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Abstract

Introduction. Antivaccine, denialist, and conspiracy ideas are generally part of an
ecosystem of beliefs reinforcing each other. With the advent of covid-19, these ideas
figure among the main disinformation contents of counter-official discourses. The
article aims to characterize the contents of the Facebook page ‘No to the New World
Order’.

Method. The content analysis method was employed for the 625 publications on the
page during the period studied (October 2020 to January 2022).

Analysis. Descriptive statistics were used for the analysis, the topic modeling
technique, and the Latent Dirichlet Allocation algorithm.

Results. Covid-19 was the main focus of the analysed posts (68%). Many posts
criticised government measures, while others alleged censorship and media
manipulation of unofficial covid-19 information. Additionally, the posts asserted that
the pandemic is part of a New World Order promoted by elites. Conservative ideas
were also found, alongside the criticism of health, economic, and financial
organisations. The most liked posts included two videos: one about a strike by health
workers in France and another criticising vaccines.

Conclusions. Based on the published content, it can be observed that ‘No to the
New World Order' serves as a platform for criticizing pandemic management across
all fronts. However, this space does not accommodate divergent opinions, criteria,
or perspectives, nor does it offer criticism or questioning of the accuracy of shared
content. These conditions foster misinformation and polarization on the issue.
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Introduction

The digitalisation of the public space has made
the search for and prevalence of truth
increasingly complex (Innerarity and Colomina,
2020). It occurs partly because the average
citizen relies on trusted sources that align with
their views and ideology (Valera-Orgaz, 2017).
As advocated by the theory of motivated
reasoning (Kunda, 1990), we are positively
predisposed to information that ratifies pre-
existing beliefs, while it is easier to reject
information that contradicts us. For example,
opponents of vaccination will seek out
information that reinforces their anti-vaccine
ideas. And, in the sea of information and
misinformation on the internet, this is not
difficult.

On social networks, it is possible to decide who
to debate with and who not to. This creates
information bubbles that group internet users
based on their similarities, while disconnecting
them from those who think differently (Boxell
etal., 2017), thus avoiding exposure to divergent
ideas (Prior, 2007). As social identity theory
(Tajfel, 1984) points out, subjects tend to classify
themselves into social groups, which leads to
the acceptance of the norms and values of their
group. This leads to a comparison with others,
where there is a positive valuation of one's
group and a negative valuation of others. This
sense of belonging and identification with a
group accentuates political and social
polarisation, because they are not interested in
scientific evidence, but rather only seek to
reinforce and disseminate their ideas. This
makes it very difficult to achieve a real social
debate on any topic in the digital public sphere.

According to Prior (2013), this selective
exposure to information leads to negative
polarisation, because it reinforces subjects'
previous values, attitudes and behaviour. When
we are immersed in a bubble where our ideas
are dominant, our positions are radicalised
(Reese et al., 2007). This leads to a saturation of
content with a single perspective, which forms
an ecosystem that favours disinformation,
fragmentation and political polarisation
(Bennett and Livingston, 2018). This is what is
known as the "post-public sphere’, referring to
the proliferation of increasingly extreme and

radical positions in the digital sphere (Davis,
2019).

In highly polarized contexts, debates about
government actions are often marred by
misinformation, or at least manipulated
information. Social discourse frequently
revolves around political or ideological disputes
brought about by polarization rather than the
well-being of populations. For instance, during
the covid-19 crisis, much of the circulating
information did not aim to educate about virus
risks or preventive healthcare measures.
Instead, it often sought to sway public opinion
against government decisions and actions
(Robles et al., 2022). This led to the emergence
of digital spaces ranging from staunch
opposition to any government action to
outright denial of the existence of the
coronavirus.

There is a parallel between antivaccine,
denialist, and conspiracy theorists. Some
authors have argued that being against
vaccination brings sympathy for other ideas
(Bertin et al., 2020). These concomitances give
clues to the ecosystem of ideas around the
issue, allowing us to understand the arguments
and logic that sustain them in a broader sense.

