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INTRODUCTION 

Critical race theory (“CRT”) is a body of scholarship that seeks to 
analyze systemic racism present in many legal and societal systems today. 
The body of scholarship has been studied for decades, but in recent years it 
has garnered a bit of extra attention. Human brains are designed to prefer 
shortcuts and individuals naturally like grouping similar things together and 
separating out what does not belong. This human behavior has recently led 
to CRT becoming a catchall term for opposition to diversity or anti-bias 
training. Those weaponizing critical race theory found that social media 
provided an excellent tool to spread these ideas. 

This Note seeks to analyze the politicization of CRT and why those ideas 
found such fertile soil on social media. A discussion follows of whether using 
CRT as a catchall term constitutes misinformation or propaganda, with this 
determination slightly differing depending on whether someone is 
considered an influential figure or an ordinary user online. Ordinary users’ 
use of CRT’s catchall version may constitute misinformation, but influential 
figures likely hold a bit more responsibility for creating misinformation 
around CRT. Additionally, some design elements of social media, like 
algorithmic promotion, play a large role in the promotion of anti-CRT 
rhetoric. This Note is an examination of digital platforms’ responsibility and 
whether social platforms are ultimately in control of ensuring that a 
misrepresentation of CRT does not garner unwarranted attention. Solutions 
for digital platforms in their moderation of anti-CRT rhetoric are presented 
and include redirecting a viewing user to a reliable source with information 
about what CRT is—like tags on COVID-19 content redirecting users to the 
CDC—and requiring users to complete activities that teach users how to spot 
misinformation before they even encounter it—also known as “prebunking” 
activities that expose individuals to the impacts of “emotional language, fake 
experts, and conspiracy theories” in a simulation manner1—before creating 
an account with the platform. 

I.  WHAT IS CRITICAL RACE THEORY? 

CRT is an academic concept that “account[s] for the role of racism in 
American law” and utilizes that acknowledgement to eliminate racism on a 
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larger scale.2 Original critical race theorists emphasize that approaching the 
world in a color blind manner ignores racial difference and continues to 
reinforce a status quo of whiteness.3 Color blindness is the idea that “the best 
way to end discrimination is by treating individuals as equally as possible, 
without regard to race, culture, or ethnicity.”4 CRT originated as a criticism 
against the scholarly body of work known as critical legal studies (CLS) 
because of CLS’s failure “to acknowledge how race is a central component 
to the very systems of law being challenged.”5 CLS emerged in the 1970s, 
with the stance that implicit bias played a role in many of the “power 
relationships and court decisions” in the United States.6 CRT gained traction 
in the late 1980s when members of the CLS community believed that CLS 
failed to acknowledge the role that race played in these implicit biases, 
leading members of the CLS community to create an offshoot body of work 
that is now known as critical race theory.7 

CRT sought to make race a part of the conversation when discussing the 
“power imbalance” that existed in many legal structures, and encompassed 
ideas from feminist and civil rights law as well.8 Derrick Bell is often 
credited as the father of CRT, but other influential writers in the field include 
Kimberlé Crenshaw, Mari Matsuda, and Angela Harris.9 CRT is 
characterized by multiple tenants that vary depending on the legal scholar 
doing the analysis, but consistently stand for the fact that race and racism are 
a “fundamental” part of America that cannot simply be solved through the 
enactment of laws.10 Critical race theorists explain that race is a critical part 
of discussions about societal structure because failing to discuss it allows a 
status quo that has routinely favored white Americans to thrive.11 To analyze 
institutionalized racism, it is necessary to evaluate the racial bias that played 
a role in the creation of the systems in place today, as well as the bias that 
remains in these same systems.12 

Despite decades of research and analysis, CRT has become a political 
dog whistle to represent stances against diversity and anti-bias training rather 
than any of the core tenants of the academic concept.13 Social media has 
proven to be an excellent tool in amplifying this dog whistle. Posts by both 
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influential and ordinary users allow the narrative surrounding CRT to spread 
around the internet, and users’ psychological behavior leads us to often 
believe a salacious title before reading more about the concept. Additionally, 
designs on digital platforms have a large impact on how this narrative can 
continue to be spread without being checked. 

II.  THE POLITICIZATION OF CRITICAL RACE THEORY 

CRT became a salient issue in September 2020, after President Trump 
issued an Executive Order that attempted to suppress any CRT teachings 
because of its racist implications.14 Many authors today credit Christopher 
Rufo as the impetus for the increase in public interest, and the subsequent 
politicization, of CRT from 2020 to present day. Rufo is a conservative 
journalist in Seattle who reported mainly on poverty in his early career, 
during which he became convinced that poverty was not an issue to be solved 
by legislation but rather was the result of “social, familial, even 
psychological” factors.15  

In the wake of George Floyd’s murder in 2020, individuals and 
companies began to understand the systemic racism that plagued American 
society. Companies began conducting anti-racism and implicit bias training 
with the hopes of helping to solve or trying to lessen the impacts that 
systemic racism had on marginalized groups of people. During this time, an 
employee for the City of Seattle sent Rufo documents from the anti-bias 
training that they were undergoing, which Rufo saw as a “political 
opportunity.”16 Rufo read the anti-bias training documents and saw the 
chance to attack left-leaning politics and politicians, or at least an idea they 
almost universally supported, under the salacious headline of racism. The 
documents contained information about how companies were intending to 
teach white individuals about any implicit bias they may have or teach them 
about actions in companies that may seem harmless but could be forms of 
institutionalized racism.17 Rufo interpreted these ideas to be segregationist 
towards white individuals and that these teachings would create and even 
greater divide between people on the basis of race.18 Through Freedom of 
Information Act (FOIA) requests, Rufo gained access to more information 
about the City of Seattle’s anti-bias training, including the fact that people 
were divided into groups based on their race for implicit bias training in their 
offices, ways to identify “internalized white supremacy,” and teaching white 
individuals about internalized racial superiority.19 

In his role as a journalist, Rufo compiled his evidence to post on the 
website City Journal, a magazine of the center-right Manhattan Institute, and 
titled the compilation “City of Seattle Holds Racially Segregated Civil 
Rights Training—In The Name of Social Justice.”20 The article was a 
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compilation of the City of Seattle’s anti-bias training that Rufo had collected, 
along with a couple of paragraphs that explained what was in the documents. 
Rufo dubbed the anti-bias training documents as the City of Seattle’s 
“segregated ‘whites-only’ trainings, which induct white employees into the 
cult of critical race theory,”21 analogizing the “whites-only” language to the 
racism of the Jim Crow era in which certain places and things were whites- 
or blacks-only. The language in this piece, coupled with the audience it 
reached by publication in a center-right magazine, created a perfect storm for 
this piece to gain traction and cause outrage. 

