in

America, 1790–1970. New York: Harper, 1970. Print. Patterns of American Prejudice 5.
Lowenthal, Leo, and Norbert Guterman. Prophets of Deceit: A Study of the Techniques of the

American Agitator. New York: Harper, 1949. Print. Studies in Prejudice.
Luey, Beth. Expanding the American Mind: Books and the Popularization of Knowledge. Amherst,

MA: U of Massachusetts P, 2010. Print.



MacLeish, Rod. “Conspiracy Theories.” Washington Post 5 Aug. 1975: A16. Print.
Marcuse, Herbert. “Foreword.” Prophets of Deceit: A Study of the Techniques of the American

Agitator. 1949. By Leo Lowenthal and Norbert Guterman. 2nd ed. Palo Alto: Pacific,
1970. v–viii. Print.

McDougall, Walter A. Throes of Democracy: The American Civil War Era, 1829–1877. New
York: Harper, 2008. Print.

McKenzie-McHarg, Andrew. “How Did Conspiracy Theories Come to Be Seen as Theories?”
8 Sept. 2011. Conspiracies Real and Imagined. 11th York Cultural History Conference, U of
York, Sept. 2011. Unpublished Conference Paper. Print.

McMillan, Priscilla. “That Time We Huddled Together in Disbelief.” New York Times. New
York Times 22 Nov. 1973: 37. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Neumann, Franz L. “Anxiety and Politics.” The Democratic and the Authoritarian State: Essays
in Political and Legal Theory. Glencoe: Free Press, 1957. 270–300. Print.

Parsons, Talcott. “Social Strains in America.” The New American Right. Ed. Daniel Bell. 1st
ed. New York: Criterion, 1955. 117–140. Print.

Popper, Karl R. Conjectures and Refutations: The Growth of Scientific Knowledge. 1963. New
York: Routledge, 2002. Print.

Popper, Karl R. The High Tide of Prophecy: Hegel, Marx, and the Aftermath. 4th and rev. ed.
London: Routledge, 1962. Print. Vol. 2 of The Open Society and Its Enemies. 2 vols. 1945.

“Press Comments.” Chicago Daily Tribune 4 July 1875: 12. Print.
Remington, Roger Allen. “The Function of the ‘Conspiracy’ Theory in American Intel-

lectual History.” Diss. Saint Louis U, 1965. Print.
Rogin, Michael Paul. The Intellectuals and McCarthy: The Radical Specter. Cambridge: MIT P,

1967. Print.
Rogin, Michael Paul. Ronald Reagan, the Movie, and Other Episodes in Political Demonology.

Berkeley: U of California P, 1987. Print.
Roiser, Martin. “The American Reception of The Authoritarian Personality.” In Practice:

Adorno, Critical Theory and Cultural Studies. Ed. Holger Briel and Andreas Kramer. Oxford:
Peter Lang, 2001. 129–143. Print. German Linguistics and Cultural Studies 9.

Rovere, Richard. “The Easy Chair: The Conspirators.” Harper’s Magazine 213.1276 (1956):
12f. ProQuest. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Rovere, Richard. Senator Joe McCarthy. New York: Harper Colophon, 1959. Print.
Schrecker, Ellen. The Age of McCarthyism: A Brief History with Documents. 2nd ed. Boston:

Bedford, 2002. Print. The Bedford Series in History and Culture.
Schrecker, Ellen. Many Are the Crimes: McCarthyism in America. Princeton: Princeton UP,

1998. Print.
Schrecker, Ellen. No Ivory Tower: McCarthyism and the Universities. Oxford: Oxford UP,

1986. Print.
Shapin, Steven. “Catastrophism.” Rev. of The Pseudoscience Wars: Immanuel Velikovsky and the

Birth of the Modern Fringe, by Michael D. Gordin. London Review of Books 34.21 (2012):
35–38. Print.

Shearmur, Jeremy. The Political Thought of Karl Popper. London: Routledge, 1996. Print.
Shils, Edward. The Torment of Secrecy: The Background and Consequences of American Security

Politics. 1956. Arcturus Books ed. New York: Free, 1974. Print.
Siegel, Lee. “How the Media Covers the ‘Deplorables’: Media in the Age of Trump.”

Columbia Journalism Review. Columbia Journalism Review 21 Oct. 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Splichal, Slavko. Public Opinion: Developments and Controversies in the Twentieth Century.

Lanham: Rowman & Littlefield, 1999. Print.
Stokes, Geoffrey. Popper: Philosophy, Politics and Scientific Method. Cambridge: Polity, 1998. Print.
“Summary of the News.” Philadelphia Inquirer 7 July 1875: 4. Print.



“Theory of Conspiracy: Attacked by Counsel for Shedd and for Trafton in the Alleged
Customs Fraud Trial.” Boston Daily Globe 16 Dec. 1904: 4. ProQuest. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

“Theory: The Conspiracy.” Chicago Daily Tribune 6 July 1881: 3. ProQuest. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Thiel, Jens, and Peter Th. Walther. “‘Pseudowissenschaft’ im kalten Krieg: Dis-

kreditierungsstrategien in Ost und West.” Pseudowissenschaft. Ed. Dirk Rupnow et al.
Frankfurt a. M.: Suhrkamp, 2008. 308–342. Print.

Tilton, Theodore. Official Report of the Trial of Henry Ward Beecher: With Notes and References:
Biographical Sketches of the Judge, the Parties, and Their Counsel, and Some of the Witnesses.
Vol. 2. New York: Smith, 1875. Print.

Velikovsky, Immanuel. Worlds in Collision. 1950. London: Paradigma, 2009. Print.
Walter-Busch, Emil. Geschichte der Frankfurter Schule: Kritische Theorie und Politik. München:

Fink, 2010. Print.
Welch, Robert H. The Politician. 1963. Appleton: Robert Welch UP, 2002. Print.
Welch, Robert H. The New Americanism and Other Speeches and Essays. Boston: Western

Islands, 1966. Print.
Westin, Alan F. “The Deadly Parallels: Radical Right and Radical Left.” Harper’s Magazine

224.1343 (1962): 25–32. ProQuest. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Westin, Alan F. “John Birch Society: Fundamentalism on the Right.” Social Action (1962):

11–28. Print.
Whyte, William H. The Organization Man. New York: Simon and Schuster, 1956. Print.
Winrod, Gerald B. The Hidden Hand: The Protocols and the Coming Superman. Wichita:

Defender, 1933. Print.
Wood, Gordon S. “Conspiracy and the Paranoid Style: Causality and Deceit in the Eight-

eenth Century.” The William and Mary Quarterly 39.3 (1982): 402–441. Print.
Zhang, Sarah. “The Pitfalls of Using Google Ngram to Study Language.” Wired.com. Wired,

12 Oct. 2015. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Zion, Sidney E. “Garrison Flops on the Conspiracy Theory.” New York Times. New York

Times 2 Mar. 1969: E6. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
“Army Infiltration.” Prod. Leon Benson. Dir. Les Goodwin. I Led 3 Lives. Ziv Television

Programs. 15 Nov. 1953. Television.
Auerbach, Jonathan. Dark Borders: Film Noir and American Citizenship. Durham: Duke UP,

2011. Print.
A/V Geeks. “What Is Communism.” 1963. YouTube. YouTube, 1 June 2011.Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
“Birchers Extend Membership Drive to East Coast.” The New York Times. New York Times

25 Oct. 1964. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Britton, Wesley. Beyond Bond: Spies in Fiction and Film. Westport: Praeger, 2005. Print.
Butter, Michael. Plots, Designs, and Schemes: American Conspiracy Theories from the Puritans to

the Present. Berlin: De Gruyter, 2014. Print. Linguae & Litterae 33.
Calomiris, Angela. Red Masquerade: Undercover for the F.B.I. Philadelphia: J. B. Lippincott,

1950. Print.
“Campus Story.” Prod. Leon Benson. Dir. Lew Landers. I Led 3 Lives. Ziv Television Pro-

grams. 8 Nov. 1953. Television.
“Caviar.” Prod. Henry S. Kesler. Dir. Lambert Hillyer. I Led 3 Lives. Ziv Television Pro-

grams. 21 Feb. 1954. Television.
Chambers, Whittaker. Witness. New York: Random, 1952. Print.
“Charity.” Prod. Leon Benson. Dir. Leon Benson. I Led 3 Lives. Ziv Television Programs.