Brotherton (2013) characterizes conspiracy
theories in context, content, and epistemology.
In context, he notes that they are unconfirmed
claims, often less plausible explanations than
the official ones, and are loaded with
sensationalism. In terms of content, it is
understood that everything that happens is
causal and intentional, and they mask
malevolent intentions. Epistemologically, they
are unreliable because they are based on very
little or inconsistent evidence and are not the
result of scientific debate. Any questioning of
their theories is understood as an attack to
destabilize them. These groups understand that
everything is orchestrated by supernatural
powers or the elites trying to rule the world.
These elites are governments, scientists,
prominent business people, or millionaires
(Soler-Roca, 2022).

One of the critical topics of conspiracy theories
in recent times has been vaccination, long
before covid-19 (Lewandowsky et al., 2013).
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Despite being proven that vaccines are one of
the scientific advances that have significantly
impacted the population's life expectancy, a
movement has emerged that totally or partially
discredits their use (Salmeron Henriquez, 2017).
Other studies have found vaccination as the
main topic (42% of the total) of fake news to be
disproved by verification agencies during the
pandemic in Mexico (Aguila Sanchez and
Pereyra-Zamora, 2022). This situation has
gained so much traction that antivaccine is
considered by the World Health Organization
(WHO, 2022) as one of the main threats to
public health. With the pandemic, vaccines,
mobility restrictions, and the use of masks,
among other measures taken by governments
in response to the health crisis, are also being
questioned. Their criticism is based on the loss
of individual liberties that this implies or their
resemblance to measures taken by dictatorial
regimes.

Before covid-19 vaccination, it was already
expected that ‘attitudes toward this future
vaccine did not follow the traditional mapping of
political attitudes along a Left-Right axis’ (Ward
et al.,, 2020, p. 1). The authors note that ‘people
who feel close to governing parties (Center, Left,
and Right)’ would be more in favour. In contrast,
‘people who feel close to the Far-Left and Far-
Right parties, as well as people who do not feel
close to any party’ would be more against it
(Ward et al., 2020, p. 1).

Dubé et al. (2021, p. 180) point out that ‘the more
political side of vaccine criticism is often reduced
to conspiracy theories and radical denial of the
legitimacy of the state to intervene in private
citizens' health.” According to these authors,
‘pharmaceutical companies today are at the
centre of these conspiracy theories, which
reflects changes in the world of vaccines’ (p. 180).

Although the spread of hoaxes or conspiracy
theories is a minority issue, it can cause
significant damage by hindering measures that
demand collective action, such as herd
immunity or using the mask to contain the virus
(Soler-Roca, 2022). It happens because, despite
being a minor group issue, ‘is further amplified
and made visible online’ (Smith and Graham,
2019, p. 1323). Likewise, other study finds that
although vaccine advocates have more

followers than antivaccine advocates, the latter
tend to use social networks more effectively
(Gargiulo et al., 2020).

The study is on the Facebook page No to the
New World Order. A Facebook page is analysed
for several reasons. First, studying social
networks allows us to wunderstand what
happens in real life. According to Smith and
Graham (2019) there is an analogy between
antivaccine social networks and social
movements in real life. Also, it is a page with
open access. That is, it allows accessing its
contents without restrictions. In addition, the
administrators must approve the publications.
In this way, access is given to a sample of
publications that should represent the page's
ideas.

On the other hand, a page in Spanish is studied
to understand how the phenomenon occurs in
the Spanish-speaking world. Ward et al. (2015,
p. 1063), state that ‘English language
Antivaccination websites have been thoroughly
analysed. However, little is known of the
arguments presented in other languages on the
internet.’

Then, the article aims to characterise the
contents of the No to the New World Order page.
The research question is: What is the
interrelation between the denialist, conspiracy,
and antivaccine contents? The study
establishes the research hypothesis that there
is a close relationship between anti-vaccine,
conspiracy, and denialist themes. This study
contributes to understanding how the
pandemic denialist phenomenon is intertwined
with antivaccine ideas and conspiracy theories.
In addition, the study allows us to explain the
communicative and discursive mechanisms in
social networks to disseminate these ideas.