The article led to more people sending their own company’s anti-bias 
trainings to Rufo, which led Rufo to evaluate the books that many of these 
trainings were citing.22 After reading the footnotes in these books, he 
discovered a common thread in the authors pointing to “a group of legal 
scholars who referred to their work as critical race theory,” which 
specifically included Kimberlé Crenshaw and Derrick Bell.23 The works that 
organizations were using to inform their teachings, and the works in which 
Rufo evaluated the footnotes, emphasized the original CRT scholars’ ideas 
“that white supremacy of the past lived on in the laws and societal rules of 
the present.”24 Rufo synonymized the common citation in anti-bias training 
to original CRT thinkers in their entirety.25 Rufo outright explained that CRT 
gave conservatives the language to fight against the progressiveness that they 
had opposed since 2012; since “political correctness,” “cancel culture,” and 
“woke” did not correctly encompass what conservatives didn’t like— 
“ ‘critical race theory’ [was] the perfect villain.”26 

After writing more pieces for City Journal, Rufo appeared on Tucker 
Carlson Tonight, a TV show on Fox News known for its right-leaning host 
and discussion.27 Rufo’s monologue on the show gave him the chance to 
present what he believed to be the threat of CRT permeating the federal 
government.28 Rufo concluded his segment with a quote that launched him 
into infamy. 

Conservatives need to wake up. This is an existential threat to the 
United States. And the bureaucracy, even under Trump, is being 
weaponized against core American values. And I’d like to make it 
explicit: The President and the White House—it’s within their 
authority to immediately issue an executive order to abolish critical-
race-theory training from the federal government. And I call on this 
President to immediately issue this executive order—to stamp out this 
destructive, divisive, pseudoscientific ideology.29 

This closing statement created an “us versus them” mentality 
surrounding CRT, and it served as Rufo’s call to action to conservatives to 
fight against CRT to protect American values. Moreover, it directly referred 
to CRT as a weapon that sought to divide America. The language Rufo used 
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was powerful in pushing his message somewhat indirectly, and in a similar 
vein, the words “critical,” “race,” and “theory” had their own subconscious 
impact on the public.30 The word “critical” is often used to describe 
something that is high stakes or potentially harmful; “race” is a term that the 
public has been “societally conditioned to approach with apprehension or 
fear”;31 and “theory” alludes to an academic concept that is too difficult for 
any lay person to understand.32 While Rufo stoked the fire with his choice of 
words, the name of the academic concept alone likely had a subconscious 
effect on the general public. 

The morning after Rufo’s appearance on Tucker Carlson Tonight, 
Trump’s Chief of Staff, Mark Meadows, called Rufo to explain that Trump 
had seen Rufo’s segment on Fox and was requesting Rufo’s help in drafting 
an executive order that “limited how contractors providing federal diversity 
seminars could talk about race.”33 Rufo went from collecting information 
about one anti-bias training in Seattle to assisting the President of the United 
States in writing an executive order that attempted to ban a certain kind of 
thinking. However, it didn’t stop there. After Rufo assisted Trump, he 
continued to write for the Manhattan Institute, with his articles garnering 
“more than two hundred and fifty million impressions online,” assisted state 
legislatures in drafting bills that also banned or restricted CRT instruction or 
seminars, and often served as a quoted commentator for Republicans when 
they speak out about their disdain for CRT.34 

CRT is an academic concept at its core. Rufo was influential in its 
politicization with the general public because of his likening of CRT to 
progressive, Democratic policy choices or anti-racism efforts. CRT became 
a buzzword that represented ideas which people chose to oppose, despite it 
being a concept that has decades of research and writing supporting the 
theory. Politicians and individuals were using CRT as a piece in a political 
chess game when it was far more complex than that. Rufo boiled down an 
entire academic concept into a “perfect villain” for conservatives.35  

A.  HOW CONSERVATIVES HAVE USED THE NEWFOUND WEAPON OF CRT 

The Executive Order on Combating Race and Sex Stereotyping—the 
order that Rufo infamously helped draft—was issued on September 22, 2020 
by President Trump36 and later rescinded by the Executive Order Advancing 
Racial Equity and Support for Underserved Communities Through the 
Federal Government, issued by President Biden.37 In his Executive Order, 
Trump sought to ban “divisive concepts” from being promoted in the federal 
workforce and stated that the government would not grant funds to be used 
for anything that was deemed a “divisive concept.”38 The term “divisive 
concept” was defined by Trump to include anything that promoted the idea 
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that one “race or sex is inherently superior” to another, that the United States 
is “fundamentally racist,” or that any individual, “by virtue of his or her race” 
is inherently racist.39 On its face, this Executive Order seems to promote 
equality, but by banning teachings concerning white privilege or the systemic 
oppression of marginalized communities in the United States, this Executive 
Order instead promoted a form of revisionist history.  

While the Executive Order did not explicitly mention CRT, it challenged 
the concept of implicit bias as something that the country settled “on the 
blood-stained battlefields of the Civil War,” and emphasized that racism is 
not an issue in the United States anymore because “all individuals are created 
equal.”40 While this is the hope of most Americans, this Executive Order 
seeks to pretend that racism was long eradicated after the Civil War and that 
now the target of racism is white individuals in the United States.41 By not 
directly mentioning CRT, there is plausible deniability because Trump could 
say CRT is not what he was referencing by issuing the Executive Order. 
However, an Executive Order claiming that anti-bias training being 
conducted is racist towards white people mimics language that is often 
associated with the anti-CRT movement and deepens the false belief that 
CRT is a theory that seeks to villainize white people. Due to Rufo’s direct 
involvement in helping draft the Executive Order, the language is nearly 
identical to his monologue on Tucker Carlson Tonight—using the words 
“divisive,” “threatening,” and “destructive” to describe anti-racist 
teachings42—supporting an inference that without using the term CRT, 
Trump was referring to banning CRT teachings. 

CRT’s moment as a political prop has failed to explain why teaching 
white privilege or systemic racism in America is important. W.E.B. Du Bois 
said that we “discuss American slavery so impartially that in the end nobody 
seems to have done wrong and everybody was right.”43 While slavery is not 
the only example of racism in America, if people fail to have discussions 
about what Trump labeled “divisive concepts,” we no longer see the actual 
harm caused. Moreover, we put ourselves in the position of possibly making 
the same mistakes again. Trump’s Executive Order only commented on 
banning the teaching of these divisive concepts in federal employment 
settings, but many states took this and began attempting to pass legislation 
that banned these same divisive concepts in classrooms—again using CRT 
as a stand-in for a discussion about race.44 It could be argued that the 
Executive Order was relatively limited in scope, but the ripples across the 
country became increasingly clear. 