1954. Television.
Cohan, Steven. Masked Men: Masculinity and the Movies in the Fifties. Bloomington: Indiana

UP, 1997. Print. Arts and Politics of the Everyday.



“Common Denominator.” Prod. Jon Epstein. Dir. Lambert Hillyer. I Led 3 Lives. Ziv Tel-
evision Programs. 1956. Television.

“The Communist Conspiracy.” New York Times. New York Times 10 Apr. 1954: 14. Web.
1 Sept. 2018.

“The Communist Rejoinder.” New York Times. New York Times 26 Nov. 1950: 164.
Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

CONELRAD6401240. “How to Spot a Communist.” Armed Forces Information Film,
1950. YouTube. YouTube, 7 Oct. 2010. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

“Crusader Schwarz.” Time 79.6 (1962): 18–22. EBSCOhost. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Cuordileone, K. A. Manhood and American Political Culture in the Cold War. New York:

Routledge, 2005. Print.
Doherty, Thomas. Cold War, Cool Medium: Television, McCarthyism, and American Culture.

New York: Columbia UP, 2003. Print. Film and Culture.
“Dope Photographic.” Prod. Eddie Davis. Dir. Davis. I Led 3 Lives. Ziv Television Pro-

grams. 18 Oct. 1953. Television.
Engelhardt, Tom. The End of Victory Culture: Cold War America and the Disillusioning of a

Generation. New York: Basic Books, 1995. Print.
Ernst, Morris L., and David Loth. Report on the American Communist. New York: Henry

Holt, 1952. Print.
“Eva Sick.” Prod. Eddie Davis. Dir. Davis. I Led 3 Lives. Ziv Television Programs. 1955.

Television.
“False Witness.” Time 65.7 (1955): 23–25. EBSCOhost. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Fariello, Griffin. Red Scare: Memories of the American Inquisition. An Oral History. New York:

Norton, 1995. Print.
Fenster, Mark. Conspiracy Theories: Secrecy and Power in American Culture. Rev. and updated

ed. Minneapolis: U of Minnesota P, 2008. Print.
“The Fiancé.” Prod. Jon Epstein. Dir. Jack Herzberg. I Led 3 Lives. Ziv Television Programs.

1956. Television.
Firing Line with William F.Buckley, Jr. “The Decline of Anti-Communism.” 29 June 1967.

YouTube. YouTube, 25 Jan. 2017. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Fried, Richard M. Nightmare in Red: The McCarthy Era in Perspective. New York: Oxford

UP, 1990. Print.
Goldberg, Robert Alan. Enemies Within: The Culture of Conspiracy in Modern America. New

Haven: Yale UP, 2001. Print.
Grams, Martin. I Led 3 Lives: The True Story of Herbert A. Philbrick’s Television Program.

Albany: BearManor Media, 2007. Print.
Grutzner, Charles. “Reports of Dr. Schwarz’ Anti-Communist Crusade Show $1,273,492

Collected in Year.” The New York Times. The New York Times 24 June 1962: 9. Web. 1
Sept. 2018.

Halberstam, David. The Fifties. New York: Fawcett Columbine, 1994. Print.
Haynes, John E. Red Scare or Red Menace?: American Communism and Anticommunism in the

Cold War Era. Chicago: Ivan R. Dee, 1996. Print. The American Ways Series.
Heale, M. J. American Anticommunism: Combating the Enemy Within, 1830–1970. Baltimore:

Johns Hopkins UP, 1990. Print.
“Herblock’s History: Political Cartoons from the Crash to the Millennium.” Library of

Congress. Library of Congress, n.d. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Hofstadter, Richard. “The Paranoid Style in American Politics.” The Paranoid Style in

American Politics and Other Essays. New York: Vintage, 2008. 3–40. Print.
Hoover, J. Edgar. Masters of Deceit: The Story of Communism in America and How to Fight It.

New York: Holt, 1958. Print.



Is This Tomorrow: America under Communism. Catechetical Guild Educational Society, 1947.
Internet Archive. Internet Archive, n.d. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Jacobson, Matthew Frye, and Gaspar González. What Have They Built You to Do? The Man-
churian Candidate and Cold War America. Minneapolis: U of Minnesota P, 2006. Print.

Johnson, David K. The Lavender Scare: The Cold War Persecution of Gays and Lesbians in the
Federal Government. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 2006. Print.

Kackman, Michael. Citizen Spy: Television, Espionage, and Cold War Culture. Minneapolis: U
of Minnesota P, 2005. Print. Commerce and Mass Culture Series.

Knight, Peter. Conspiracy Culture: From the Kennedy Assassination to The X Files. London:
Routledge, 2000. Print.

Krutnik, Frank. In a Lonely Street: Film Noir, Genre, Masculinity. London: Routledge, 1991.
Print.

Lee, Martha F. Conspiracy Rising: Conspiracy Thinking and American Public Life. Santa Barbara:
Praeger, 2011. Print.

Luhr, William. Film Noir. Chichester: Wiley-Blackwell, 2012. Print. New Approaches to
Film Genre.

MacDonald, J. Fred. “The Cold War as Entertainment in ’Fifties Television.” Journal of
Popular Film & Television 7.1 (1978): 3–31. ProQuest. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

McCarthy, Joseph. America’s Retreat from Victory: The Story of George Catlett Marshall. 1951.
Boston: Western Islands, 1965. Print.

Melley, Timothy. “Brainwashed! Conspiracy Theory and Ideology in the Postwar United
States.” New German Critique 35.1 (2008): 145–164. Print.

Mulloy, D. J. The World of the John Birch Society: Conspiracy, Conservatism, and the Cold War.
Nashville: Vanderbilt UP, 2014. Print.

Murray, Chris. “Cold War.” Encyclopedia of Comic Books and Graphic Novels. Ed. M. Keith
Booker. Vol. 1. Santa Barbara: Greenwood, 2010. 104–109. Print.

Navasky, Victor S. Naming Names. Rev. ed. New York: Hill, 2003. Print.
“Nine Years Under Cover.” Time 59.6 (1952): 106–107. EBSCOhost. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Olmsted, Kathryn S. Real Enemies: Conspiracy Theories and American Democracy, World War I to

9/11. Oxford: Oxford UP, 2009. Print.
“One War, Two Fronts.” New York Times. New York Times 6 Mar. 1953: 22. Web. 1 Sept.