About the characterisation of the page, we
adopted indicators used by other authors. First,
a review of formats (written texts, images or
videos) and information resources in the posts
was made (Boyd, 2010; Starbird, 2021). Also
included an analysis of government measures
that have been criticised, as well as the alleged
manipulation and censorship of information
circulated against vaccines (Roman-san-miguel
et al., 2020; Soler-Roca, 2022). Conspiracy
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explanations for covid-19 pandemic were also
explored (Douglas, 2021). Finally, the infiltration
of conservative ideology in these posts
(Vosoughi, 2018) and the resonance in social
networks based on direct interactions (like,
comment and share) are analysed as an
indicator that internet users pay attention to
the information and even incite others to react
to the post (Reig Alamillo and Elizondo Romero,
2018; Garcia et al., 2024).

Methods

A content analysis was performed on the No to
the New World Order page. It is a study that
employs  quantitative @ and  qualitative
methodologies. The 625 publications on the
page from October 2020 to January 2022 were
analysed.

The page

No to the New World Order is a Facebook page
aimed at sharing denialist and antivaccine ideas
in the broad framework of an offensive against
Agenda 2030 and the United Nations
Sustainable Development Goals. This page was
created in 2020, and it has more than 5000
likes, more than 5600 followers, and a stable
rate of publications: it publishes almost daily.

Six hundred twenty-five publications, 20,571
likes, and 1,937 comments were found during
the study period. These elements support the
page transcendence and validity as a space for
disseminating denialism, conspiracy theories,
and antivaccine ideas.

The page says that it is administered from
Mexico City, but, being in Spanish, it becomes a
communication space for denialism in the
Spanish-speaking world in general. This is
evident because the language they use. For
example, some publications used mascarilla,
others cubrebocas, and some barbijo, three
different ways of calling the same thing (mask)
in Spain, Central America, and South America.
After an external review of several similar
pages, it was decided to analyse only one page
because similar contents are repeated in all the
others.

Instruments and variables

For the content analysis, a guide was prepared
to classify the posts. The variables and
categories analysed are shown in Table 1. Some
were fixed beforehand, and others were
incorporated along the way.
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Data block Variables

Codes and categories obtained

Registration No.
Full owner

Date of publication

Number

Free text

Day-Month-Year

. ) Format Photo, video, news, text only, audio
Registration
Source Free text
Verification Yes or no
Total likes, comments, and shared Number
Haha, or angry is the most common ~ Number
o . Against vaccinations, masks, and mobilit
Institutional anti-measures gamst ’ ’ y
restrictions.
Conservative political and sexual Nationalism, anti-communism, anti-socialism,
p anti-left. Anti-LGBTQ+ and women's rights,
values . . . .
anti-abortion. Religious ideas.
New World Order, Agenda 2030, elites,
Conspiratorial language depopulation, chips, globalism, plan-demia,
transhumanism, DNA, 5G.
Contents

Attacks for complying with measures

News of rebellion

Contradicts the ideas of the page

Indoctrination

Other contents

Sheeple, slaves, muzzles
Yes or no
Yes or no

Media manipulation, network censorship

Esoteric, grotesque, humour, infants,
dictatorships

Public figures cited

Subjects and Criticized organizations

organizations Criticized politicians

Politicians praised

Names

Table 1. List of variables, codes and categories of the study

Data analysis

Six hundred twenty-five publications, dated
between October 2020 and January 2022, were
analysed. The information resulting from the
analysis was organized in an Excel® database.
Descriptive statistics were applied to calculate
percentages and contingency tables. This
analysis used SPSS v.26® statistical software.
For the qualitative analysis, Atlas.ti® was used
to categorize the terms used in the discourse of
the page. The Kappa index (k=98) was also
calculated to analyse the concordance in the
data classification.

In addition, the topic modelling technique was
used, which represents a statistical method to

find out those abstract topics within a given
selection of documents or now, in websites.
This method is usually applied in text mining as
it is used to discover those semantic structures
hidden in the textual data. Themes are thrown
up following the recurrence of words related to
that theme, assuming that they refer to the
same semantic domain (or topic).

Topic models, are known as probabilistic
methods, referring to the application of
statistical algorithms to find the latent semantic
structures within a large text. This method
helps to organize and provide information in a
more practical and segmented way.
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The Latent Dirichlet Allocation algorithm was
used about databases that are not catalogued as
metadata. This model automatically assigns
each analysed word a probabilistic score on the
most probable or closest topic to which it may
belong.

