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» Aspects of deconstruction
‘ * Deconstruction methods

O algorithm

O links to websites and Al apps

=
£ t © clear learning objectives, methodes and
O C activities

 Final version

© training

O publication



R3.1 Deconstruction aspects /‘[ .

» Conspiracy creators
\ Conspiracy believers

» Conspiracy content



R3.1 Deconstruction aspects

debunking

doesn't work



R3.1 Deconstruction aspects

debunking (only)

doesn't work
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R3.1 Deconstruction aspects

* emotion (noise
* blases

* true vs false

» disconnection

susceptability of
and MSM



R3.1 Deconstruction aspects

Because OUR
truth 1s the lie we

prefer to believe
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R3.1 Deconstruction aspects: believers ./

» motivation and mentality (test)
» dimensions of beliefs (test)

o gullibility

* properties

* resistance against debunking

‘- misleading brain (DeFacto)

» former experiences (test)



R3.1 Deconstruction aspects: believers /‘L

Our misleaded

brain (Defacto +

new Insights on the

brain + CT)




R3.1 Deconstruction aspects: pelievers

Dorsolateral P e S
prefrontal cortex /
(OLPFC) \ \&\hat happens when you
selfcontrol and dellberatl/o have a strongly believe in
'/ / values 311\d someone is trying

to convince you not to believe

them anymgre?

\

Vinmlaté'ral
prefrontal cortex
(VLPFC)

emotions and social judgements

you don't want to

be convinced and

Frontal gyrus
(Fglyy retrieval

are ready to fight

faor it



R3.1 Deconstruction aspects: believers



https://www.netflix.com/watch/81273767?trackId=14277281&tctx=-97%2C-97%2C%2C%2C%2C%2C%2C%2C
https://www.netflix.com/watch/81273767?trackId=14277281&tctx=-97%2C-97%2C%2C%2C%2C%2C%2C%2C

R3.1 Deconstruction aspects: believers %

Layer 1 : once you believe In

The Bamga something (and in rules)
game. Layer 2 : and you feel part of a group
. or responsible for a grou
resistance P JrOLP
Layer 3 : you want to stay with the
agamSt rules and even fight for them
debunking Layer 4 : your emotion has taken over

and your ratio stops working

L —
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R3.1 Deconstruction aspects: content '/ Q.

» factors

* reasons

* role of the enemy

* properties and
consequences

Istance against
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4 layers of

B

‘/{Qct Q

Layer 1 : way of interacting

dea”ng with Layer 2 : concentrate on the greys
Layer 3 : stay away from the

conspiracy

conspiracy content to show

how/what/why it works and everyon

theories

how to argument

Layer 4 : debunk

‘ ”(

1, 2and 3 =
deconstruct
4 = debunk



* the fox took my

Stay away from CT /% Q.

content: use chickens, | have to kill

the fox him

Well-founded

criticism

True vs false




 Theorem ./ggct
» Conclusion (kill)

Stay away from CT

content: use - Argument (took)

the fox

* Rhetorical question

* Critical question

B Source research
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Well-founded

critisism

socratic circle



Thesis
or more
critical
stateme

nt

Conclu

sion

Argume
nt
(becaus
e,
therefor

| e,

The fox took my chickens, | have to kill him

The fox has to be killed

Because he took all the chickens

So you are sure you have to kill the fox because he's taking

all the chickens
Are you sure no more chickens will be taken if you kill the

fox
How does a fox choose his hunting area (fact check)?

| understand you don't like your chickens to be taken, but it
will not help to kill the fox because another one will come. So

would it be a solution to work on the fence



Thesis or more

critical statement

Conclusion

Argument
(because,
therefore,
because, like,

for example...)

Rhetorical

questions

Critical

| questions

Forests should be
accessible to all. Therefore,

paved and concreted roads

should be installed in all
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R3.1 Deconstruction aspects: creators./

e Intention

https://conspiracychart.com

» techniques (Al...)
* role of the enemy
» strengthening factors

* public

edia


https://conspiracychart.com
https://conspiracychart.com

R3.2 Debunking

» Conspiracy creators
» Conspiracy believers
» Conspiracy content
© CT score
O algorithm

O CT websites



R3.2 Debunking: CT-score (DNA match)

Criteria for high CT probability (how much CT-DNA do we measure)
1. It is the belief that certain events or situations are secretly directed behind the scenes by
certain powers with bad intentions.

. Is there a "secret plan”

. Is there a "group of conspirators”

. Is there "evidence" of the plan

O B~ W N

. Is it clear that "Nothing is accidental, nothing is what it seems and everything is

connhected"

O

. Is the world divided into "good and evil", believers and non-believers

/. Are certain people and groups the scapegoats/are official authorities suspicious



R3.2 Debunking: algorithm (DNA-code)

Based on the Criteria for high CT probability (how much CT-DNA do we measure)
1. It is the belief that certain events or situations are secretly directed behind the scenes by
certain powers with bad intentions.

. Is there a "secret plan”

. Is there a "group of conspirators”

. Is there "evidence" of the plan

O B~ W N

. Is it clear that "Nothing is accidental, nothing is what it seems and everything is

connhected"

O

. Is the world is divided into "good and evil", believers and non-believers

/. Are certain people and groups the scapegoats/are official authorities suspicious



R3.2 Debunking: CT DNA in Court j‘
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* |In court, a situation, a conspiracy theory Is posed. Two
groups take an opposing position (yes, it is a
conspiracy theory, no it isn't).

* They best prepare this during a defined time.

* Who is in the YES group and who is in the NO group
Is randomly chosen, so the idea you are defending is

not necessary your personal idea)



R3.2 Debunking: CT DNA in Court
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* The jury can ask additional questions

* In the end, the jury (or the public or the judge)
gives its opinion on amount of conspiracy DNA and
decides who has won (= who defended in the best
way the idea)

* The judge pronounces the final verdict (>x% DNA

Ar nnt)



» Content
* Pre-training

* Pilot group

» Test group
« Adapttof
 Realize

\