Because CRT is a scholarly concept with a long history, people tend to 
believe what they read as opposed to doing research about the theory itself. 
The brief snippets on social media or TV are easier to consume than the long 
academic pieces of writing that detail the ins and outs of CRT. The 
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politicization of the theory “has almost nothing at all to do with CRT”45 and 
as such, many people rally against CRT rather than the specific policy 
objectives they oppose, like anti-bias training or diversity efforts.46 Many 
people believe that CRT teaches white people that they are racist and 
promotes polarization among people. The Heritage Foundation, a think tank 
that is known to take a conservative angle,47 has blamed CRT as the driving 
force behind LGBTQ+ clubs in schools, despite CRT pillars never explicitly 
discussing the discrimination against the LGBTQ+ community.48 
Conservatives are using CRT as a stand-in for their anti-social justice 
views,49 and the left has similarly used the CRT umbrella to capture being 
“woke” and culturally aware—social media has provided fertile soil for these 
groups and their misuse of CRT. 

III.  THE ROLE OF SOCIAL MEDIA IN SPREADING THE 

POLITICIZATION OF CRITICAL RACE THEORY 

Utilizing social media platforms for political discourse is not a new 
concept. Even more so, the last few years have shown social media’s 
influential role in the spread of misinformation, and social media platforms’ 
attempts to control it. The use of CRT as a political weapon has some overlap 
with misinformation, but an analysis of weaponized CRT under a 
misinformation umbrella does not tell the whole story. Using the academic 
concept as a proxy for anti-social justice stances creates a blend of 
propaganda and misinformation for which social media provided fertile soil. 
Designs of social media platforms coupled with natural human behavior have 
allowed for anti-CRT rhetoric to spread and remain unchecked. 

From 2020 to 2021, the media reported on CRT as the political chip it 
was turned into and, as a result, “CRT’s guiding assumptions were rarely 
mentioned” in most published articles.50 The American Enterprise Institute 
analyzed many of these publications, and of ninety-one articles published in 
this time frame, only two mentioned core tenants of CRT.51 While this work 
analyzed mainstream media reporting as opposed to social media, it 
demonstrated the lack of informed writing, outside of academia, explaining 
what CRT is. This mainstream media portrayal of CRT was quickly adopted 
by social media.52 
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The dissemination of information on social media is done at speeds that 
we have never experienced, with evidence that “social media has outpaced 
traditional news outlets with 68% of US adults using social media as their 
primary sources of news.”53 In addition to increased use of social media as a 
news source, the ease with which people can share posts online has provided 
an effective method of content dissemination. The ability of anyone with a 
smartphone to share a news article on social media has allowed information 
to reach far more people than it likely would have in a society with mainly 
print media. Social media sites allow for the swift movement of a thumb to 
disseminate information, whereas print media required more effort on behalf 
of the consumer. Marketing professionals have used this system, often 
referred to as viral science, to spread their brand name and build a customer 
base.54 Viral science has also been used to evaluate the dissemination of news 
articles, with articles that are prone to spreading online having similar traits 
of being surprising, interesting, and intense.55 Viral science has helped 
marketing experts capture new customer bases and is now being used to 
analyze how news agencies are writing and disseminating articles. With the 
increase in the number of people who use social media as their main source 
of news,56 one could argue that the population is as informed as it has ever 
been, with ease of access to news articles and increased ability to share that 
information. However, this spread of information online also applies to news 
that may not be entirely accurate. 

A study done at MIT discovered that “false news spreads more rapidly 
on . . . [X] than real news does.”57 The rapid spread of this sort of content 
online could be the result of multiple factors, including individuals “clicking 
retweet without checking” what the information they are retweeting says, 
“journalists who are now under more pressure than ever to try and . . . report 
information emerging on the social web in real time,” and sometimes is even 
directly disseminated by people “deliberately attempting to influence public 
opinion.”58 Dissemination is furthered by the fact that our brains are already 
“reliant on heuristics . . . due to the overwhelming amount of information” 
we come into contact with every day, making individual people the prime 
targets for retweetable salacious headlines and the lack of desire or energy to 
read further into the topic.59 

While humans may be part of the problem, platform design—
specifically, algorithms that can suggest posts to people based on the high 
level of engagement on the post60—also plays a crucial role in the ability of 
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misidentified information to spread. Platforms are designed to maximize 
engagement, so if a specific post garners a lot of attention and engagement, 
algorithms will “pick up on this and display the [post] more prominently and 
broadcast it to a wider audience.”61 Because CRT became such a salient 
matter in the past few years, CRT posts were garnering that high level of 
engagement and thus being shared and spread all over different platforms. 
This begs the question of why CRT articles garnered the attention they did. 
Bad news gets the public’s attention,62 and the high level of engagement by 
users may be linked to the outrage people feel when they read information 
about CRT, whether that is anger because people are misidentifying CRT or 
because people are angry at CRT. It is also important to note that language 
matters.  

Words often used in connection with CRT include “indoctrination,” 
“state sanctioned racism,” and “child abuse.”63 The negative connotations 
would catch any reasonable person’s attention, which leads to more 
interaction with a post, and creates content that the algorithm promotes. 
Moreover, the negative and often conservative coverage of CRT far outpaced 
the liberal coverage of it, with seven stories of conservative coverage about 
CRT for every one story from a liberal media source in early 2021.64 The 
intentional manipulation of CRT was coupled with buzzwords that led to 
many of these negative news stories spreading like wildfire with help from 
the algorithm. Often, viral CRT social media posts were picked up by news 
outlets that reported on the potentially misleading content and its online 
virality. This coverage furthered social media activity, creating a feedback 
loop between news coverage and social media content and likely increasing 
engagement online.65 Recently conducted studies show the ability of false or 
misleading stories on social media going so viral that they are noticed by Fox 
News and then broadcast by anchors on the network.66 While these specific 
studies were not done with anti-CRT content, the same concept is applicable 
to the anti-CRT movement.67 

In addition to algorithmic promotion, there are other design aspects of 
social media platforms that allow for the spread of propaganda or 
misinformation. For example, some design aspects of platforms influence 
whether a user will challenge misinformation at all.68 Features like the ability 
to “hide” a post or “unfollow”/“unfriend” someone on social media are 
“strategies to avoid expressing opinions” and are often used instead of 
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commenting on an incorrect post.69 These tactics, referred to as selective 
avoidance, are utilized by individuals because “political disagreement often 
becomes emotionally charged” and avoiding disagreement by unfollowing, 
blocking, or hiding content is easier than fighting online.70 This is partially 
attributable to individual character—some people naturally shy away from 
conflict. However, social media platforms providing a system that allows 
people to remove content they dislike or disagree with allows that 
information to spread like wildfire in other areas, remaining unchecked by 
individuals who have hidden the post. 