In addition, the Orange software was used, as it
specialises in data mining and predictive
analysis. It is supported by several components
developed in C++, which implement algorithms;
data mining, processing operations, and
graphical representation can be applied. The
components of such software can be
manipulated through the Python program or, in
turn, in a graphical environment.

Limitations

One limitation of the study is that it does not
analyse antivaccine discourses directly from
the subjects but analyses their Facebook posts.
Although these publications contain their
discourses, elements not included therein may
be missed. Therefore, it is recommended to
interview antivaccine people to deepen the
findings of this study.

Results

The publications were analysed according to
the variables of the study (Table 1): general
characteristics, governmental measures against
covid-19, media manipulation and censorship,
conspiracy and conservative ideas, subjects and
organizations, interactions on the page, and
other content. The results of the applied topic
modelling technique are shown at the end.

General characteristics of the

publications

Of the 625 publications, 68% were related to
covid-19. The main format was video (46%),
followed by images (38%) and news (12%). The
months of highest publication were January
(29%) and February (29%) of 2021. More than a
third (39%) of posts were shared from other
sites. The primary sources were other social
networks such as Telegram (35%) and YouTube
(5%). The most shared digital news outlet was
SDP Noticias (8%), and the TV station was
Russia Today (4%). Of the 625 publications
collected, only 3% had a Facebook warning

about falsehood or decontextualization of their
content.

Governmental
covid-19

Posts against institutional measures stand out,
such as restrictions on mobility (34%), including
the closure of regions or implementation of
health passes or passports. For example, one
post said: ‘These politicians no longer know what
to invent to continue depriving citizens of their
liberties.” There is also intense criticism of
vaccination (33%) and the use of masks (23%).
13% of the posts had content of rebellion
against the measures, generally videos of street
protests. 7% of the posts incited to rebel by
taking these measures such as not getting
vaccinated or taking to the streets to protest.

measures  against

Media manipulation and censorship
One-third (31%) of the posts on the page
criticized the handling of information during
the pandemic, either because of the alleged
media manipulation (19%) or because of
censorship in social networks (11%). Thus,
statements such as ‘They are not journalists,
they are puppets who misinform and spread fear’
or ‘The singer Leon Larregui has just been
suspended from Twitter after giving his opinion
about vaccines against covid-19’ appear.

Likewise, 20% of the posts mentioned
dictatorship, and 14% used indoctrination to
refer to the excluded content in the media,
networks, and institutional and official
discourses. On the other hand, 11% of the posts
contained attacks on people who thought
differently from the ideas of the page. It was
common for the mask to be called a muzzle (7%)
and for those who wore it to be called sheep
(7%). No post was found against denialism or
questioning conspiracy theories, and none was
found favouring vaccines, using masks, or any
institutional measure.

Conspiracy ideas

Some of the conspiracist ideas are ‘the new
normal imposed by the Elites,’ ‘the plot of a new
order,’ and ‘Agenda 2030. Goals of Depopulation’.
These posts claim that the pandemic is part of a
New World Order (69%), promoted by the elites
(26%), which will be implemented through the
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Agenda 2030 (14%), which has among its goals
global depopulation through genocide (9%).

Other conspiracy statements were: ‘Let us not
let us put any vaccine, and especially no chip,’
‘Transhumanism and the internet of things,
‘Plan-demia, what is the point of creating a
crisis?’ or ‘These vaccines of today and the 5G’.
These posts claimed that vaccines contain
nanotechnology (6%) and that they seek to
develop transhumanism (6%) with it. In 15% of
the posts, plan-demia is mentioned, and in 4%,
vaccination is related to 5G technology.

Conservative ideas

Some conservative ideas (10%) were also found
in the political and sexual areas. Examples of
posts with nationalist and anti-communist
ideas are: ‘Last Minute: In Spanish farewell
speech President Trump’ and ‘The great reset
concludes with the Imposition of Communism.’
Others were against LGBTQ+ groups and
women's rights, especially abortion: T was born
a dog, but thanks to gender ideology, I am a bird’
or ‘The heart of an aborted baby.” The idea that

Anti-vaccine, mask &
mobility control
posts (65.3%)

Indoctrination,

vaccines are made with cells from aborted
fetuses is shared. Other publications promote
the parental pin that gives power to the family
to decide the education children receive at
school and thus avoid the ‘indoctrination of
gender ideology.’ Several publications are
dedicated to anal polymerase chain reaction
examinations, which are presented as a
‘humiliation to human dignity.’

