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Democracy and Censorship Online

In my last two papers, which focused on Thomas Robb and the Knights Party, we have seen some of the ways in which contemporary white power movements attempt to distance themselves from the redneck stereotypes and overt racism that relegate white supremacy to the fringes of a post-Civil Rights society.  Most striking is the ways in which white power media attempts to mimic mainstream formats of disseminating information, and the ways in which human rights language has been co-opted by white supremacists, there by creating alternate truths in oppression (epistemologies).  In reiterating the imperiled state of whiteness, thereby making the danger real, white supremacist groups are able to position themselves as victims in a racial hierarchy.  This victimization is stated to be at least equal to that of African Americans (in many cases whites are positioned as “getting it worse than blacks”).  To achieve this false victimization, history must be distorted in ways that create new ‘truths’ about racial relationships, which “is characteristic of the epistemology of white supremacy.”
  The process by which history becomes perverted not only creates new relationships to truth, but also corrodes Truth as a viable societal memory.  This is clearly dangerous for any society, as people lose the ability to relate to one another without an agreed upon truth around which to function – the corruption of Truth, however, is more menacing in a democratic society that bases its participation and trajectory on shared truths of the past.  This immediate peril that white power poses to democracy is why it must be monitored and censored online (and in other spaces), with in reason.  Restricting the rights of people to voice their opinion (freedom of speech), in any form including internet space, is perhaps the most dangerous action that can be taken against democracy.  However, white power is not an issue of First Amendment rights, no matter how much white supremacists (or others) would like to think that it is.  Rather as Immanuel Kant shows us in our analysis below, this co-opting and corrupting of history is a violent act that threatens to weaken democracy to a breaking point.  By making human rights history a matter of opinion or perspective, contemporary projects in white power are turning the moorings of American society, the events of our past, into little more than distant, obscure dreams which are open for interpretation.  As Daniels puts it, “The threat posed is not the shrill panic over recruitment but rather an epistemological hazard…danger that the ideas and values of racial equality [and the historic truths that created and perpetuate inequality] will be undermined and eroded,”
 so far that democracy cannot continue to function.  Our review of www.davidduke.com will give us examples of how history is being distorted and retold to fit contemporary white supremacy.

“The Official Website of Representative David Duke, PhD”
 is a very well put together site that does not allow “rudimentary graphic design and layout”
 to act as a marker of the unreliability of the site’s content.  Far from seeing the overt, particularly anti-African American, hate speech, Duke’s website is a platform from which he can “spread the word about his main focal point—Jewish supremacism”
 in a seemingly logical and credible way.  The “cleanness” of the sight, like the PhD following Duke’s last name, is intended to convey a sense of authority and more importantly, bestow objectivity.  The following quotes come from an article published on Duke’s website titled “Controversial Speakers Explain Zionist Supremacy” by Mark Anderson of AMERICAN FREE PRESS.  The article is essentially a review of a speech delivered by Duke in Washington on November 7, 2009.  In reviewing this article, we are able to see the deployment of the Zionist metanarrative that necessitates a distortion of historical facts thereby making history an opinion.  According to Duke, Jewish supremacism is a “hegemonic movement [that] permeates most levels of society and has fostered tragic wars, as well as steep economic and cultural decline through control of central banking, key government posts, media, television and the movie industry.”
  Here we see a perversion of history (Zionist Occupational Government) used to explain current realities in the US.  It is also worth noting the ways in which the language employed sounds very academic and seems to be lifted from critiques of real structures of oppression in US society (i.e. racism, patriarchy, classism, heteronormativity, ect.).  It is because of Jews that we have been embroiled in long-term military operations in the Middle East.  Similarly, we have only Jews to blame for the severe economic recession that we are enduring.  But upon reflection, both of these contemporary quagmires are far more complex than a Zionist plot.  The military industrial complex that emphasizes huge military budgets, arms stockpiling, and technological advancements, in effort to create “domestic security” can be traced to WWII and the ensuing Cold War with the Soviet Union.  The threat posed by Communism (which is contemporarily located firmly within Zionism according to Duke and other forwarders of a Jewish supremacy theory) created an environment of perennial danger in the US that equated a “strong military” (defined by budget and arms) with safety.  Of coarse this military culture that grew out of conservative, white, elite (read male) America during the late 1940’s and early 1950’s is not the only factor influencing our present military engagements world wide, it is, however, a fact that is implicated in any discussion of US military policy that is obfuscated by a theory of Jewish supremacy.  The theory of Jewish supremacy also erases the historic deployment of US troops as imperial forces on the lands of people of color for US interests (Spanish American War for example).  By framing conversations about contemporary US society in a theory of Jewish supremacy, both the historic and modern ways in which white supremacy, male dominance, and capitalistic expansion make up the foundations of US society (including the military) are concealed.  We know that the US was organized around white male supremacy because of our history of Native American genocide, African slavery, and women’s struggles for suffrage (which is equated with citizenship, and thus humanity in a democratic society); this is our collective memory of actual interaction between groups of people in a matrix of domination.  But by employing a theory of Jewish supremacy, our collective memory of historic and current power relationships is turned into an opinion that could as easily be rooted in a Jewish conspiracy – thus, truth as defined by societal memory is disconnected from its moorings in reality and becomes a free-floating idea open to interpretation.


Duke continues on to connect the war in the Middle East, illegal immigration, and imperiled “Europeaness” in America with Jewish supremacy:
“’These wars are not serving the interests of the American people,’ said Duke [speaking of conflicts in Iraq and Afghanistan], stressing that due to the entrenched power of the lobbying group known as the American Israeli Public Affairs Committee, or AIPAC, American troops will remain embroiled in the far-away Middle East on Israel’s behalf while the U.S. border with Mexico remains virtually wide open to illegal immigration and the cultural, demographic and economic shifts that it causes, such as drastically watering down and displacing America’s white European culture—a culture that Duke believes deserves equal respect with all other peoples on Earth, especially since it is that portion of humanity that founded America.”