This gives rise to the question of whether CRT and the rhetoric 
surrounding it in the last few years constitutes propaganda, misinformation, 
or a blend of the two. Propaganda is defined as “ideas, facts, or allegations 
spread deliberately to further one’s cause or to damage an opposing cause.”71 
Anti-CRT rhetoric may be a form of harassment towards proponents of CRT, 
which could increase the likelihood of this content constituting propaganda 
because the harassment is done to damage any supporters of CRT. 
Misinformation, meanwhile, is a result of “unintentional human or 
mechanical errors passed on by unsuspecting individuals,” though social 
media platforms vary in their personal definitions of misinformation.72 How 
misinformation is defined by a social media platform may determine whether 
anti-CRT rhetoric would be subject to the disciplinary actions a platform 
takes and causes another point of confusion in attempting to manage anti-
CRT rhetoric. The core difference between propaganda and misinformation 
is the motivation to intentionally deceive others, with misinformation 
typically lacking ill intent, and propaganda typically having a goal of 
“deliberately influenc[ing] others.”73 However, most platforms equate the 
two in their moderation of content. 

It appears that someone like Christopher Rufo knew the truth about CRT, 
but they chose to manipulate the concept and turn it into something that it 
was not, with the intent of creating the perfect villain. This would lead us to 
believe that the messaging surrounding CRT falls into the propaganda 
category. However, the same blame may not be attributable to individuals 
who continue to spread Rufo’s message. If people using social media saw 
discourse surrounding CRT and read only what Rufo or other conservative 
actors were writing, those individuals may have truly believed that CRT was 
a villain to be feared. Then, by retweeting or posting articles, they 
contributed to the misinformation campaign that followed Rufo’s 
propaganda. CRT is seemingly a form of misinformation that was born out 
of propaganda, since most ordinary users sharing the incorrect information 
were not doing so to deliberately deceive people but were sharing it because 
they thought that others should have the information that they did. 

Rufo likely knew that framing CRT in the way he did would tap into the 
racial anxieties and prejudices of the public. Not only is race something that 
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people prefer to avoid talking about,74 but CRT specifically seeks to analyze 
the flaws with the American system, which is something that Rufo and his 
supporters dislike: people believe that CRT being taught in classrooms was 
a direct attack on patriotism.75 Rufo didn’t like that CRT called white people 
racist just for being white—which is how he understood workplace trainings 
teaching individuals about their implicit biases.76 Moreover, Rufo benefitted 
from the status quo that historically benefits white individuals—a status quo 
CRT sought to criticize. Rufo’s fear of CRT, and the fear he instilled in the 
public, was likely born out of “the fear of losing power and influence and 
privilege.”77 

Misinformation may be the proper category to define what ordinary 
individuals did with CRT rhetoric, but it is difficult to say the same for 
influential figures. Rufo aside, should government officials be responsible 
for knowing what CRT is as opposed to what the politicized version of it 
represents before making a statement on the matter? If so, then it is possible 
we could attribute influential figures’ usage of CRT as propaganda because 
they failed to inform themselves of the information they were posting about 
online and were instead just fearmongering. 

The intentional and unintentional spreading of misleading information, 
coupled with user ability to hide posts, unfollow, or block people that they 
disagree with, has allowed politicized CRT rhetoric to spread on social 
media, specifically within circles that will not challenge the idea. While there 
are aspects of human nature that play a role in this, social media design has 
increasingly allowed misleading information to go unchecked by other users 
and find support in people who are already primed to the anti-CRT rhetoric. 

A.  POLITICAL USE BY INFLUENTIAL FIGURES 

It is hard to imagine a world in which politicians and individuals running 
for office do not have social media accounts. Throughout most of American 
history, communication with political actors was controlled by news media 
sources.78 Social media platforms have provided political actors the ability 
to bypass the traditional forms of media—“the normal gatekeepers.”79 This 
means social media is “provid[ing] open communication . . . but [is] escaping 
the media’s filtering . . . .”80 It could be argued that this is a good thing, and 
news directly from a political actor means there is no middleman to 
potentially alter the Information. However, there are plenty of concerns. 
Political actors can produce information “without having to meet journalistic 
standards of accuracy or even relevance.”81 The double-edged sword of 
political actors’ direct access to constituents has provided a helpful 
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framework for influential figures seeking to promote a negative narrative 
surrounding CRT. 

On March 15, 2021, Christopher Rufo tweeted that his goal was to “have 
the public read something crazy in the newspaper and immediately think 
‘critical race theory.’”82 It was clear that Rufo was “publicly construct[ing] 
CRT as something to be feared.”83 Moreover, he used X (formerly Twitter) 
to disseminate his goal, which likely caused other people to utilize CRT in 
the same way. Looking at Rufo’s tweet in a vacuum, it probably seems 
benign, with only seventy retweets and 528 favorites—low numbers for 
someone with 418,700 followers.84 However, as someone who helped 
President Trump draft the Executive Order, Rufo’s name was well known in 
conservative circles, with people like Ron DeSantis, the Republican 
Governor of Florida, and Tom Cotton, the junior Republican Senator from 
Arkansas, tweeting about CRT using Rufo’s language.85 

It is easy to see these tweets as people simply expressing their opinions 
or supporting Rufo because of their shared ideology. However, posts from 
influential figures have real-life impacts, ranging from mobilizing the public 
to believe CRT is dangerous to creating legislation to support the ideas that 
they tweet about. For example, on May 13, 2021, Tom Cotton introduced a 
bill to Congress titled the “Stop CRT Act” that sought to prohibit federal 
funds from going to “any entity” that teaches or advances the idea that “[a]ny 
race is inherently superior or inferior to any other race,” that “[t]he United 
States is a fundamentally racist country,” or that “[a]n individual’s moral 
worth is determined by his or her race.”86 Cotton then took to X to post that 
the Senate had approved his bill, with all but one Democrat voting against it, 
again creating an “us versus them” mindset that has been overtly present in 
many CRT discussions.87 

Ted Cruz, the junior Senator from  Texas, is another political figure 
known for his attacks of CRT online. In a tweet from June 18, 2021, Cruz 
attached a video to a tweet that read, “Critical Race Theory is bigoted. It is a 
lie. And it is every bit as racist as Klansmen in white sheets.”88 Cruz attached 
a video to the tweet from his speech at the Faith & Freedom Coalition, 
describing his interaction with a reporter asking him what CRT is, and in his 
description of CRT, he says that “critical race theory says that every white 
person is a racist”89—an idea that is not part of CRT’s basic tenants. To say 
that any academic concept is equivalent to KKK members is outlandish, but 
it served Cruz’s purpose of further instilling fear in those who oppose CRT. 
Additionally, this sort of sentiment seeks to equate the violence committed 
against Black Americans in the Jim Crow era to White people having to learn 
about potential implicit biases they might hold, or how the history of racism 
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in America may still have lingering effects. Cruz, however, knows that the 
KKK and the harm they inflicted is easily recognizable, and by associating 
that with CRT, he can further outrage his supporters. 