2018.
“Outlawing Communism.” New York Times. New York Times 23 July 1954: 16. Web. 1

Sept. 2018.
Philbrick, Herbert A. I Led 3 Lives: Citizen, “Communist,” Counterspy. New York, NY:

McGraw-Hill, 1952. Print.
Philbrick, Herbert A. I Led 3 Lives: Citizen, “Communist,” Counterspy. 2nd ed. Washington:

Capitol Hill Press, 1972. Print.
Phillips, Cabell. “Physician Leads Anti-Red Drive with ‘Poor Man’s Birch Society’.” New

York Times. New York Times 30 Apr. 1961: 77. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Pilat, Oliver. “Documentary of Espionage.” Rev. of I Led 3 Lives by Herbert Philbrick. The

Saturday Review, 16 Feb. 1952: 22. Print.
“Pilot.” Prod. Maurice Unger. Dir. Eddie Davis. I Led 3 Lives. Ziv Television Programs. 4

Oct. 1953. Television.
Porter, Russell. “FBI ‘Plant’ Heard at Trial of Reds.” New York Times. New York Times 7

Apr. 1949: 22. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Porter, Russell. “FBI ‘Plant’ Tells of Red Lie Pledge.” New York Times. New York Times

12 Apr. 1949: 1. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Porter, Russell. “FBI Aide Says Reds Taught Treason.” New York Times. New York Times

13 Apr. 1949: 22. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.



Powers, Richard Gid. Not Without Honor: The History of American Anticommunism. New
York: Free Press, 1995. Print.

Powers, Richard Gid. “Philbrick, Herbert A.” American National Biography Online. Oxford
UP, Feb. 2000. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Prescott, Orville. “Books of the Times.” Rev. of I Led 3 Lives by Herbert Philbrick. New
York Times. New York Times 4 Feb. 1952: 15. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

“The Professional Informer.” New York Times. New York Times 5 Feb. 1955: 14. Web. 1
Sept. 2018.

“Radioactive.” Prod. Herbert L. Strock. Dir. Herbert L. Strock. I Led 3 Lives. Ziv Television
Programs. 1956. Television.

Reinhard, David W. The Republican Right since 1945. Lexington: UP of Kentucky, 1983.
Print.

“Rendezvous.” Prod. Eddie Davis. Dir. Davis. I Led 3 Lives. Ziv Television Programs. 1955.
Television.

“Sacrificed.” Prod. Leon Benson. Dir. Benson. I Led 3 Lives. Ziv Television Programs. 1955.
Television.

Schlesinger, Arthur. The Vital Center: The Politics of Freedom. 1949. 6th ed. New Brunswick,
NJ: Transaction Publishers, 2009. Print.

Schneider, Gregory L. Cadres for Conservatism: Young Americans for Freedom and the Rise of the
Contemporary Right. New York: New York UP, 1999. Print.

Schrecker, Ellen. Many Are the Crimes: McCarthyism in America. Princeton: Princeton UP,
1998. Print.

Schwarz, Fred C. You Can Trust the Communists (… to Do Exactly as They Say!). Englewood
Cliffs: Prentice-Hall, 1960. Print.

Seed, David. Brainwashing: The Fictions of Mind Control: a Study of Novels and Films Since
World War II. Kent: Kent State UP, 2004. Print.

Stieglitz, Olaf. Undercover: Die Kultur der Denunziation in den USA. Frankfurt: Campus, 2013.
Print.

Straight, Michael. “Still Worlds Apart.” Rev. of I Led Three Lives by Herbert A. Philbrick.
New Republic 24 Mar. 1952: 22. Print.

“‘Unfair’ Surprise.” Time 53.16 (1949): 26–27. EBSCOhost. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Watson, Mary A. The Expanding Vista: American Television in the Kennedy Years. Durham:

Duke UP, 1994. Print.
Welch, Robert H. W. The Politician. 1963. Appleton: Robert Welch UP, 2002. Print.
Welch, Robert H. “The Truth in Time.” 1966. Conspiracy Theories in American History: An

Encyclopedia. Vol. 2. Ed. Peter Knight. Santa Barbara: ABC-CLIO, 2003. Print. 823–825.
Whitfield, Stephen J. The Culture of the Cold War. Baltimore: Johns Hopkins UP, 1991.

Print. The American Moment.
Wicker, Tom. “Anatomy of the Goldwater Boom.” New York Times. New York Times 11

Aug. 1963: 171f. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Wilcox, Clyde. “Sources of Support for the Old Right: A Comparison of the John Birch

Society and the Christian Anti-Communism Crusade.” Social Science History 12.4 (1988):
429–449. JSTOR. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Wilson, Veronica A. “Anticommunism, Millenarianism and the Challenges of Cold War
Patriarchy: The Many Lives of FBI Informant Herbert Philbrick.” American Communist
History 8.1 (2009): 73–102. EBSCOhost. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Aaronovitch, David. Voodoo Histories: How Conspiracy Theory Has Shaped Modern History.
London: Vintage, 2010. Print.

Appleton, Sheldon. “The Polls – Trends: Assassinations.” Public Opinion Quarterly 64.4
(2000): 495–523. Print.



Arnoni, M. S. “Of Demonologists and Eunuchs.” The Minority of One 10.9 (1968): 8–9. Print.
“Autopsy on the Warren Commission.” Time 88.12 (1966): 58–63. EBSCOhost. Web. 1

Sept. 2018.
Bratich, Jack Z. Conspiracy Panics: Political Rationality and Popular Culture. Albany: State U of

New York P, 2008. Print.
Buchanan, Thomas G. Who Killed Kennedy? 1st ed. London: Secker & Warburg, 1964. Print.
Butter, Michael. Plots, Designs, and Schemes: American Conspiracy Theories from the Puritans to

the Present. Berlin: De Gruyter, 2014. Print. Linguae & Litterae 33.
Cook, Fred J. “The Irregulars Take the Field.” Nation 213.2 (1971): 40–46. EBSCOhost.

Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Cook, Fred J. “Some Unanswered Questions.” Nation 202.24 (1966): 705–715. EBSCO-

host. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Cook, Fred J. “The Warren Report & the Irreconcilables.” Nation 206.09 (1968): 277–281.

EBSCOhost. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Costigliola, Frank C. “‘Like Children in the Darkness’: European Reaction to the Assassi-

nation of John F. Kennedy.” Journal of Popular Culture 20.3 (1986): 115–124. Wiley
Online Library. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Crotty, William J., James F. Kirkham, and Sheldon G. Levy. Assassination and Political Vio-
lence: A Staff Report to the National Commission on the Causes and Prevention of Violence. Vol.
8. Washington, D.C.: U.S. Government Printing Office, 1969. Print.

Digiacomo, Frank. “The Esquire Decade.” Vanity Fair. Condé Nast, 20 Dec. 2016. Web. 1
Sept. 2018.

Donner, Frank. “Conspiracies Unlimited: The Assassination Circus.” Nation 229.21 (1979):
641f. EBSCOhost. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Donovan, Barna William. Conspiracy Films: A Tour of Dark Places in the American Conscious.
Jefferson: McFarland, 2011. Print.

Epstein, Edward Jay. Inquest: The Warren Commission and the Establishment of Truth. New
York: Viking Press, 1966. Print.

Epstein, Edward Jay. “Counterplot: Garrison against the World.” The Assassination Chronicles:
Inquest, Counterplot, and Legend. Ed. Epstein. New York: Carroll & Graf, 1992. 165–292. Print.

