HISTORY
IS NOT
A CONSPIRACY

James K. Lambert

On December 7, 1941, The Empire of Japan pulled off a successful sneak attack on the U.S. Naval Base in
Pearl Harbor, Hawaii.
On January 20, 1942, key members of the Nazi State gathered in Wannsee, Germany, to implement a plan
they called, “The Final Solution.” We now know it as The Holocaust.
On August 4, 1961, future President Barack Obama was born in Honolulu, Hawaii.
On November 22, 1963, Lee Harvey Oswald, a perpetual loser with dreams of grandeur, shot and killed
President John Kennedy.
On July 20, 1969, American Astronauts Neil Armstrong and Buzz Aldrin walked on the Moon.
On August 31, 1997, Princess Diana was killed in a car accident.
On September 11, 2001, a group of Al-Qaeda terrorists hijacked four commercial airlines, crashing two into
the World Trade Center in New York City, one into the Pentagon outside Washington, D.C., and failed to hit
any target with the final plane, thanks to the heroism of the passengers.
And the world is not, nor has it ever been, ruled by a sinister cabal of Freemasons, Illuminate, Bilderbergs,
or Jews. Anyone who tells you differently is lying.

Conspiracy Theories are nonsense and should be treated as such. What we need is a mass rejection of
conspiracist thinking, in the same way that we have experienced a mass rejection of racism in the last
century, because these misconceptions of reality poison the well of history and sicken us all.
Some may think this is hyperbolic rhetoric, to compare racist thinking to conspiracist thinking, but I stand by
it. To believe, as so many have, that entire groups of human beings are good or bad, worthy or unworthy,
fully human or not fully human, based on their ancestry, and to label this as a "scientific fact" of biology, is
to accept a grave distortion of reality. Similarly, to believe that vast, multi-generational conspiracies can be
pulled off without anyone talking or any credible evidence left behind, and that the news media, historians,
and politicians of competing political parties can all be successfully managed like a puppet show, because
some "researcher" tells you he knows the "real facts," is to accept a grave distortion of reality. It may hurt
the conspiracists' feelings to hear this, but their conception of the world is simply wrong, and, like racists,
they need to hear the truth if we are ever to move on from their distortions into reality.
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In my experience, as a recovering conspiracist and as someone who has interviewed several die hard, true
believers, I can attest to the fact that these people desire to see world events as a series of lies directed by
all-powerful masters, and they only look for information that supports that predetermined conclusion. The
more conspiracists imagine history to be a complexed labyrinth of lies that they alone have successfully
navigated, the more credit they give themselves for that successful navigation. The conspiracist worldview,
as I see it, is an ego trip, but no matter what the motivation, all conspiracy theories take a toll on our public
discourse. Believing, or accepting as plausible, the idea that President Obama is a closet MuslimCommunist, born in Africa, with a very long term plan to ruin the country, or that President Bush and elements
of the Federal Government are guilty of murdering nearly 3,000 people on 9/11, undermines our ability to
have a healthy debate on the proper role of government in today's world. At its worst, conspiracy theories
also inspire horrific actions; from Adolf Hitler’s to Timothy McVeigh’s, Lee Harvey Oswald’s to Osama bin
Laden’s, and Joseph Stalin to Pol Pot. On the list of the World's Worst Human Beings there is no shortage
of those who saw reality through a conspiracist prism, in which all "official stories" are false but they were
miraculously able to discover the truth.