The social media war on CRT has had real life implications through 
presented bills in Congress, which continue to legitimize people’s fear of 
CRT. When an ordinary social media user sees someone like Tom Cotton 
tweet about a piece of legislation he is attempting to pass that would ban 
federal funding for CRT teachings, they are more likely to believe that CRT 
is a dangerous concept that requires legislation; why else would an elected 
official take the time to propose a bill to Congress attempting to prohibit 
federal funding? This legitimization by a seemingly credible political actor 
provides users with the ammunition they need to prove their point online, 
likely arguing that if CRT was not a dangerous concept, then Congress would 
not be taking action to prevent it from being taught. This creates a dangerous 
feedback loop: people do not like CRT, influential and political figures post 
about the harm it causes and act on it in D.C.; people become more scared 
and outraged; and people continue to spread information about why CRT is 
harmful, citing to politicians as their source of information. 

In addition to legislation, other real-life implications of the social media 
war on CRT include violent protests at school board meetings. Since George 
Floyd’s murder in 2020, many schools across the United States have sought 
to teach children about systemic racism, and many school districts are 
requiring anti-bias training for their educators.90 Because CRT has been used 
as an umbrella term to capture all discussions regarding race, parents have 
synonymized the increase in systemic racism trainings with schools 
implementing CRT curriculum. In fact, most teachers do not even use the 
term critical race theory, and do not ask their students to read work by the 
legal scholars who helped shape CRT.91 Some parents believe their children 
should not be taught about CRT in schools, citing that CRT teaches their 
children that they are racist and encourages division.92 Some parents liken 
CRT to “teaching our children to go out and murder police officers.”93 The 
increase in these protests have risen in correlation with “media coverage and 
debates over CRT-related legislation.”94 These protests have even resulted in 
death threats against school board members and educators, both over social 
media and on school grounds.95 

The videos of these school board meeting protests have shown to be “a 
highly effective rightwing propaganda machine to propel critical race theory 
from academic obscurity to center stage in the US political debate.”96 More 
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than twenty percent of posts on Facebook between January 1, 2021 and June 
21, 2021 that mentioned CRT were articles about or videos of school board 
protests.97 While the posts use language to their advantage by making 
salacious titles, the videos and articles have been amplified after they are 
reposted by prominent right-wing figures.98 Influential figures continuing to 
spread the rhetoric of CRT as something to be feared allows for millions 
more impressions than when an ordinary user posts about it. For example, 
Ben Shapiro, a conservative political commentator, posted about CRT 167 
times between January 1, 2021 and June 30, 2021, garnering over 6.5 million 
interactions online.99 If an individual without a large platform posted 167 
times about CRT, it is unlikely that it would amass this much influence; but 
a recognizable figure like Ben Shapiro can create a media storm over 
basically anything he wants. Without social media, it is unclear if Shapiro 
would have ever garnered this amount of influence on a topic he discussed, 
but the ability of social media to disseminate information so rapidly and 
widely allowed for the weaponization of CRT to continue and thrive. 

Influential figures, like elected officials, know that anti-CRT rhetoric 
keeps their supporters outraged, and by continuing to post about it, these 
influential platform users are increasing support of anti-CRT rhetoric in the 
real world. By keeping their followers angry about CRT, politicians can draft 
laws like Senator Cotton’s “Stop CRT Act,” knowing that it is supported by 
their constituency. Additionally, by taking steps on the Hill to fight CRT, 
many followers of these influential figures take their anger against CRT to 
their school boards or protests, which are often posted about online and 
contribute to the feedback loop between social media, news media, and 
eventually, real-life violence and outrage.100 

Some influential people on social media platforms, however, are not 
legislators or political affiliates, but rather people or groups who have 
amassed a large following and attempt to spread news in a way that classic 
journalism does not. For these groups of influencers who attempt to combat 
the war on CRT, the algorithmic promotion of popular content is beneficial. 
People can use the same salient CRT language that garnered so much 
attention in the first place but connect it to content that informs the public 
about the core tenants of CRT and how the theory was being villainized. For 
example, an account known as “The Good Liars” is active on multiple 
different platforms. Their brand revolves around a satirical pair of comedians 
who go to many conservative rallies and try and blend in with the other 
attendees while interviewing individuals and asking them questions that 
show how little the participants know about the issue which they are being 
interviewed about.  

In a tweet from November 21, 2021, one of the members of The Good 
Liars, Jason Selvig, interviews a man who says that “Critical Race Theory is 
the most important issue in the Virginia election.”101 In this interview, Selvig 
asks the man what the most important issue in the governor’s race in Virginia 
is, to which the man responds, “Getting back to the basics of teaching 
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children, not teaching them critical race theory.”102 Selvig then asks the man 
to define CRT. The man seemingly deflects the question, saying he is “not 
going to get into the specifics because he doesn’t understand it that much,” 
but still follows this up by saying “what little bit I know, I don’t care for.”103 
Selvig pushes further and asks what little bit the man has heard that he 
dislikes. While this person almost readily admits that he has no idea what 
CRT is, the Good Liars have shown a unique and relatively beneficial 
approach to combatting the negative rhetoric surrounding CRT.  

The Good Liars are aware that they are unlikely to change the minds of 
people who are so far entrenched in these negative viewpoints, but asking 
questions that get to the root of someone’s misunderstanding is something 
that can cause individuals to second-guess their assumptions. Moreover, by 
posting this interview, The Good Liars are not necessarily spreading the 
tenants of CRT but showing that CRT has become a stand-in for something 
that individuals just do not like. With shows like Last Week Tonight with John 
Oliver and SNL’s Weekend Update segment, satire and comedy have become 
helpful ways to transmit news. The Good Liars have similarly used the 
comedic approach on the smaller scale of social media and been able to 
demonstrate the lack of understanding associated with CRT. The Good Liars 
do not possess the power that other public figures do in influencing 
legislation. However, in the same way that politicians post about CRT to keep 
their supporters angry, groups like The Good Liars create content to show 
that CRT is not a villain and that many people do not know what it is at all. 