Fairlie, Henry. “No Conspiracy, But – Two Assassins, Perhaps?” New York Times. New
York Times 11 Sept. 1966: 52f. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Fenster, Mark. Conspiracy Theories: Secrecy and Power in American Culture. Rev. and updated
ed. Minneapolis: U of Minnesota P, 2008. Print.

Final Report of the Select Committee on Assassinations: Summary of Findings and Recommendations.
Washington, D.C.: U.S. Government Printing Office, 1979. Print. House Report No.
95–1828.

Foucault, Michel. The History of Sexuality: Volume 1. An Introduction. 1978. Trans. Robert
Hurley. New York: Vintage, 1990. Print.

Fremont-Smith, Eliot. “Books of The Times: Pandora’s Box.” Review of Inquest: The
Warren Commission and the Establishment of Truth by Edward J. Epstein. New York Times.
New York Times 6 July 1966: 42. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Fremont-Smith, Eliot. “More Doubts, and a New Conspiracy Theory.” New York Times.
New York Times 7 Oct. 1966: 41. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Garrison, Jim. On the Trail of the Assassins: My Investigation and Prosecution of the Murder of
President Kennedy. New York: Sheridan Square Press, 1988. Print.

Goldberg, Robert Alan. Enemies Within: The Culture of Conspiracy in Modern America. New
Haven: Yale UP, 2001. Print.

Harris, Mark. “Conspiracy to the Left of Us!” New York Times. New York Times 24 Aug.
1975: 192. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.



Helmer, Bill. “Pitching Curves to the Plot Finders.” Texas Observer 3 Feb. 1967: 11–12.
Print.

Herbers, John. “After 15 Years, Plot Theories Still Thicken.” New York Times. New York
Times 7 Jan. 1979: E5. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Hofstadter, Richard. “The Paranoid Style in American Politics.” The Paranoid Style in
American Politics and Other Essays. New York: Vintage, 2008. 3–40. Print.

“Illinois Professor Scored and Defended on Article.” New York Times. New York Times 13
Feb. 1964: 64. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

“J.F.K.: The Murder & the Myths.” Time 83.24 (1964): 48. EBSCOhost. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Joesten, Joachim. The Garrison Enquiry: Truth & Consequences. London: Dawnay, 1967. Print.
Joesten, Joachim. Oswald: Assassin or Fall Guy. New York: Marzani & Munsell, 1964. Print.
“Jolly Green Giant in Wonderland.” Time 92.5 (1968): 74–75. EBSCOhost. Web. 1 Sept.

2018.
Kempton, Murray. “Oswald: May We Have Some Facts, Please?” New Republic 150.24

(1964): 13–15. EBSCOhost. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Kempton, Murray. “Warren Report: Case for the Prosecution.” New Republic 151.15

(1964): 13–17. EBSCOhost. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Knight, Peter. Conspiracy Culture: From the Kennedy Assassination to The X Files. London:

Routledge, 2000. Print.
Knight, Peter. The Kennedy Assassination. Edinburgh: Edinburgh UP, 2007. Print. Repre-

senting American Events.
Knight, Peter. “Outrageous Conspiracy Theories: Popular and Official Responses to 9/11 in

Germany and the United States.” New German Critique 103 (2008): 165–193. JSTOR.
Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Kurtz, Michael. The JFK Assassination Debates: Lone Gunman Versus Conspiracy. Lawrence:
UP of Kansas, 2006. Print.

Lane, Mark. Rush to Judgment: A Critique of the Warren Commission’s Inquiry into the Murders of
President John F. Kennedy, Officer J. D. Tippit and Lee Harvey Oswald. London: Bodley
Head, 1966. Print.

Lasch, Christopher. “The Life of Kennedy’s Death.” Harper’s Magazine 267.1601 (1983):
32f. ProQuest. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Lewis, Anthony. “Panel Unanimous: Theory of Conspiracy by Left or Right Is Rejected.”
New York Times. New York Times 28 Sept. 1964: 1. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Lewis, Anthony. “What Not to Do: Abroad at Home.” New York Times. New York Times
25 Sept. 1975: 43. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Lewis, Anthony. “When Nothing Is Beyond Belief.” New York Times. New York Times 25
May 1970: 32. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Lewis, Richard Warren, and Lawrence Schiller, editors. The Scavengers and Critics of the
Warren Report. New York: Delacorte, 1967. Print.

Lipset, Seymour Martin, and William Schneider. The Confidence Gap: Business, Labor, and Govern-
ment in the Public Mind. New York: Free Press, 1983. Print. Studies of the Modern Corporation.

“Lone Assassins Decisions on the Deaths of Kennedy and King.” Time 112.12 (1978): 23.
EBSCOhost. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Loose Change. Dir. Dylan Avery. N.P., April 2005. YouTube. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Loose Change 9/11: An American Coup. Dir. Dylan Avery. Microcinema International, 2009. DVD.
Martin, Shirley. “To Harold Weisberg.” Letter. 10 Aug. 1967. The Weisberg Collection. Hood

College, Frederick, MD. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
“A Matter of Reasonable Doubt.” Life 61 (25 Nov. 1966): 38–47. Print.
McMillan, Priscilla. “That Time We Huddled Together in Disbelief.” New York Times. New

York Times 22 Nov. 1973: 37. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.



Meagher, Sylvia. Accessories after the Fact: The Warren Commission, the Authorities and the Report
on the JFK Assassination. 1967. New York: Skyhorse, 2013. Print.

Meagher, Sylvia. “Letter.” Playboy June 1968: 10. Print.
Melley, Timothy. Empire of Conspiracy: The Culture of Paranoia in Postwar America. Ithaca:

Cornell UP, 2000. Print.
Mindak, William A., and Gerald D. Hursh. “Television’s Functions on Assassination Week-

end.” The Kennedy Assassination and the American Public: Social Communication in Crisis. Ed.
Bradley S. Greenberg and Edwin B. Parker. Stanford: Stanford UP, 1965. Print.

“The Mythmakers.” Time 88.20 (1966): 45. Print. EBSCOhost. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Nachreiner, Tobias. “Im Spiegellabyrinth: Webvideo als Form des Verschwörungsdenkens.”

Abschied von 9/11?: Distanznahmen zur Katastrophe. Ed. Ursula Hennigfeld and Stephan
Packard. Berlin: Frank & Timme, 2013. 173–212. Print.

Norden, Eric. “Playboy Interview: Jim Garrison.” Playboy Oct. 1967: 59f. Print.
O’Donnell, Patrick. Latent Destinies: Cultural Paranoia and Contemporary U.S. Narrative.

Durham: Duke UP, 2000. Print. New Americanists.
Olmsted, Kathryn S. Real Enemies: Conspiracy Theories and American Democracy, World War I

to 9/11. Oxford: Oxford UP, 2009. Print.
Packer, Herbert. “The Warren Report: A Measure of the Achievement.” The Nation

(1964): 295–299. Print.
“The Phantasmagoria.” Time 88.22 (1966): 42–44. EBSCOhost. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Phelan, James. “Rush to Judgment in New Orleans.” Saturday Evening Post 240.9 (1967):

21–25. EBSCOhost. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Report of the President’s Commission on the Assassination of President John F. Kennedy.