BUT WHAT IF IT IS TRUE?
People find conspiracy theories to be ridiculous, most of the time, but, for one reason or another, they will
believe there might be merit in this or that particular conspiracy story and some conspiracists thinking. There
are three axioms I try to keep in mind when assessing what is or is not true:
1) Occam's razor, "Among competing hypotheses, the hypothesis with the
fewest assumptions should be selected."
2) Carl Sagan's often repeated, "Extraordinary claims require extraordinary
evidence."
3) "A lie can get half way around the world before the truth can get it's boots
on." Usually attributed to Mark Twain.
To believe, for example, that Oswald killed Kennedy and Ruby killed Oswald, you only need to accept that
two unstable people committed very public acts of violence for reasons that made sense in their minds. On
the other hand, to believe that Oswald and Ruby were pawns (or "patsies") of a conspiracy, you must accept
that a nearly flawless plan was created and executed by a large contingent of overseers and operatives over
multiple generations with no credible evidence emerging to the contrary in fifty years. The second
hypotheses may be emotionally satisfying to you as a story, but it requires far more assumptions and it is far
more extraordinary as history.
Conspiracists tend to ignore the burden of proof upon them and hit you with a barrage of fabricated and
misrepresented "facts," often about the smallest of details. There is one thing I can say definitively:
conspiracy theorists lie! It is their greatest strength, because lies gain traction and raise doubts in otherwise
reasonable people. Once you hear that someone, or some group, committed a crime - from murder to child
molestation - it is impossible to unring that bell. Some segment of the population will always think, "Well,
maybe?" no matter how effectively or forcefully the truth is presented, and all presentations of the truth take
time; time in which the conspiracists are free to tell more lies. The one hope for sanity to prevail is that
reasonable people will become sick of considering each new lie and ask themselves instead, "Why are these
conspiracists always lying?"
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YES, BUT THERE ARE REAL CONSPIRACIES
Conspiracists like to point to actual conspiracies --such as the plot to assassinate President Lincoln, Vice
President Andrew Johnson, and Secretary of State William Seward on the same night--and use these facts
to legitimize their own false stories about the past. The problem here is that they are comparing very different
things. The fact that some paintings are valuable does not prove that all paintings are valuable; in fact, most
are not.
In the case of President Lincoln’s murder for instance, John Wilkes Booth convinced and bullied a group of
friends to help him murder the three top officials in the Executive Branch of the Federal Government, on
April 14, 1865. He hoped that this would send the United State into chaos, with no one clearly defined as
next in line for the Presidency. Booth completed his mission but his co-conspirators were not as successful;
one attacked but failed to kill Secretary Seward, while the other chickened out and did not attack the Vice
President at all. There are several potential lessons from this piece of history, including the fact that actual
conspiracies are difficult to pull off and even harder to keep secret. Conspiracy theorists ignore these lessons
and latch on to the simplistic fact that there was a conspiracy behind President Lincoln’s assassination;
therefore, it is somehow likely that any conspiracy story they come up with, on any number of topics, is
plausible.

WE DON'T ALWAYS KNOW THE TRUTH
It is also true that there probably some conspiracies which may remain hidden, or unprovable. Take, for
example, the death of Napoleon. After his first defeat and removal from power in France, the former Emperor
was exiled to the small island of Elba, where he escaped, gathered an army, and attempted to retake power
again. The second time around Napoleon was exiled to the even more remote island of Saint Helena, where
he died about six years later. Some people speculate to this day that Napoleon did not succumb to stomach
cancer, as the official account at the reported, but he was in fact poisoned by people who wanted to ensure
he would never rise again. Such thinking is plausible but speculative at best. Once again, the fact that
Napoleon theoretically may have possibly been murdered, far away from public scrutiny, with very few
witnesses or participants to this alleged crime, does nothing to enhance the credibility of those who say that
a conspiracy murdered President Kennedy, faked the Moon landing, or manufactured the Holocaust.

REAL VS. IMAGINED CONSPIRACIES
There are three types of conspiracies: Group A) Proven Conspiracies; Group B) Possible, Unproven
Conspiracies; and Group C) Untenable Conspiracy Theories. Group A are real, Group C are imaginary, and
Group B are a mix of real and imaginary. Group A provides the firm ground by which we can evaluate
conspiracy claims and determine if they belong to Group B or Group C. Only by cultivating a healthy
understanding of actual, proven conspiracies, and the way the world really works, can we rationally assess
what is possible and what is untenable.
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Strictly speaking, any hypothesis about what might have happened in the past could be called a "theory."
But, strictly speaking, tomatoes are a fruit. When people talk about a "conspiracy theory," or conspiracists
thinking, in the parlance of our time, they are not talking about relatively simple plans, like the possible
murder of Napoleon, they are talking about elaborate schemes purported by the people who, "really run
things" (e.g. "the rich," "the big boys," "the government," "oil companies," Wall Street, bankers, the Jews)
and typically involve needlessly complicated, multi-generational plans. It is this view of the world that is
inconsistent with reality. No group thinks in perfect lockstep, especially over time, and no group is able to
"run things" (both major political parties, all the government bureaucrats, all the major media, and all of
academia). Some conspiracists try to avoid this reality by claiming that their ideas only require a small
fraction of, "rogue agents" or "independent actors," but the stories they are telling are clearly too big to be
contained in such a tiny package.
Returning to the Kennedy Assassination, which is after all the gateway drug for most of the faithful into the
conspiracists worldview, consider how many people would need to be involved to pull this off and maintain
the fiction, if it had been a group action rather than a lone gunman. It is not simply the crew on site, but the
people who got them away from the scene of the crime and paid them. Then there are the people who
decided to take this action and gave the order, and the middlemen in between. But this is still a small number
next to the people necessary for the cover up. Hundreds of people worked on the Warren Report, from the
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agencies throughout the Federal Government down to local police, and hundreds more on the subsequent
reinvestigation by the House Select Committee on Assassinations, and smaller, independent investigations
by particular groups in and outside of the government. To this day, more than fifty years after the event, you
would need to believe that people who were not even alive when JFK was shot are still actively suppressing
the truth. Then there are all the reporters who would have made their careers by cracking this case, yet
haven't, allegedly because their corporate bosses will not let them. And the serious historians who
consistently tell us Oswald did it because their big university donors and backers allegedly will not let them
say otherwise. We are talking about a massive number of people, with most of the people even at the top of
the pyramid today being too young to have been in on the original conspiracy, yet never deviating from the
path that others set for them.
Beyond this absurdity, simply consider the ridiculous nature of the plan from the get-go. As I have said
elsewhere, imagine being in the planning meeting for the assassination. First, how do you get people to this
meeting? What if you ask someone who actually believes in the republic and isn't into the idea of offing the
President? How many of those people do you then need to get rid of? But once you have your coconspirators assembled, wouldn't you run through options on how to do this? Wouldn't it make sense to
poison Kennedy's midnight snack at the White House or something simple, with the least amount of moving
parts and the greatest deal of control? Who would be crazy enough to stand up and say, "I've got it. Let's
shoot him in a public place, with hundreds of witnesses, carrying still cameras and movie cameras, and
reporters who may even have live video feeds transmitting the kill shot as it happens. We'll use a team of
shooters but we'll blame it all on one guy, which will require us to take custody of the body from the local
authorities and fake an autopsy and countless other pieces of evidence. In fact, we won't even know what
evidence we need to fake; like, would we need to plant a fake bullet at the hospital to account for a single
bullet hitting the President and someone else in the car, rather than two shooters? We would have no way
of knowing this up front but we'll plant the bullet anyway and then worry about it later. We'll need to have
people from the President's inner circle and Secret Service Agents in on this, and they will need to sit with
the grieving widow for hours afterward as we get the body out of the hospital and transport it across the
country, all without cracking or showing any indication that they were a part of the plot. Then we'll arrest the
guy we want to pin it on and let him be interrogated by the local police for at least a dozen hours or so before
we have someone else kill him, publicly, but we won't need anyone to kill that killer, we'll just trust him to
keep his mouth shut. Oh yeah, and just to throw in a little extra fun we'll murder a local police officer and pin
that on the guy we're setting up for the President's murder. Don't worry about the details, because if we miss
anything we'll get the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court to head up a commission of Washington powerplayers that will cover all this up for us." Now imagine that everyone in the room is dumb enough to say,
"What a great idea," yet smart enough and powerful enough to pull all these things off. It's laughable.