Influential people posting about the harm CRT causes misleading 
information to spread and reinforces the belief that CRT is harmful. Coupled 
with the fact that algorithmic designs promote posts that have high levels of 
engagement, a cycle begins that is hard to escape. On the other hand, these 
algorithmic designs may create a window of opportunity for individuals who 
seek to inform social media users about what CRT is instead of how it has 
been promoted. The blind approach through which some platforms promote 
content might allow users like The Good Liars to end up in the content feed 
of someone who regularly followed Ted Cruz, which may cause that person 
to question and attempt to inform themselves about what the core tenants of 
CRT are before choosing to oppose it so staunchly. 

B.  POLITICAL USE BY ORDINARY SOCIAL MEDIA USERS 

Ordinary users of social media platforms have tried to use their voice, 
amplified by the speed at which information moves on social media, to 
combat the harmful rhetoric surrounding CRT. However, in the same vein, 
there were the ordinary users who used their accounts to parrot the same 
harmful information that was being spewed to them by influential 
individuals. The power of content spreading on social media gives ordinary 
people the ability to spread their opinions to groups of people they would in 
no other way be in contact with. This can be both beneficial and harmful, but 
allowing ordinary users to have a potentially influential impact on the 
discussion of CRT provides another layer of analysis for the concept of anti-
CRT rhetoric. 
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TikTok, a social media site that garnered most of its popularity during 
the lockdown period of COVID-19, does not require a large following for a 
user’s voice to be noticed. The default page on the app is called the “For You 
Page,” and could be compared to the “Trending” pages on X and Instagram. 
One does not need to follow anyone on TikTok to have endless content on 
the For You Page to scroll through. Their algorithmic design takes the videos 
a user seems to like or spends the full time watching and gives the user more 
similar content.104 This allows individuals with no following at all to reach 
more people than they would otherwise. 

A cursory search of CRT on TikTok brings up the hashtag CRT 
(“#CRT”), which has amassed 866.8 million total views, at the time of 
publication.105 It should be noted that CRT can stand for multiple things on 
TikTok, including some computer and photography terms; some people use 
the hashtag simply because they know that CRT videos are popular and it 
will get more views on their video, even if it is unrelated. The 866.8 million 
views may not be an entirely accurate representation of the true user 
interaction with CRT, but it does reflect how popular the hashtag is and how 
easy it is to end up watching videos discussing the body of scholarship. A 
quick scroll through the videos does not show news articles or statistics about 
legislation. Rather, videos tagged with #CRT show individuals sitting in their 
homes defining CRT, showing clips from politicians talking about CRT, and 
sharing their personal experiences with the body of scholarship. 

Many videos discussing CRT include individuals commentating on 
politicians using CRT but not knowing what the term refers to. For example, 
in the Florida gubernatorial debate on October 25, the topic of CRT was 
raised. Florida Governor Ron DeSantis made very public stances against 
CRT being taught in schools, while his opponent, Charlie Crist, believed that 
CRT focuses on the history of America and that schools must teach the full 
extent of our history, otherwise, we are doomed to repeat it.106 A small 
portion of the debate was picked up by some TikTok users, and many creators 
posted the clip with sentiments like “Ron DeSantis was making an ass out of 
himself”107 and that Crist’s response to DeSantis’s incorrect use of CRT was 
“eloquent.”108 The former video received over 120,000 views, and the latter 
received over 32,000 views.109  

The clips were certainly picked to favor the opinion that both creators 
sought to push, but the ability of these posts to garner the attention they did 
was largely benefitted by TikTok’s algorithm as well as the platforms bite-
size video model, with no video being longer than three minutes in total. 
Social media platforms’ algorithms and bite-size presentation of information 
allows for misinformation to spread, but individual users have used these 
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design features to their advantage by posting clips that inform the public and 
call out influential figures on their misuse of CRT. At the same time, these 
same methods are still utilized by people who intend to spread the negative 
connotations of CRT at the individual level.  

With TikTok’s algorithm promoting the videos with which a user 
engages, it is unlikely that any user is seeing both sides of the CRT debate. 
This could lead to entrenched opinions by both sides. However, the idea that 
users no longer need a large following to promote content should be seen as 
a net positive. Platforms have become a true town square in individuals being 
able to express themselves without needing followers, a fancy camera or 
editing studio, or a certain level of education. Digital platforms have allowed 
individuals to use their voice more than they have in previous history, and 
politicians and educators are no longer running the show. 

TikTok’s bite size video model has proven to be a great way of engaging 
audiences. The opposite might be true for a platform like YouTube. YouTube, 
with their slogan “Broadcast Yourself,” emphasizes the ability for anyone to 
become a user and creator on the site to promote a website by ordinary users 
and for ordinary users. However, influential figures and organizations—like 
major news networks—have found that YouTube is a beneficial way to 
disseminate information.  A quick search of “Critical Race Theory” on 
YouTube provides videos made by PBS NewsHouse, The Washington Post, 
and John Oliver’s Last Week Tonight.110 This over saturation of influential 
figures on a platform originally geared towards ordinary users has caused the 
ordinary users to get buried in the heaps of professionally produced videos. 

In addition to the increase of influential figures seemingly drowning out 
ordinary users’ voices, videos on YouTube have an average length over ten 
minutes.111 This likely gives content creators very little time to grab the 
viewer’s attention and thus, decreases overall viewing on the platform. 
Moreover, the length of YouTube’s videos provides content creators plenty 
of opportunities to advertise, further decreasing the viewer’s engagement in 
the overall video itself.112 TikTok, on the other hand, disguises their ads as 
ordinary users on the platform promoting products in “sponsored” videos. If 
a viewer recognizes it as an advertisement and wants to skip it, then can 
simply scroll past it without having to wait for the option to skip the 
advertisement, like YouTube requires.113 Despite YouTube’s design being 
less viewer friendly, its long-form model provides more space for users to 
explain concepts in-depth, like CRT, and its roots in ordinary user creation 
helps non-influential figures find a voice online. The ability of anyone to 
upload to YouTube creates a space for individuals to attempt to inform the 
public about the core tenants of CRT. By having ten- to fifteen-minute 
videos, people can create factual and informative content without needing 
the full setup of a news studio. YouTube gives ordinary people access to 
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longer form video creation, without requiring that users be news 
organizations or any sort of influential person.  

Ordinary users and influential figures alike are responsible for the 
content they create and choose to publish; however, they are not alone. 
Without the digital platform themselves, people would struggle to find a way 
to spread their opinions at the rate at which they have on social media. 
Individuals and the content they create are what make social media platforms 
what they are today. However, the platforms themselves have created the 
space for these individuals to make their voices heard and thus, it is important 
to evaluate the digital platforms’ responsibility. 