Washington, D.C.: U.S. Government Printing Office, 1964. Print.
Roberts, Charles Wesley. The Truth about the Assassination. New York: Grosset & Dunlap,

1967. Print.
Rovere, Richard. “The Easy Chair: The Conspirators.” Harper’s Magazine 213.1276 (1956):

12f. ProQuest. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Rovere, Richard. “Introduction.” Inquest: The Warren Commission and the Establishment of

Truth. By Edward Jay Epstein. New York: Viking, 1966. 7–12. Print.
Russell, Bertrand. “16 Questions on the Assassination.” The Minority of One 6.9 (1964): 6–8.

Print.
Salisbury, Harrison E. “An Introduction to the Warren Commission Report.” Report of the

Warren Commission on the Assassination of President Kennedy. New York: Bantam Books,
1964. xv–xxix. Print.

Sauvage, Léo. “The Oswald Affair.” Commentary. Commentary, 1 Mar. 1964. Web. 1 Sept.
2018.

Sauvage, Léo. The Oswald Affair: An Examination of the Contradictions and Omissions of the
Warren Report. Cleveland: World, 1966. Print.

Shenon, Philip. A Cruel and Shocking Act: The Secret History of the Kennedy Assassination.
Henry Holt, 2013. Print.

Simon, Art. Dangerous Knowledge: The JFK Assassination in Art and Film. Philadelphia: Temple
UP, 1996. Print.

Trillin, Calvin. “The Buffs.” New Yorker 43.16 (1967): 41–71. Print.
“Wake Up, America! It Can Happen Here!: A Post-McCarthy Guide to Twenty-Three

Conspiracies by Assorted Enemies Within.” Esquire May 1966: 93f. Print.
“The Warren Commission Report.” New York Times. New York Times 28 Sept. 1964: 28.

Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
“The Warren Commission Report.” Time 84.14 (1966): 51–66. EBSCOhost. Web. 1 Sept.

2018.



Weisberg, Harold. Whitewash: The Report on the Warren Report. N.P.: Weisberg, 1965. Print.
Whalen, Richard J. “The Kennedy Assassination.” Saturday Evening Post 247.6 (1967): 19f.

EBSCOhost. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Wicker, Tom. “That Day in Dallas.” The Kennedy Assassination and the American Public: Social

Communication in Crisis. Ed. Bradley S. Greenberg and Edwin B. Parker. Stanford: Stan-
ford UP, 1965. 29–36. Print.

Wolff, Michael. “JFK and 50 Years of Conspiracy.” USA TODAY. Gannett Satellite
Information Network, 13 Oct. 2013. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Zelizer, Barbie. Covering the Body: The Kennedy Assassination, the Media, and the Shaping of
Collective Memory. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1992. Print.

Zion, Sidney E. “Garrison Flops on the Conspiracy Theory.” New York Times. New York
Times 2 Mar. 1969: E6. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Allen, Gary, with Larry Abraham. None Dare Call It Conspiracy. Cutchogue, NY: Buccaneer
Books, 1976. Print.

Allen, Gary, with Larry Abraham. The Rockefeller File. Seal Beach: ’76 Press, 1976. Print.
Anson, Robert Sam. They’ve Killed the President: The Search for the Murderers of John F. Ken-

nedy. New York: Bantam Books, 1975. Print.
Apple, R. W., Jr. “In 2 Years, Watergate Scandal Brought Down President Who Had Wide

Mandate.” New York Times. New York Times 9 Aug. 1974: 14. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Baker, Russell. “Rubdown at the White House.” New York Times. New York Times 21

Feb. 1978. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Baker, Russell. “Backward Reels the Mind.” New York Times. New York Times 6 May

1978: 23. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Barkun, Michael. A Culture of Conspiracy: Apocalyptic Visions in Contemporary America. Ber-

keley: U of California P, 2003. Print. Comparative Studies in Religion and Society 15.
Berlet, Chip, and Matthew N. Lyons. Right-Wing Populism in America: Too Close for Comfort.

New York: Guilford, 2000. Print.
Bernstein, Carl, and Bob Woodward. All the President’s Men. New York: Simon & Schuster,

1974. Print.
Bernstein, Carl, and Bob Woodward. “Dean Alleges Nixon Knew of Cover-up Plan.”

Washington Post. Washington Post 3 June 1973. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Bernstein, Carl, and Bob Woodward “FBI Finds Nixon Aides Sabotaged Democrats.”

Washington Post. Washington Post 10 Oct. 1972. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Birchall, Clare. Knowledge Goes Pop: From Conspiracy Theory to Gossip. Oxford: Berg, 2006.

Print. Culture Machine Series.
Black, Pam. “Ramparts (1962–1975).” Folio: Magazine for Magazine Management 33.4 (2004):

68. EBSCOhost. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Blumenthal, Sid, and Harvey Yazijian, editors. Government by Gunplay: Assassination Con-

spiracy Theories from Dallas to Today. New York: New American Library, 1976. Print.
Boyd, James. “The Plumbers’ Trial: A Problem of Surplusage.” Harper’s Magazine 249.1493

(1974): 65–73. ProQuest. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Brussell, Mae. “Why Was Martha Mitchell Kidnapped?” The Realist Aug. 1972. Maebrussell.

com. N.p., n.d. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Canfield, Michael, and Alan J. Weberman. Coup d’État in America: The CIA and the Assassi-

nation of John F. Kennedy. New York: Third Press, 1975. Print.
Caruana, Stephanie. The Gemstone File: A Memoir. Victoria, BC: Trafford Press, 2006. Print.
Caruana, Stephanie. “A Skeleton Key to the Gemstone File.” The Gemstone File: A Memoir.

By Stephanie Caruana. Victoria, BC: Trafford Press, 2006. 61–97. Print.
Clarke, Steve. “Conspiracy Theories and Conspiracy Theorizing.” Conspiracy Theories: The

Philosophical Debate. Ed. David Coady. Aldershot: Ashgate, 2006. 77–92. Print.



Colson, Charles W. “The Pied Piper of Mediaville.” Rev. of The Ends of Power, by Harry R.
Haldeman and Joseph DiMona. National Review 14 Apr. 1978: 474–475. Academic Search
Premier. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Coyne, John R. “Rev. of Undercover: Memoirs of an American Secret Agent, by E. Howard
Hunt.” National Review 28 Feb. 1975: 236. Academic Search Premier. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Dean, JohnW. Blind Ambition: The White House Years. New York: Simon & Schuster, 1976. Print.
Ehrlichman, John. The Company. New York: Simon & Schuster, 1976. Print.
Ehrlichman, John. The Whole Truth. New York: Simon & Schuster, 1979. Print.
“Ehrlichman Reviews Haldeman: An Insider Casts Some Doubts on His Onetime Associ-

ate.” Time 6 Mar. 1978: 26. Academic Search Premier. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
“The Ends of Power by H. R. Haldeman.” The Cincinnati Enquirer 16 Mar. 1978: 4. Print.
Fenster, Mark. Conspiracy Theories: Secrecy and Power in American Culture. Rev. and updated

ed. Minneapolis: U of Minnesota P, 2008. Print.
Foote, Timothy. “Modified, Limited Hangout.” Rev. of The Company, by John Ehrlichman.

Time 31 May 1976: 70. Academic Search Premier. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Foucault, Michel. The History of Sexuality: Volume 1. An Introduction. 1978. Trans. Robert

Hurley. New York: Vintage, 1990. Print.
Freed, Barboura Morris. “Flight 553: The Watergate Murder.” Government by Gunplay:

Assassination Conspiracy Theories from Dallas to Today. Ed. Sid Blumenthal and Harvey
Yazijian. New York: New American Library, 1976. 127–157. Print.