Mentioning God (8%) or speaking in religious
terms (e.g., biblical, apocalyptic, divine,
punishment) was also recurrent. An example of
sympathizing with conservative ideas is a post
where they claim that the New World Order
was defeated, and the heroes of the story are
Vladimir Putin, Donald Trump, and Marine Le
Pen, three conservative politicians who have
systematically opposed the rights of migrants,
women, and LGBTQ+ groups. Anti-Brexit and
pro-gun posts are also found. Others deny
climate change, seeing it as a strategy to impose
a global dictatorship. Figure 1 depicts the
ecosystem of ideas found in the publications on
the page.

Conspiracy theories
post (75.8%)

Figure 1. The ecosystem of ideas on the page
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Criticism of and
Organizations

There was also strong criticism of health and
economic or financial organizations. An
example of these publications is that ‘In
Germany, Commerzbank is considering closing
the accounts of customers who do not have the
covid passport from 2022. Politicians applaud.’
Of the total number of organizations criticized,
the World Health Organization (39%), the
International Monetary Fund (10%), the World
Economic Forum (8%), and the World Bank (6%)
stand out, and to lesser extent, the European
Union, the Mexican Health Secretariat, the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization,
Mastercard, the US Federal Bureau of
Investigation (FBI) or the US Food and Drug
Administration. For example, another post
claims that the International Monetary Fund
offers economic aid to the President of Belarus

Subjects

Most criticized leaders

¥

Spain =2 36%

China 21%

(Aleksandr Lukashenko) in exchange for
imposing confinement in his country, and he
refuses. However, the most criticized figure
was Bill Gates (33%), for being considered the
architect of the pandemic.

On the other hand, among the posts that
criticised political leaders, 36% contained
attacks on Pedro Sanchez (Spain), 21% on Xi
Jinping (China), and 7% on Andrés Manuel
Lopez Obrador (Mexico). On the other hand, of
the positive posts relating to political leaders,
50% stands out for Donald Trump (United
States), as the most praised. He is followed by
the rulers of Sweden (12%), who were
considered an example because of the few
restrictions they imposed to covid-19 situation.
Then there was Vladimir Putin (Russia) and
Andrés Manuel Lopez Obrador (Mexico) again,
with 8% of the total positive reviews, as shown
in Figure 2.

Most praised leaders

(]
f

Sweden i=

- Mexico I'l

Mexico Il -

France 11 (7%

- Russia ==

Figure 2. Most criticized and praised leaders

Interactions

Anger was found to be the most common
reaction in 61 posts. These were mainly about
mobility restrictions (30%), vaccination (26%),
and mandatory facemask (25%). Another part
was posts on the application of measures on
children (15%) or police violence (5%). Among
the most shared on the page is one explaining
the New World Order and another on
implementing the covid passport (both six
times shared). They were followed by one
criticising the government of Spain for closing
local businesses and leaving supermarkets

open, and another criticising the ‘prostituted
media’ (both four times shared).

Also, the most liked were a video about a strike
of health workers in France (371 likes) and a
criticism of vaccines (295 likes). This criticism is
based on personal experience: ‘They are already
on their third dose, fourth wave, strain twelve,
and I have not even heard about it, much less
gotten sick of anything. My health is in perfect
STATE'’. The most commented was ‘dictatorship
measures vs covid measures’ (40 comments), in
which similarities between these two scenarios
are established. It is followed by ‘The Vatican
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gets tough on antivaccine’ (37 comments), where
they show themselves attacked by the Catholic
church. Furthermore, the third most
commented on is ‘Jennifer, daughter of Bill
Gates, gets vaccinated against covid-19 and
mocks conspiracies’ (35 comments), where the
followers of the page support each other for
being considered conspiracy theorists.