This is a complex quote that illuminates many of the central preoccupations of contemporary white supremacy (paradoxically, this quote references the European foundations of US society, and then goes on to deny the historical facts that accompany these foundations).  First and foremost, we see a reiteration of Jewish responsibility for the ills that plague the US.  Rather than serving American interests, our ongoing engagement in the Middle East is for the benefit of Israel.  What’s more it is the Israeli lobby that keeps us there.  Of primary concern is the ways in which this explanation of US involvement in the Middle East erases all US interests in the region.  Oil interests, domestic security, and the control of foreign governments are of no concern under a theory of Jewish supremacy because the security of Israel is our sole motivation for involvement.  Discursively, this obfuscates the roll of other lobbying parties in defining US policy, such as the public sector of the defense industry or big oil corporations. This undermines the truth of investigations founded in historic and contemporary relationships to power in the US by explicitly removing non-Jewish sources of power an influence.  Rather than being a product of US interest, our entanglement in the Middle East stems from an effort to secure Israeli safety, and diverts security from the US boarder with Mexico allowing illegal immigration to “water down” whiteness, or European culture, in America.  This echoes Pastor Thomas Robb’s claims to white genocide through interracial breeding.  By situating interracial intimate contact as a Jewish plot to erase the white race, whites are able to be positioned by the metanarrative of white supremacy as victims of US society in the same way as blacks and other people of color.  This completely erases the white supremacy, both historic and modern, that is produced and reproduced in US culture; the historic relationships to power and our collective memories of the hierarchical interactions predicated by these locations of power are erased and replaced with a Jewish plot thereby leveling the field of play for whites and people of color.  Through this lens of distortion, we cannot create relevant societal policies and behaviors, concerning human rights, equality, self-determination/definition, and freedom because we have no concrete point of reference (truth) to which we can attach these ideals.  This is dangerous to any human society, particularly one founded on notions of democracy such as the US.

Through our examination of “Controversial Speakers Explain Zionist Supremacy” found on Duke’s website, we have seen the ways in which contemporary white power discourse on the internet, presented discursively and authoritatively, contorts truth as defined by a societal memory of events predicated by relationships to power, thereby eroding Truth itself.  More needs to be said as to how the erasure of truth posses an immediate threat to our democratic society.  Turning to Immanuel Kant and his work in “The Moral Law and Autonomy of the Will” we can examine the ways in which action grounded in truth is inextricably linked to human society.  According to Kant, “I am never to act otherwise than so that I could also will that my maxim should become a universal law.”
  For Kant, maxim is the motivation that under lies an action, and universal law can be thought of as the typical way that people behave.  If the maxim that underlies an action would create an environment where typical human behavior results in the break down of human interaction, and thus society, it must be rejected for its danger to human interaction in reality.  As a concrete example, “May I when in distress make a promise with the intention not to keep it?”
  Here, the maxim would be ‘when it benefits my interests, it is ok to say something that is untrue’.  If this (deception) were taken to be the typical (or normal) structure of human interaction, it would follow that society would break down, as the word of an individual could not be accepted as true (before proven otherwise), thus undermining trust as a foundation of human interaction.  Moving Kant’s analysis to our discussion of white power on the internet, we see that the distortion and obfuscation of historical facts, particularly relationships to power, is a corruption of the maxim that governs universal law.  By founding our contemporary social structures and political policies on the maxim of a collective societal memory of past human interactions (instances of repression and violence) with power, we are able to create universal laws that strengthen our democratic society.  This is because contemporary human interaction, on a larger scale, is governed by a reality created by past truths.  Modern white power movements are attempting to remove this maxim of truth in memory and replace it with a maxim founded on the distortion, perversion, and denial of truth, thereby creating a society that is governed not by truth or fact, but rather by free-floating interpretations and opinions.  This creates a society where human interactions through government policy and relationships to power are grounded in interpretations of the past that fit the realities of a particular environment, rather than in historical facts.  As such, democracy breaks down because there is no foothold in reality through which people can gain traction to critically question repression and inequality in society.  By calling into question historic facts that create and reproduce inequality, such as racism or slavery, people who understand and point out the significance of past struggles in relationships of power and domination are easily dismissed by changing fact/truth into “opinion”.  This is why these sites must be monitored and censored.  For democracy to maintain vitality, we must maintain a collective mooring in the truths of our past and the ways in which they define our present reality.   Sites such as davidduke.com or martinlutherking.org must be censored and are not protected under the First Amendment precisely because their malicious obfuscation of historic foundations in truth undermines the vitality of the democracy that supports protection under the First Amendment.

Applying the societal analysis by Kant to the operation of contemporary white power online I have argued for the censorship of white power speech specifically because of its immanent danger to democracy and US society.  Distorting, destroying, or simply dismissing the histories of oppressed people, such as people of color in the US, is dangerous for society because this history of human interaction creates the reality of our contemporary US culture.  To dismiss fact as opinion undermines the very reality in which people interact.  As such, “cloaked” and obfuscated forms of white power must be censored in order to maintain the validity of democracy, and thus our society.  We must always be critical of where and how we censor this kind of material, but in order to maintain the criticality that sustains our democracy, we must be able to found our reality on truth created by a collective (and inclusive) societal memory.  Through ideologies such as the theory of Jewish supremacy, the distortion of history and erosion of truth constitute a direct attack on society and democracy.  As such, these ideologies must be limited in their abilities to frame societal discourse and human relationships.
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