Genovese, Michael A. The Watergate Crisis. Westport: Greenwood Press, 1999. Print.
Greenwood Press Guides to Historic Events of the Twentieth Century.

Haldeman, Harry R., and Joseph DiMona. The Ends of Power. London: Sidgwick & Jackson,
1978. Print.

Herblock. “Nixon, ‘Unindicted Co-Conspirator.’” Cartoon. Washington Post. Washington
Post 14 July 1974. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Hofstadter, Richard. The Age of Reform: From Bryan to F. D. R. 1955. Repr. ed. London:
Cape, 1962. Print.

Hofstadter, Richard. “The Paranoid Style in American Politics.” The Paranoid Style in
American Politics and Other Essays. New York: Vintage, 2008. 3–40. Print.

Hougan, Jim. Secret Agenda: Watergate, Deep Throat and the CIA. New York: Random, 1984. Print.
Hughes, Kenneth J., Jr. “How Paranoid Was Nixon?” History News Network. History News

Network 12 Aug. 2007. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Hunt, E. Howard. Undercover: Memoirs of an American Secret Agent. London: W. H. Allen,

1975. Print.
Hunter, Jane, Jonathan Marshall, and Peter Dale Scott. The Iran-Contra Connection: Secret

Teams and Covert Operations in the Reagan Era. Montréal: Black Rose Books, 1987. Print.
Jenkins, Philip. Decade of Nightmares: The End of the Sixties and the Making of Eighties America.

Oxford: Oxford UP, 2006. Print.
Kackman, Michael. Citizen Spy: Television, Espionage, and Cold War Culture. Minneapolis: U

of Minnesota P, 2005. Print. Commerce and Mass Culture Series.
Kangas, Paul. “The Role of Richard Nixon and George Bush in the Assassination of Pre-

sident Kennedy.” Steamshovel 4 (1992): 9–13. Print.
Keith, Jim. “A Gemstone Darkly.” Steamshovel 4 (1992): 26–27. Print.
Knight, Peter. Conspiracy Culture: From the Kennedy Assassination to The X Files. London:

Routledge, 2000. Print.
Lewis, Alfred E. “5 Held in Plot to Bug Democrats’ Office Here.” Washington Post.

Washington Post 18 June 1972. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Lewis, Anthony. “Abroad at Home: Conspiracy to Defraud.” New York Times. New York

Times 24 Mar. 1987. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.



Lowenthal, Leo, and Norbert Guterman. Prophets of Deceit: A Study of the Techniques of the
American Agitator. New York: Harper, 1949. Print. Studies in Prejudice.

Lubell, John, Robert Sheridan, and Robert Slosser, editors. The Watergate Hearings: Break-In
and Cover-Up: Proceedings of the Senate Select Committee on Presidential Campaign Activities.
New York: Bantam Books, 1973. Print.

Lukas, J. Anthony. Nightmare: The Underside of the Nixon Years. Athens: Ohio UP, 1999. Print.
McCarthy, Abigail. “Washington the Scene and Backdrop.” Rev. of The Whole Truth by

John Ehrlichman, The Brave and the Free by Leslie Waller, and Ladies in Waiting by Gwen
Davis. New York Times. New York Times 13 May 1979: 13f. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

McEneaney, Sinead. “Righting Women in the 1960s: Gender, Power and Conservatism in
the Pages of The New Guard.” Women in Magazines: Research, Representation, Production,
and Consumption. Ed. Rachel Ritchie, et al. New York: Routledge, 2016. 92–106. Print.
Routledge Research in Gender and History.

Melley, Timothy. The Covert Sphere: Secrecy, Fiction, and the National Security State. Ithaca:
Cornell UP, 2013. Print.

Moussa, Mario, and Ron Scapp. “The Practical Theorizing of Michel Foucault: Politics and
Counter-Discourse.” Cultural Critique 33 (1996): 87–112. JSTOR. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Neumann, Franz L. “Anxiety and Politics.” The Democratic and the Authoritarian State: Essays
in Political and Legal Theory. Glencoe: Free Press, 1957. 270–300. Print.

“The Nixon Conspiracy.” New York Times. New York Times 25 Nov. 1974: 30. Web. 1
Sept. 2018.

Oglesby, Carl. The Yankee and Cowboy War: Conspiracies from Dallas to Watergate and Beyond.
Kansas: Berkeley, 1977. Print.

Olmsted, Kathryn S. Challenging the Secret Government: The Post-Watergate Investigations of the
CIA and FBI. Chapel Hill: U of North Carolina P, 1996. Print.

Olmsted, Kathryn S. Real Enemies: Conspiracy Theories and American Democracy, World War I
to 9/11. Oxford: Oxford UP, 2009. Print.

Osborne, John. “A Shabby Piece of Work.” New Republic 178.9 (1978): 15–18. EBSCO-
host. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Pipes, Daniel. Conspiracy: How the Paranoid Style Flourishes and Where It Comes From. New
York: Free Press, 1999. Print.

Powers, Richard Gid. Not Without Honor: The History of American Anticommunism. New
York: Free Press, 1995. Print.

Reagan, Ronald. “Remarks at the Annual Convention of the National Association of
Evangelicals in Orlando, Florida.” 8 Mar. 1983. The Public Papers of President Ronald W.
Reagan. Ronald Reagan Presidential Library, n.d. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Robertson, David G. UFOs, Conspiracy Theories and the New Age: Millennial Conspiracism.
London: Bloomsbury, 2016. Print. Bloomsbury Advances in Religious Studies.

Rogin, Michael Paul. Ronald Reagan, the Movie, and Other Episodes in Political Demonology.
Berkeley: U of California P, 1987. Print.

Rossiter, Peter L. “Rev. of The Ends of Power, by H. R. Haldeman.” American Bar Association
Journal 64.8 (1978): 1266. Business Source Premier. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Rovere, Richard. “The Easy Chair: The Conspirators.” Harper’s Magazine 213.1276 (1956):
12f. ProQuest. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Safire, William. “Rev. of The Company, by John Ehrlichman.” New York Times. New York
Times 6 June 1976: 2f. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Sale, Kirkpatrick. “Yankees and Cowboys – the World behind Watergate.” Big Brother and
the Holding Company: The World behind Watergate. Ed. Steve Weissman. Palo Alto, CA:
Ramparts Press, 1974. 277–296. Print.



“Scandal as Entertainment.” Time 19 Sept. 1977: 112. Academic Search Premier. Web. 1
Sept. 2018.

“The Scandal Becomes a Conspiracy.” New York Times. New York Times 1 May 1987.
Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Schell, Jonathan. The Time of Illusion. New York: Vintage, 1976. Print.
Schorr, Daniel. Clearing the Air. Boston: Houghton Mifflin, 1977. Print.
Schudson, Michael. Watergate in American Memory: How We Remember, Forget, and Reconstruct

the Past. New York: Basic, 1992. Print.
Scott, Peter Dale. “From Dallas to Watergate: The Longest Cover-Up.” The Assassinations:

Dallas and Beyond. A Guide to Cover-Ups and Investigations. Ed. by Peter Dale Scott, Paul L.
Hoch, and Russell Stetler. New York: Random, 1976. 357–374. Print.