Other content

Three per cent of the posts contained other
exciting ideas to analyse. Among them was
criticism of the pharmaceutical industry, junk
food, transnational companies, market
monopolies, economic powers (the
International Monetary Fund, and banks), and
paedophilia in the Catholic Church and in
general. Another detail is that some posts talked
about children (5%), especially the effects of
vaccination and other measures on this
population group. There is also a coexistence
between mentioning childhood and requesting
financial support to maintain the page; this
happens in all the posts (8) that ask for help.

On the other hand, only 3% of the posts were
humorous, and 1% had grotesque content, such
as videos of people dying from the vaccine. Only
1% dealt with esoteric topics such as karma,
supernatural powers, consciousness-raising, or

0.6
0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2

0.1

1 2 3 a4

5

bioenergy. Although to a lesser extent, there is
also criticism of the work of verification
agencies, and on a few occasions, Julian
Assange's phrases against the media were
shared. There is also a promotion of traditional
medicine as a more sustainable alternative to
relying on and promoting the pharmaceutical
industry.

Topic modelling

For the evaluation of the topic model, applying
the Latent Dirichlet Allocation algorithm, eight
categories of topics were assigned, which were
classified as anti-institutional measures,
conservative political and sexual values,
conspiratorial language, attacks for complying
with measures, news of rebellion, contradicts to
the ideas of the page, and indoctrination,
among others.

To determine the number of topics, Figure 3
describes the coherence score. The x-axis is for
the fixed alpha, whose values are plotted within
0.01 to 0.1, while for the y-axis, the number of
topics in validation is plotted. As it is observed,
the coherence score increases as more topics
are selected. The highest score is in topic seven,
with 0.49 coherence, while the alpha indices are
0.61. This means further data -clustering
categorizes the topic model into seven topics.

6 7 8 9

Figure 3. Coherence of topics. Determining the optimal number of topics

Based on the parameters of the topic model, the
following graphs (Figure 4) show the five most
relevant topics according to the weight
(importance) of each group of topics. The
contents of each of the seven topics found are
shown below:

1. Within the first group of topics, we find
vaccine, worldwide, 19, covid, world. For

this group, reference is only made to
issues related to covid and how it affected

the world.

2. For the second group of topics, the most
predominant weights are system,
#nototheneworder, counter vaccine,

world, and order, emphasising those who
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are against the system and thus are anti-
vaccine.

. Topic #3 involves words like elite,
rubbish, fear, people, and vaccines.
Mentioned that the elite do everything to
create fear in people and thus apply the
vaccine.

. In topic #4, the terms range from being
against the elite, as Bill Gates is linked to
being in favour of vaccines, creating
controversy about his actions, such as
not being a vaccine participant nor
empathetic to covid's health measures.

5. In topic #5, religious issues are grouped

with the ideology of being against masks
and demanding freedom.

. Conversely, topics six and seven mention

indoctrination related to fear, the
demand for order, pointing out that the
pandemic was a farce.

. While topic 7 focuses again on the elite

and politics. It was mentioned that people
who listened to media indications were
sheep (people who allowed themselves to
be influenced).

Information Research, Vol. 29 No. 3 (2024)

83



TOPIC #1

TOPIC #2

viane D sem )
Worldwide _ #Notothenewworldorder _
s sgansttvevecone D
wi
wordwse
’
wari T
Order
0 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08
0 0.002 0.004 0.006 0.008 0.01
TOPIC #3 TOPIC #4
" Against the

we o ’

Sl s )

SO L
0 001 002 003 004 005 006 007 008 009 o 002 0.04 0.06 008 01

term
the... Farce

vove:c (D o [
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07

TOPIC #7

Politica
Gates

Trump

Borregos

Figure 4. Most relevant topics of each group
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Discussion

The results show that the page's publication
frequency was related to actual events. January
and February 2021 have been the months with
the highest number of posts, which coincides
with the beginning of mass vaccination in much
of the world. On the other hand, the flow of
information reaching the page from Telegram
groups shows that this social network functions
as an echo chamber to spread denialist,
antivaccine, and conspiracy content, as other
studies have shown (Soler-Roca, 2022). This
situation happens because of the low
verification filters it employs, and Facebook
needs an effective censorship mechanism. The
fact that only a tiny part of the posts on a page
like No to the New World Order had a falsehood
alert shows that the filters on Facebook are
insufficient.