POWER TENDS TO CORRUPT
Even in societies were a relatively small percentage of the population has a great deal of control over the
majority of the information people receive, secret police to enforce their will, and no oversight from a separate
judiciary or meaningful elections (e.g. Nazi Germany, the Soviet Union, Communist China, the Islamic
Republic of Iran, North Korea), they don't come up with needlessly complicated plans that sound like fanciful
Hollywood movies. What they do have, however, is people looking to amass greater and greater power by
extremely ruthless methods. Had a sinister group crossed the line so far in America politics that they
murdered the President, and had the republic become so weak that they could get away with it, it wouldn't
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be long before there wasn't an elected President at all, your neighbors would be disappearing into a nebulous
net of gulags that no one talked about for fear of their life, and the advances that we have made in the last
half century, from civil rights to technological wonders, would be largely absent. Not only does the
conspiracist mindset require massive, overly complicated and ahistorical plans, carried out in nearly flawless
detail, but it necessitates the most reserved and unassuming villains of all time. There is simply no
connection between the lessons that real conspiracies and actual human events have taught us and the
paranoid tales that conspiracy theorists make up.

COMMON SENSE
In 2003, when I attended the fortieth anniversary of President Kennedy's assassination, one of the people I
talked to was former Minnesota Governor Jesse Ventura, who tried to make his own conspiracist views out
to be, "common sense, common logic." Common sense is not always the best judge of reality--at one point
common sense would have told you the world was flat--but the positions put forth by Ventura, and others
like him, are more than a misconception of the facts. This particular branch of reasoning is the very opposite
of common sense, or logic; it is an illogical rationalization that can be used to justify anything and everything
the believer wants to believe. That is because conspiracy theorists, conspiracists, or self-described
"researchers," are not looking for the truth, they are looking for conspiracies, and they always find them.
Conspiracists look at past events, from the assassination of President Lincoln to Watergate and see
everything as proof of their own beliefs about the assassination of President Kennedy, 9/11, the Moon
landing, or any number of things. The mere fact that there have been any conspiracies, under any
circumstances, somehow justifies their pet conspiracy(ies). Conspiracists skim the surface of history and
learn all the wrong lessons from it, because they are not interested in lessons; they already have all the
answers they want.
Unfortunately, no matter how much anyone disproves the false claims and illogical missteps of conspiracists,
and their apologists, true believers will snidely proclaim straw man arguments like, "Oh, you don't think the
government lies?" The fact that all people and institutions are less than perfect, like the fact that some real
conspiracies have taken place in history, does nothing to prove the wild accusations made by the
conspiracists in their "theories." In much the same way that you do not need to hear every argument made
by racists to know that their thinking is crap, you don't need to subjugate yourself to an endless list of lies
from conspiracy theorists in order to reject their nonsense as nonsense.
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