Shannon, William V. “Cover-Up.” New York Times. New York Times 21 Aug. 1973: 33.
Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Shannon, William V. “Washington Talk: Iran-Contra Affair.” New York Times. New York
Times 23 Nov. 1987. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Simon, David R. “Watergate and the Nixon Presidency: A Comparative Ideological Ana-
lysis.” Watergate and Afterward: The Legacy of Richard M. Nixon. Ed. Leon Friedman and
William F. Levantrosser. Westport: Greenwood Press, 1992. 5–22. Print. Contributions in
Political Science 274.

Summers, Anthony. Conspiracy. New York: McGraw-Hill, 1980. Print.
Torbitt, William. NASA, Nazis & JFK: The Torbitt Document & the Kennedy Assassination.

Kempton: Adventures, 1996. Print.
“Toughing It.” New York Times Magazine 13 Jan. 1974: 8–11. Print.
“Transcript of the President’s Speech.” New York Times. New York Times 17 Mar. 1986.

Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
“The United States v. Richard M. Nixon, President, et al.” Time 104.4 (1974): 16–25.

EBSCOhost. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Vankin, Jonathan, and John Whalen. The Fifty Greatest Conspiracies of All Time: History’s

Biggest Mysteries, Coverups, and Cabals. New York: Citadel Press, 1995. Print.
Weigel, Jack W. “Rev. of The Ends of Power, by H. R. Haldeman.” Library Journal 15 Apr.

1978: 857. Academic Search Premier. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Weigel, Jack W. “Rev. of Undercover: Memoirs of an American Secret Agent, by Howard Hunt.”

Library Journal 15 Jan. 1975: 118. Academic Search Premier. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Weissman, Steve. “Cowboys and Crooks.” Big Brother and the Holding Company: The World

behind Watergate. Ed. Weissman. Palo Alto: Ramparts Press, 1974. 297–310. Print.
Whale. N.p., 2013. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
White, Theodore Harold. Breach of Faith: The Fall of Richard Nixon. London: Cape, 1975.

Print.
Wicker, Tom. “Enemies of the People.” New York Times. New York Times 29 June 1973:

37. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Wise, David, and Thomas B. Ross. The Invisible Government. New York: Vintage, 1974.

Print.
Aisch, Gregor, Jon Huang, and Cecilia Kang. “Dissecting the #PizzaGate Conspiracy The-

ories.” New York Times. New York Times 10 Dec. 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
“Alex Jones.” Southern Poverty Law Center. Southern Poverty Law Center, n.d. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Barkun, Michael. A Culture of Conspiracy: Apocalyptic Visions in Contemporary America. Ber-

keley: U of California P, 2003. Print. Comparative Studies in Religion and Society 15.
Bazelon, Emily. “Is the Election ‘Rigged’?” New York Times. New York Times 7 June 2016.

Web. 1 Sept. 2018.



Birchall, Clare. Knowledge Goes Pop: From Conspiracy Theory to Gossip. Oxford: Berg, 2006.
Print. Culture Machine Series.

Bratich, Jack Z. Conspiracy Panics: Political Rationality and Popular Culture. Albany: State U of
New York P, 2008. Print.

Breitbart. “Bingo. A Partisan Hack Is a Partisan Hack. And Rep. John Lewis’s Crazy Russian
Conspiracy Theory Deserves All the Condemnation It’s Received.” Facebook.com/Breit-
bart. Breitbart 15 Jan. 2017. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Butter, Michael. “The Birthers’ New World Order: Conspiracy Theories about Barack
Obama.” Obama and the Paradigm Shift: Measuring Change. Ed. Birte Christ and Greta Olson.
Heidelberg: Winter, 2012. 225–246. Print. American Studies: A Monograph Ser. 225.

Butter, Michael. Plots, Designs, and Schemes: American Conspiracy Theories from the Puritans to
the Present. Berlin: De Gruyter, 2014. Print. Linguae & Litterae 33.

Carroll, Lauren. “Michael Flynn’s Troubling Penchant for Conspiracy Theories.” PolitiFact.
Tampa Bay Times 14 Feb. 2017. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Coady, David. What to Believe Now: Applying Epistemology to Contemporary Issues. Chichester:
Wiley-Blackwell, 2012. Print.

Connolly, Kate. “After the US, Far Right Says 2017 Will Be the Year Europe Wakes Up.”
The Guardian. The Guardian 21 Jan. 2017. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Dean, Jodi. “Declarations of Independence.” Cultural Studies & Political Theory. Ed. Dean.
Ithaca: Cornell UP, 2000. 285–304. Print.

Del Vicario, Michela, et al. “The Spreading of Misinformation Online.” PNAS: Proceedings
of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 113.3 (2015): 554–559.
Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Dewey, Caitlin. “Absolutely Everything You Need to Know to Understand 4chan, the
Internet’s Own Bogeyman.” Washington Post. Washington Post 25 Sept. 2014. Web. 1
Sept. 2018.

Dickey, Colin. “The New Paranoia.” New Republic. New Republic 8 June 2017. Web. 1
Sept. 2018.

Donaldson, Gary A. Liberalism’s Last Hurrah: The Presidential Campaign of 1964. Armonk:
Sharpe, 2003. Print.

“Donald Trump Is a Unique Threat to American Democracy.” Editorial. Washington Post.
Washington Post 22 July 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Douglas, Karen M., and Daniel Jolley. “Prevention Is Better than Cure: Addressing Anti-
Vaccine Conspiracy Theories.” Journal of Applied Social Psychology June (2017): 1–11.
Wiley.com. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

“Endorsement: Hillary Clinton Is the Only Choice to Move America Ahead.” Editorial.
Arizona Republic. USA Today Network, 27 Sept. 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Fenster, Mark. Conspiracy Theories: Secrecy and Power in American Culture. Rev. and updated
ed. Minneapolis: U of Minnesota P, 2008. Print.

Foran, Clare. “Bernie Sanders Diehards Are Pushing the Conspiracy about Clinton’s
Health.” Business Insider. Business Insider 17 Sept. 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Goldman, Adam. “The Comet Ping Pong Gunman Answers Our Reporter’s Questions.”
New York Times. New York Times 7 Dec. 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Gopnik, Adam. “Trump and the Truth: Conspiracy Theories.” New Yorker. Condé Nast, 13
Sept. 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Haberman, Maggie. “Even as He Rises, Donald Trump Entertains Conspiracy Theories.”
The New York Times. The New York Times 29 Feb. 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Haberman, Maggie, and Alan Rappeport. “Trump Drops False ‘Birther’ Theory, but Floats a
New One: Clinton Started It.” The New York Times. The New York Times 16 Sept.
2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.



Heer, Jeet. “Donald Trump’s United States of Conspiracy.” New Republic. New Republic 14
June 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Hemmer, Nicole. “The Dealers and the Darling: Conservative Media and the Candidacy of
Barry Goldwater.” Barry Goldwater and the Remaking of the American Political Landscape. Ed.
Elizabeth Tandy Shermer. Tucson: U of Arizona P, 2013. 114–143. Print.

Hess, Amanda. “The Far Right Has a New Digital Safe Space.” New York Times. New York
Times 30 Nov. 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Hochschild, Arlie Russell. Strangers in Their Own Land: Anger and Mourning on the American
Right. New York: New Press, 2016. Print.