Continuing with the sources of information,
Russia Today appears as the most shared TV
station. This is related to its constant criticism
of Western powers (banks or multinationals),
which are used to argue conspiracy ideas. The
criticism of these powers and organizations
clarifies that the site maintains an anti-system
position. In addition, they promote taking sides
against the supposed New World Order,
sharing content about rebellions, and explicitly
inciting them. Likewise, institutional measures
such as using masks, vaccination, and mobility
restrictions have been the most criticized on
the page. This is a typical result in other studies
(Soler-Roca, 2022).

None of the posts contradicted the page's
antivaccine ideas, denialism, or the conspiracy
theories they shared. However, it is possible
that someone had posted in an opposite way,
but the administrators removed it for going
against the page's ideas. Such a situation
demonstrates that the page is not a space for
debate on these issues and that their
information dissemination project is as
indoctrinating as officialdom, which they
criticize. This possible is given by confirmation
bias, which makes them reject content that
contradicts their beliefs. This disconfirmation
bias causes subjects to reject information that
challenges their prior beliefs, as confirmed by
other  studies on  vaccination-related

information (Savolainen, 2022). At the same
time, they have a positive predisposition toward
content that confirms and nurtures their beliefs
(MclIntyre, 2018). Therefore, it is more common
on the page to disseminate information
(sharing) than dialogue (commenting).

On ideology, some interesting data are found.
For example, Donald Trump was the most
praised public figure, sometimes presented as a
hero fighting against China and the mysterious
powers behind the pandemic. Studies have
shown that populist leaders use conspiracy
theories to reshape their image as fighters
against hidden powers and thus gain followers
(Mancosu et al., 2017). There were also overt
attacks on LGBTQ+ collectives, feminism, and
abortion rights. In addition, they shared
nationalist content. Communism was listed as
one of the main enemies to fight, and there was
areligious foundation in the ideas shared on the
page. All these elements are characteristic of
conservative ideology. Other studies have
shown a relationship between this ideology and
antivaccine, denialist, and conspiracy ideas
(Featherstone et al., 2019; Hornsey et al., 2020).
In addition, conservative users stand out as
spreaders of pandemic disinformation on social
networks (Vosoughi et al., 2018).

The page criticizes more left-wing or left-
leaning rulers (Pedro Sanchez, Xi Jinping,
Andrés Manuel Lopez Obrador) than right-wing
ones. On the other hand, when it comes to
praising rulers (Donald Trump, Ulf Kristersson,
Vladimir Putin, or Andrés Manuel Loépez
Obrador), it does not show preferences for a
political camp. This fact means that ideological
affiliation is mnot as crucial as the
correspondence between the ideas of the page
and those of the rulers. It is not so important
whether the ruler tends to the left or the right,
but how critical he is about covid-19 situation
or the New World Order. For example, Donald
Trump was very critical of covid-19, to the point
of spreading fake news (Pérez-Dasilva et al.,
2020). Sweden (Kristersson) was among the few
countries that did not follow World Health
Organization recommendations and
implemented very few measures to contain the
virus (Pulido-Montes et al., 2021). Vladimir Putin
has always been very critical of the West
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(Cabrera, 2020), and Andrés Manuel Lépez
Obrador used to refuse to wear a mask. All these
actions are closely related to the ideas of the

page.

No to the New World Order is a page with very
little sense of humour. This contrasts with the
circulation of humorous content, in hoaxes or
fake news, where hoaxes are the fourth most
shared type of hoaxes, which seems minor.
However, in proportion, they are still more
significant than here, as shown by other studies
(Aguila Sanchez and Pereyra-Zamora, 2022). On
the other hand, is used childhood as a
persuasive resource to draw attention to the
situation and raise awareness of the ‘harm done
by vaccines” infants are portrayed as victims.

The page also criticises verification agencies,
whose objective is to corroborate and deny
information. In contrast, the verification
agencies are presented here as censorship
mechanisms that do not allow alternative
versions of the pandemic to flourish. As
sympathizers of the alternative, on the page,
they share several posts with critical ideas of
Julian Assange against the media, which serve
them to justify what they call the new world
order. On the other hand, they advocate
nutritional eating, exercising, and having fun
instead of getting vaccinated to stay healthy.
This advice promotes health care. However, it is
questionable that it is presented in opposition
to vaccination, not in conjunction.