C.  CALL TO ACTION BY DIGITAL PLATFORMS 

A common thread among those who produce or disseminate anti-CRT 
content is that they do not believe that schools should be teaching students 
that certain systems in America are inherently racist because doing so is 
divisive. However, this is seemingly a dog whistle to the fact that people are 
comfortable with the way things are currently, creating a form of CRT that is 
now a stand-in for wanting to maintain a status quo that benefits white people 
and let systems remain in place that have historic roots in racism.  

Social media companies have long been critiqued for the content they 
allow on their platform, leading to longwinded and detailed community 
guidelines by nearly every platform to try and define what is and is not 
allowed by users. Some have argued that misleading CRT content could be 
removed under a platform’s hate speech rule because anti-CRT content has 
been correlated with the defense of racist systems. Since, anti-CRT content 
has been used as a stand-in for “anti-racism and diversity efforts,” an 
individual’s stark opposition to it is the equivalent of opposing equal 
protection.114 Some authors have addressed the legal regulation of racist 
speech offline if a “definition of actionable racist speech [is] narrow in order 
to respect first amendment values.”115 This legal regulation would not 
necessarily apply to digital platforms because digital platforms are not 
government actors and not subject to First Amendment protections or 
regulations, but it may provide a framework that digital platforms could use 
to help structure their rules.116 

Mari Matsuda, a professor associated with CRT and its formation, has 
provided elements of a narrow definition of racist speech that could be used 
to combat racist speech offline via the First Amendment.117 Matsuda’s 
narrow definition may give digital platforms an example of how they could 
begin to moderate racist speech in the online world. The three elements in 
Matsuda’s definition require the message (1) to be of racial inferiority, (2) be 
directed against a historically oppressed group, (3) and be persecutory, 
hateful, and degrading.118 Matsuda explains that the first element of racial 
inferiority is met when “[r]acist speech proclaims racial inferiority and 
denies the personhood of target-group members.”119  
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The first part of this definition—“proclaims racial inferiority”120—may 
be a bit more difficult to show because CRT is used to represent multiple 
ideas. However, there may be a thin line to connect anti-CRT rhetoric to the 
promotion of maintaining the status quo of the country, which has long 
caused groups to be racially inferior to others. This may be a hard argument 
to make because it requires assumptions about what the individual user may 
believe CRT represents. If platforms found this part of the definition too hard 
to implement consistently, the second half of this requirement may be easier 
for platforms to adopt. Because many anti-CRT individuals want to teach a 
revisionist history of America, this would support an argument that the war 
on CRT content denies the personhood of target-group actors. The weakness 
here is that anti-CRT content rarely promotes the teaching of revisionist 
history on its face, making the problem even more difficult for digital 
platforms. For example, if someone tweets, “CRT is a divisive, racist way of 
thinking and should not be taught to our children,” a platform could easily 
say that “divisive” is merely an opinion, and the use of the word “racist” is 
in reference to racism against white people, which is not a historically 
oppressed group, and the fact that it should not be taught to children is an 
opinion. This would all mean that the content could remain online, despite 
its continuing to spread a narrative about CRT that is not in line with the 
theory’s tenants. 

The second element of Matsuda’s definition requires the message to be 
directed at a historically oppressed group.121 If digital platforms chose to 
adopt this part of the racist speech definition, even though many experts 
could be brought in to help define what constitutes a historically oppressed 
group, anti-CRT rhetoric may not meet this standard and may be subject to 
removal or other consequences by a platform. Because anti-CRT rhetoric on 
its face is often directed at the theory as opposed to people, there is no 
historically oppressed group to target. Additionally, even if users attack 
supporters of CRT, that is not attacking a historically oppressed group. Even 
though it seems like anti-CRT rhetoric has connections to wanting to erase 
Black history and maintain a status quo favorable to white individuals, these 
connections are not outright targeting and thus, would be difficult for the 
platform to fight.  

Matsuda explains her final element of racist speech—persecutory, 
hateful, and degrading—as equivalent to the First Amendment’s limits on 
fighting words.122 This would likely be the easiest part of this definition for 
digital platforms to adopt, as there is already a substantial framework and 
precedent for how fighting words have been handled offline. Platforms might 
be wary of adopting a policy that so closely aligns with First Amendment 
regulation, however, because it would push platforms closer to being subject 
to the First Amendment overall, which Section 230 of the Communications 
Decency Act already seeks to avoid.123 Matsuda provides a narrow definition 
of racist speech that could be used to regulate such actions offline and may 
double as a helpful starting point for digital platforms that seek to regulate 
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racist speech online or alter their current hate speech policies to more directly 
target racist speech. 

In 2023, X’s hate speech policy prohibited content that “promote[s] 
hostility and malice against others based on their race, religion, disability, 
sexual orientation, gender identity or ethnicity/national origin.”124 The 
policies then listed the certain instances in which this rule applied, which 
included content that contains violent threats and incitement against 
protected categories.125 Similar to Matsuda’s second element of racist speech 
requiring a targeting of a historically oppressed group, these rules were 
unlikely to capture anti-CRT rhetoric because of the lack of direct targeting 
of a group by a user. Anti-CRT rhetoric is used as a stand-in for policy desires 
that have racist roots—like wanting to teach revisionist history—but posting 
about disliking CRT is unlikely to meet X’s standard for hate speech. X’s 
current hate speech policy prohibits content that “targets individuals or 
groups with abuse based on their perceived membership in a protected 
category,” which is even less likely to capture anti-CRT rhetoric.126 

 YouTube’s policies around hate speech are similar, again protecting 
against the targeting of the same protected categories and any encouragement 
of violence “against individuals or groups based on” these protected 
categories.127 While some anti-CRT rhetoric could reasonably be connected 
to the encouragement of violence against school boards,128 school boards are 
not a protected group in the platforms’ policies and thus, would unlikely be 
subject to regulation by YouTube. 

In addition to possibly regulating anti-CRT rhetoric under a hate speech 
rule, some have suggested that misinformation regulation would be a better 
approach. Congress is aware of the harm that misinformation causes and that 
social media platforms may be responsible for ensuring that misinformation 
does not spread on their sites. However, Congress also acknowledges the 
difficult balance that platforms must strike between moderating content on 
their sites while ensuring it does not suppress speech.129 Despite the 
acknowledgement that platforms have some responsibility in combatting 
misinformation on their sites, it is unclear if anti-CRT rhetoric constitutes 
misinformation or merely uninformed opinions. 