Homans, Charles. “The Conspiracy Theorists’ Election.” New York Times. New York Times
27 Sept. 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Hougan, Jim. Secret Agenda: Watergate, Deep Throat and the CIA. New York: Random, 1984. Print.
Hunt, Elle. “The Earth Is Flat, Trump Is a Democrat … and Other Great Conspiracy Theories

of 2016.” Guardian. Guardian News and Media 21 Dec. 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Jones, Alex. “Interview with Donald Trump.” The Alex Jones Show. InfoWars.com, 2 Nov.

2015. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Kaczynski, Andrew, and Nathan McDermott. “Michael Flynn’s Son and Chief of Staff

Pushed Conspiracy Theories, Obscene Memes Online.” CNN. Cable News Network 18
Nov. 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Kendzior, Sarah. “Donald Trump’s Conspiracy Theories are Making His Supporters Para-
noid – and Dangerous.” Quartz. Quartz Media 13 Oct. 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Knight, Peter. Conspiracy Culture: From the Kennedy Assassination to The X Files. London:
Routledge, 2000. Print.

König, René. “‘Google WTC-7’: Zur ambivalenten Position marginalisierten Wissens im
Internet.” Konspiration: Soziologie des Verschwörungsdenkens. Ed. Andreas Anton, Michael
Schetsche, and Michael K. Walter. Wiesbaden: Springer, 2014. 203–220. Print.

Lütjen, Torben. Die Politik der Echokammer: Wisconsin und die ideologische Polarisierung der
USA. Bielefeld: Transcript, 2016. Print. Studien des Göttinger Instituts für
Demokratieforschung.

Manjoo, Farhad. “How the Internet Is Loosening Our Grip on the Truth.” New York Times.
New York Times 2 Nov. 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Manjoo, Farhad. “How Netflix Is Deepening Our Cultural Echo Chambers.” New York
Times. New York Times 11 Jan. 2017. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

McDonald, Robert M. S. Confounding Father: Thomas Jefferson’s Image in His Own Time.
Charlottesville, VA: U of Virginia P, 2016. Print.

Merelli, Annalisa. “Rigged? There Is (Almost) Nothing New about This Election’s Con-
spiracy Theories.” Quartz. Quartz Media 30 Sept. 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Miller, Alfred. “How the Fringe Alt-Right Is Trumping Traditional Media.” Fortune. Time
Inc. 17 Nov. 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Morgan, Dexter. “Please. Even If She Is Dead Her Supporters Would Still Vote for Her
….” Discussionist.com. N.p., 15 Sept. 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Murphy, Tim. “How Donald Trump Became Conspiracy Theorist in Chief.” Mother Jones.
Mother Jones and the Foundation of National Progress Nov./Dec. 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

North, Anna. “‘The X-Files’ in the Age of Truthers.” New York Times. New York Times 22
Jan. 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Ohlheiser, Abby. “Fearing Yet another Witch Hunt, Reddit bans ‘Pizzagate.’” Washington
Post. Washington Post 24 Nov. 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Penny, Daniel. “#Milosexual and the Aesthetics of Fascism.” Boston Review. Boston Review
24 Jan. 2017. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.



“Poster of The Day: The Founding Fathers of ISIS.” Common Sense Evaluation. N.p., 16
Sept. 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Przybilla, Steve. “Roswell: Hilfe, das Ufo ist weg!” Spiegel Online. Spiegel 9 June 2016.
Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Reinhard, David W. The Republican Right since 1945. Lexington: UP of Kentucky, 1983. Print.
Revesz, Rachael. “Milo Yiannopoulos Says Wage Gap and Gender Inequality Are Con-

spiracy Theories in Heated Interview with Cathy Newman.” Independent. Independent
News & Media 17 Nov. 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Risen, James, and Tom Risen. “Donald Trump Does His Best Joe McCarthy Impression.”
New York Times. New York Times 22 June 2017. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Robbins, Martin. “Corbyn, Trump and Farage: The Rise of the Paranoid Style.” Little
Atoms. 89up, 18 Sept. 2015. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

“The Saga of ‘Pizzagate’: The Fake Story That Shows How Conspiracy Theories Spread.”
BBC News. BBC 2 Dec. 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.

Schreckinger, Ben. “World War Meme.” Politico Magazine. Politico Mar./Apr. 2017. Web.
1 Sept. 2018.

Shifman, Limor. Memes in Digital Culture. Cambridge: MIT Press, 2014. Print.
Shifman, Limor. “Memes.” Digital Keywords: A Vocabulary of Information Society and Culture.

Ed. Benjamin Peters. Princeton: Princeton UP, 2016. 197–205. Print.
“6 Questions Every Voter Should Ask about Donald Trump’s Bizarre Relationship with

Russia.” Hillary for America. Hillary for America 5 Aug. 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
S. M. C. “Crazy Hillary.” Imgflip. N.p. Aug. 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Stuever, Hank. “Conspiracy Theories Are Mainstream Now. Can the New ‘X-Files’ Stand

Out?” Washington Post. Washington Post 20 Jan. 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Sunstein, Cass R. Conspiracy Theories and Other Dangerous Ideas. New York: Simon and

Schuster, 2016. Print.
“Text of Bernie Sanders’ Wall Street and Economy Speech.” MarketWatch. MarketWatch.

com 5 Jan. 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
“These Are Unsettling Times That Require a Steady Hand: That’s Hillary Clinton.” Edi-

torial. Houston Chronicle. Hearst Newspapers 3 Nov. 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Thomas, Ken, and Lisa Lerer. “Welcome to the Trump-Clinton Conspiracy Election.” AP

News. Associated Press 25 Aug. 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
“Transcript: ABC News Anchor David Muir Interviews President Trump.” ABC News.

ABC News Internet Ventures 25 Jan. 2017. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
“Transcript: Hillary Clinton’s Full Remarks in Reno, Nevada.” Politico. Politico 25 Aug.

2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
“Trump Aide Michael Flynn Jnr out after ‘Pizzagate’ Tweets.” BBC News. BBC 7 Dec.

2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Trump, Donald. “Remarks on the Clinton Campaign of Destruction.” Donald J. Trump for

President. N.p. 13 Oct. 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
“Trump Is ‘Unfit for the Presidency.’” Editorial. USA TODAY. Gannett Satellite Informa-

tion Network 29 Sept. 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Uscinski, Joseph E. “Welcome to the Conspiracy Theory Election.” Newsweek. Newsweek 7

May 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Walker, Jesse. “Sure, Trump Loves Conspiracy Theories. So Do His Foes.” Washington Post.

Washington Post 12 Aug. 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
“Why Awake Dating?” Awake Dating. N.p. 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.
Wiggins, Bradley E., and G. Bret Bowers. “Memes as Genre: A Structurational Analysis of

the Memescape.” New Media and Society 17.11 (2015): 1886–1906. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.



Williamson, Elizabeth, and Emily Steel. “Conspiracy Theories Made Alex Jones Very Rich.
They May Bring Him Down.” New York Times. New York Times 7 Sept. 2018. Web. 9
Sept. 2018.

Yiannopolous, Milo. “MILO at Michigan State University: Reclaiming Constantinople.”
YouTube. YouTube 7 Dec. 2016. Web. 1 Sept. 2018.


	Half Title
	Series Page
	Title Page
	Copyright Page
	Dedication
	Table of Contents
	List of figures
	Acknowledgements
	Introduction
	Notes
	Bibliography

	Notes
	Bibliography



