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Background
= Conspiracy theories (CTs) are prevalent in societies

(e.g., Douglas, 2021; Jochen, 2020)
= ... at times also promoted in higher education

= Prior research has focused mainly on students — not on

faculty (e.g., Dyrendal & Jolley, 2020
= Faculty are epistemic authorities that can shape
students’ beliefs (Siegel et al., 2025)

Objectives

= Understand: prevalence, predictors, consequences
and responses to CTs in higher education

= Develop a multi-level framework (micro-meso—macro)

Research Question
How and why do faculty members endorse conspiracy
theories, and how can institutions respond effectively?

Key theoretical insights

= CTs = epistemically unwarranted beliefs lacking
evidence (Butter, 2020, van der Linden, 2023)

= They differ from scientific theories / thinking (among
others):
= not falsifiable
= often self-sealing (Lewandowsky et al., 2020)

= Faculty influence is particularly critical due to authority

Exemplary Implications:
= Do not suppress debate - raise epistemic standards
= Academic (relative) freedom # absolute freedom
= Universities should:
= provide supporting and reporting structures
= promote evidence-based teaching
= Faculty must:
= model critical thinking (van der Linden et al., 2020)
= avoid legitimizing misinformation
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“We don’t nheed no thought control”

What to do when faculty spread

conspiracy theories in the classroom

Predictors

*Individual Predictors: Include
factors like belief in the
paranormal, weaker analytical
thinking skills, and higher reliance
on intuition.

*Institutional Predictors: Note
the influence of academic culture
and the perceived credibility of
faculty as sources.

*External. Predictors: Consider
societal trust levels, media
influence, and prevalence of
misinformation

Microlevel: Individual(s)
Mesolevel: Institution

Macrolevel: Society

Strategies

Individual Level: Self-monitoring & professional
development aimed at enhancing critical thinking and
evidential reasoning among faculty.

Institutional Level: Implementing policies that promote
academic integrity, including guidelines for information
vetting and dissemination.

Community Level: Creating platforms for open dialogue
and critical discussion among faculty about the nature and
impact of CTs.

Societal Level: Engaging with public discourse on the
importance of scientific literacy and the responsibilities of
educators as credible sources of information.

Faculty Members
Endorsing Conspiracy
Theories

Consequences

*On Students: Misguided beliefs,
erosion of critical thinking, and
vulnerability to misinformation.
*On Faculty: Compromise of
professional integrity and erosion
of trust in academic expertise.
*On HEIs: Damage to institutional
reputation and trust in science
and academia at large.

*On Society: Promotion of
divisiveness, harm to specific
groups, and societal radicalization
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“We don’t need no thought control”: dealing with faculty
members spreading conspiracy theories

7

-

~

-——-————-—————————-

.y

Prof. Dr. Martin Daumiller,

martin.daumiller@psychologi

e.uni-freiburg.de
University of Freiburg

Dr. phil. Stefan T. Siegel,
stefan.siegel@unisg.ch
University of St Gallen

Eliane Troxler,
Eliane.troxler unisg.ch
University of St Gallen

University of St.Gallen (HSG)
www.unisg.ch/



mailto:stefan.siegel@unisg.ch
https://www.alexandria.unisg.ch/entities/publication/da697c4d-3e5a-4758-86e2-a0193941ba62
https://www.alexandria.unisg.ch/server/api/core/bitstreams/e8ea5dbe-fef4-40d8-97c2-a7d837b5aa99/content
mailto:stefan.siegel@unisg.ch
mailto:stefan.siegel@unisg.ch

	Foliennummer 1

