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Some general critiques

1.

Video: opening segment (03:07-07:55) from start of tape to start of NASA rep
without comment.

Five strategies to hook the viewer. Working together, these techniques
powerfully slant the information in ways the viewers don’t notice.

a.

Set up viewers with balanced introduction.

Video: (03:07-04:30) Formal intro announcement: “The theories
expressed...”

"The following program deals with a controversial subject."

"The theories expressed are not the only possible interpretations.”
"Viewers are invited to make a judgement based on all available
information.”

Music to set a tone of mystery and foul play

Video: (04:30-04:40)

Accusatory-toned narration-constantly implying NASA has done
something terribly wrong

Example: Video: (17:30-17:55) after an ad break, “We’ve all been led to
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believe...” And notice the music. Just note this throughout video
excerpts.

d. Skeptical experts made to appear less credible
i Used sparingly
ii. Used after specific “evidence” presented to viewer, but
apparently not to them; expert remarks are correct, but general.
The viewer, after presented with specific evidence wants specific
counterpoints.

Video: (07:15-08:08) No stars. Why flag waving? No blast crater,
followed by NASA’s Brian Welch who most likely was not
responding to the evidence just presented. Unfair. Misleading.

e. Use of a psychological technique to get people to believe in some claim
(indoctrinate or “brainwash”). (Remember, in this course, | don’t teach
you what you are to believe; | teach what you are to understand.) This
technique was first conjectured by a classical Greek philosopher and
recently examined and supported by a psychology study in the 1990s.
This technique involves presenting a claim, then moving along to the
next claim or subject, without giving time for the recipient to critically
think about it. These claims are deposited in an unedited way in our
memories as being truth claims. We never notice their unexamined
status. This is a profound insight, actually. Just note this throughout
video excerpts; the producers themselves may not have had this insight;
they may have just wanted a fast-paced program.

Examining the claimed evidence and considering alternative explanations

1. Poor quality of video implying NASA did not want you to see the flaws in their
stage set.

2. No stars seen



Page 3

. Was the lunar lander just a stage prop?

. Absence of rocket motor noise in NASA videotapes

. ““If the lander was so unstable and difficult to fly in the controlled environment
of earth, then how could the LEM land flawlessly in the alien environment of
the moon?”’

. No blast crater

. Why no-dust-on-landing-pad?

. How could the flag wave without air?

. Camera couldn’t be seen by astronauts-Hasselblad engineer
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Artificial Lighting—Two shadow directions “Conspiracy theorists point out
that lighting was a serious flaw in the lunar photos.”

Light backfill in shadows

The allegedly removable LM in front of mountains

The ““problem” of the *““+” signs—cross-hair fiduciary marks

The killing radiation of the Van Allen Belts and the Sun

Conspiracy theory-NASA killed off astronauts.