Platforms have community guidelines in place to combat the spread of 
false or misleading information. While this is helpful in content moderation, 
it becomes more difficult when each platform differs in its definition of 
misinformation. X defines misinformation as “claims that have been 
confirmed to be false by external, subject-matter experts or include 
information that is shared in a deceptive or confusing manner,”130 whereas 
YouTube says that misinformation includes “[c]ertain types of misleading or 
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deceptive content . . . that can cause real-world harm” along with specific 
categories of misinformation—suppression of census participation, 
manipulated content, misattributed content, promoting dangerous remedies, 
cures or substances, and contradicting expert consensus on certain safe 
medical practices.131 These differing definitions can cause some content not 
allowed on X to be allowed on YouTube, or vice versa. 

 If someone posts on X that they believe CRT should not be taught in 
schools, that may not meet the standard for misinformation set by the 
platform outright, but one could argue that using the villainized version of 
CRT could be “information that is shared in a deceptive or confusing 
manner”132 and may come close to satisfying X’s misinformation 
requirement, making such content subject to removal or other consequences. 
The issue of determining exactly what “version” of CRT the user is referring 
to may persist, which is where human content moderation as opposed to 
artificial intelligence (AI) content moderation would be more beneficial. 
Meanwhile, a user who creates a video on YouTube detailing why they 
believe CRT should be banned from being taught in public schools may meet 
YouTube’s standards for misinformation and thus, be subject to regulation 
because it could be considered deceptive or able to cause real world harm if 
there is a connection between the content and the threats of violence 
experienced by school boards. 

Despite hate speech and misinformation policies in place already, 
platforms have yet to find a solution to moderating the anti-CRT rhetoric 
online. An extreme solution would be for digital platforms ban to discussion 
of CRT all together. With the support of Section 230 of the Communications 
Decency Act—which protects digital platforms from liability for removing 
another user’s content—it is likely that they could legally achieve this.133 
Also, this solution does not address the issue because it also stops users like 
The Good Liars or ordinary TikTok users from posting content that seeks to 
inform others on the core tenants of CRT; these users would still be 
mentioning CRT, making them subject to this umbrella ban, while trying to 
promote accurate information. 

Another possible solution is not a complete ban of content, but rather a 
blanket rule applying to posts based on keyword recognition. During the 
COVID-19 pandemic, misinformation surrounding the coronavirus and 
vaccine spread throughout social media. Because it was happening at rates 
at which digital platforms could not keep up even if they tried, they began 
using an automated system that would flag any content mentioning COVID 
with a warning to look to official guidelines for all information surrounding 
masks or vaccines. Posts that spread false information and posts that were 
accurate in their information were both flagged with a link at the bottom 
redirecting any user seeing the content to the Centers for Disease Control 
(CDC) website. This was a middle-ground solution for digital platforms as 
they were able to flag all posts mentioning COVID quickly and easily but 
did not take the step of removal, leaving it up to the user seeing the content 
if they were going to seek out more information. Despite the popular belief 
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that individuals are stuck in their own echo-chamber, new research has found 
that these warnings referring to the CDC for accurate information were 
effective in reducing misconceptions.134 

Something similar might be possible for CRT. Most of the COVID flags 
were effective because they pointed to a government source, which is likely 
more trustworthy than an independent source.135 While there is no central 
government source that publishes information regarding the body of 
scholarship that is CRT, platforms could consider linking to something that 
is still well respected and still independent, like Encyclopedia Britannica. 
Platforms could also potentially survey its users to determine what 
independent organizations they find most trustworthy and utilize those 
organizations and their content on CRT. This is seemingly a quick and 
effective solution for digital platforms. It would not require the removal of 
content without further review, but still reaches a large amount of content 
and could be done by AI moderation. 

In addition to enforcement, there is a question of whether platforms 
should be held responsible for allowing the negative and largely false 
narrative surrounding CRT to spread in the fashion that it did. The ability of 
these messages to gain traction was the result of how social media is 
structured, along with the increased use by the public of social media for 
news. While these factors are seemingly out of the platform’s control, a 
platform’s algorithmic promotion of content is not. One may argue that 
digital platforms were negligent in allowing misleading information to 
spread because of their algorithmic promotion, which looks only to 
interactions with content and not to the information contained within the 
content that garners such high interaction levels.  

Digital platforms do not need to tear down and rebuild the algorithmic 
system as they know it; however, there are some small changes that could be 
instituted to prevent similar problems in the future. For example, after posts 
get a certain number of interactions, it may be in a platform’s best interest to 
have a content moderator review the information to ensure that it is accurate 
or at least not harmfully misleading. Monitoring posts that are beginning to 
go viral does not mean that removal is the automatic solution, but it requires 
more thoughtful review by the platform. Because not every post on a 
platform goes viral, these posts are easier to spot and keep track of than the 
millions of pieces of user generated content that are created every minute on 
a platform. After content meets a threshold of interactions that the platform 
deems as the early stages of virality, human content moderators could review 
it and flag it for misinformation, reduce its appearance on people’s media 
feeds, or, if necessary, remove it. This would at least slow the process of 
algorithmic promotion of incorrect information. 

Possibly the most promising solution is known as prebunking—that is, 
teaching users how to spot misinformation before they even encounter it.136 
Prebunking involves exposing individuals to the impacts of “emotional 
language, fake experts, and conspiracy theories” in a simulation manner with 
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the hopes that the individual will be better at spotting examples of this in the 
real world.137 There has even been a video game titled “Bad News” that 
“simulates a social media feed to teach participants how to distinguish 
between real and fake news headlines.”138 It is possible that platforms could 
adopt a similar concept—if not a video game, maybe a quiz—that is a part 
of their terms and conditions to create an account on their website. Before 
users can actively contribute content to the service, they must understand 
what misleading information looks like. This would help get ahead of the 
problem rather than coming up with reactive solutions on the backend. Early 
research by the American Psychology Association has shown that if 
individuals are shown a piece of misleading information and are then told 
how they may be misled by the information, “[when] they encounter that 
misinformation later, it no longer sticks.”139 

Digital platforms are not innocent bystanders in promotion of anti-CRT 
rhetoric. They created the environment where misleading content can thrive 
and have chosen not to act for fear of seeming political. While the solution 
may not be readily present, platforms hold responsibility for this result. 

CONCLUSION 

Critical race theory has a long history in American scholarship, with 
valuable lessons to teach. Villainizing CRT creates division and erases the 
beneficial lessons that CRT has to offer. Social media is the forum through 
which nearly all misleading information of CRT has been shared and created. 
The speed at which information travels on social media, coupled with the use 
by influential figures on the topic have created a wildfire that may be hard to 
put out. However, the aspects of social media that have caused the war on 
CRT to get out of hand are the same ones that allowed for individuals to 
attempt to combat the negative rhetoric surrounding the concept. While 
individuals have been generating the content about CRT, platforms hold 
some of the responsibility in letting it spread in the way it has—meaning 
they also have the power to try and implement solutions in content 
moderation to help curb the rapid spread of misleading information. 
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