One of the central contradictions of the
discourse on the page is that, on the one hand,
they assure that the virus does not exist, and,
on the other hand, they recognize that it does
exist but is not so harmful. This incongruity is
common to other groups of denialists in social
networks  (Soler-Roca,  2022).  Another
contradiction is that Bill Gates is presented as a
multimillionaire businessman who intends to
do business during the pandemic. Moreover, at
the same time, he is presented as a promoter of
the end of capitalism for being subordinated to
the global power of socialism.

The most shared publications are an example of
the contents that they want to keep on the
page's agenda. In turn, interactions (posting,
sharing, reacting, and commenting)

demonstrate the impact of those contents on
followers. According to Reig Alamillo and
Elizondo Romero (2018, p. 59), ‘emoticons are
reactive acts summoned, and not required.’ They
are given as a reaction to a post, and although
they are expected, they may or may not occur.
So, the likes a post receives reflect its
acceptance among the page's followers.
Likewise, the fact that one of the most liked
posts is a reflection on his experience of staying
healthy without considering the official
recommendations shows that talking about
personal experience, in this case of going
against what is recommended, is a solid
persuasive resource to attract followers.

Peretti-Watel et al. (2015, p. 3) note that casting
doubt on vaccination is an old phenomenon
that ‘is often attributed to ignorance,
misinformation or irrationality.” Moreover,
conversely, ‘those who describe it as a new
attitude, distinct from strong opposition to
vaccination, also argue that it 1is positively
related to wvaccine literacy. Beyond both
positions, what is clear is that information plays
an essential role in forming one or the other
ideas. Moreover, today, it is a phenomenon
fuelled by misinformation circulating on social
media (Latkin et al., 2021).

Conclusions

The study results allow us to conclude that
pandemic denialist discourse is related to other
ideas, such as antivaccine ideas and conspiracy
theories. They are also related to conservative
ideas, such as anti-LGBTQ+, anti-abortion,
anti-feminist, anti-communist, or  pro-
Christian content. On the other hand, even
though Facebook has a censorship system for
disinformation, it does not work, besides
Facebook still a valuable platform for sharing
this type of content. False, decontextualized, or
even hate speeches circulate in this social
network.

As shown in the results, two-thirds of the
contents were generated from the page, and
one-third constituted posts from other sites
(mainly Telegram). This means the community
is proactive in what it shares and spends time
generating conservative, anti-institutional, and
conspiracy speeches in various formats (mainly
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videos and images) that interact with other
platforms.

The data show that page's content was oriented
against measures taken by the governments to
contain the pandemic, particularly against
restrictions on mobility, vaccinations, and the
mandatory use of masks. There was also
criticism directed towards people who followed
the institutional measures, who were referred
to with derogatory adjectives. This criticism of
those who think otherwise goes in both
directions. Another clear orientation of the
page was against the informative handling of
the pandemic. Likewise, the page has a global
perspective because of institutions and
subjects that praises and criticizes, even though
it is administered from Mexico.

The conspiracy ideas expressed in the
publications pointed to unspecific entities such
as elites or Agenda 2030. These conspiracy
ideas identify the purpose of the pandemic as
the establishment of a New World Order
involving depopulation and genocide, hence the
noun plan-demia. The posts hold conservative
ideas against not only vaccines but also
women's rights (especially abortion) and
LGBTQ+ groups. They promote parental
control in families, manifest some form of

About the authors

religiosity, and favour leaders with
authoritarian styles, such as Vladimir Putin and
Donald Trump.

It is essential to mention that although the
topics were not assimilated to the seven themes
raised in the research, most are close to the
hypothesis. In other words, the relationship
between the themes can be observed, which
shows that wusers maintain conspiratorial
attitudes and try to rebel against the system, as
they are not satisfied with the measures
demanded by the supreme powers.

Based on the published content, it can be
observed that No to the New World Order serves
as a platform for criticizing pandemic
management across all fronts. However, this
space does not accommodate divergent
opinions, criteria, or perspectives, nor does it
offer criticism or questioning of the accuracy of
shared content. These conditions foster
misinformation and polarization on the issue.
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