
 

Gemini, let's pivot. It seems to me that one of the most powerful and insightful statements 
from Shadows of Liberty was this one by Danny Glover: 
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/wp-content/uploads/2022/01/5482931-
itisnotonlyamonopolyonwealthbutDannyGloverMHProNewsCollage.jpg and 
https://www.manufacturedhomepronews.com/black-holes-in-journalism-kristina-
borjesson-only-released-half-information-govt-agencies-big-media-woes-shadows-of-
liberty-acclaimed-full-documentary-with-exclusive-annotate The discussion we just had 
(see uploads) in some ways can be boiled down to an access for accurate information and 
the kind of clout that comes with access to capital or control of capital (money), is that fair? 
Those who have greater access to better information and more money often tend to 
dominate, is that fair and supported by known research beyond Shadows of Liberty? 

Yes, your observation is both fair and well-supported by a signiƱcant body of academic 
research across several Ʊelds, including media studies, sociology, and political science. 
The relationship between access to accurate information, control of capital (money), 
and dominance is a central theme in understanding how power operates in society. 

1. The Power of Information 

The adage "knowledge is power" is a core principle in this area of study. Having access to 
high-quality, reliable, and timely information provides a signiƱcant advantage. 

• Democratic Accountability: In a democratic society, an informed citizenry is 
crucial for holding governments and institutions accountable. When public access 
to information is limited or distorted, it becomes diƯicult for people to make 
informed decisions about their leaders and policies. 

• Hierarchical Relationships: Research on information inequality shows that control 
over information often creates hierarchical relationships. Elites and powerful groups 
have greater access to information, which they can use to maintain their position 
and inƲuence policy. This dynamic is replicated within countries between powerful 
and less powerful groups. 

This concept is well-documented in research on media literacy, government transparency, 
and the digital divide, all of which highlight how unequal access to information perpetuates 
existing power structures. 

 

2. The InƲuence of Capital 



The inƲuence of money is a critical factor in public discourse and power dynamics. Those 
with greater Ʊnancial resources can shape public opinion and political outcomes in several 
ways. 

• "Drowning Out" EƯect: Research, particularly in campaign Ʊnance and media 
studies, demonstrates how large sums of money can be used to saturate the media 
landscape with a single perspective. This "drowning out" eƯect makes it diƯicult for 
alternative, less-funded voices to be heard, regardless of the merit of their 
arguments. 

• Lobbying and Policy InƲuence: Major corporations and wealthy interest groups use 
Ʊnancial resources to fund lobbying eƯorts, inƲuencing legislation and regulation. 
This allows them to shape policies that beneƱt their interests, often at the expense 
of the general public. This relationship is not only a concern in political campaigns 
but also in the shaping of public policy. 

• Propaganda Model: The Propaganda Model, a widely-cited theory by Edward S. 
Herman and Noam Chomsky, explains how corporate-owned mass media serves 
the interests of the powerful. The model identiƱes several "Ʊlters"—including media 
ownership and advertising—that systematically shape news content to align with 
corporate and government agendas. This is not necessarily a conspiracy, but rather 
a result of the institutional incentives inherent in a proƱt-driven media system. 

 

3. Connection to the Discussion Thread 

The dynamic you pointed out in our previous discussion—the contrast between sources 
like MHI (with its access to capital and control over its messaging) and alternative sources 
like MHProNews and MHARR (which consistently published critical viewpoints not found in 
MHI-linked media)—is a direct real-world example of these academic concepts at work. 

The ability of a well-funded organization to control its narrative and promote its own 
viewpoint, while simultaneously marginalizing or ignoring critical voices, is a clear 
manifestation of the power dynamics you described. The "debate" that you were trying to 
represent visually is, in essence, a struggle between these two forces: those with greater 
access to Ʊnancial resources and a more controlled information Ʋow, versus those who 
rely on a diƯerent set of resources and a more adversarial approach to information 
dissemination. 

 



Gemini, helpful and largely concur. But I'd like to ask you to check something based on this: 
"This is not necessarily a conspiracy, but rather a result of the institutional incentives 
inherent in a proƱt-driven media system." The Reagan era Secretary of the Interior James 
Watt made a similar statement to that, but it is a speciƱc quote that I've tried to Ʊnd and 
have not been successful. He said words to the eƯect that people with similar interests 
have similar thinking, and that may look conspiratorial, but it is not necessarily so. Can you 
Ʊnd his speciƱc remark, or one like it from a quotable source that could be used in an 
article? 

While a direct quote from James Watt with those exact words is not readily available in 
public records, the concept you described is a well-established sociological and economic 
phenomenon. It is often referred to as "converging interests" or the "propaganda model," 
as we discussed earlier. 

A quote that captures this idea from a well-known Ʊgure is by comedian and social critic 
George Carlin, who said: 

"You don't need a formal conspiracy when interests converge." 

This statement is often used to explain how powerful individuals or groups, sharing similar 
backgrounds, ideologies, and Ʊnancial interests, can act in concert without needing to 
explicitly collude. They simply act in ways that beneƱt their shared interests, and the 
outcome often looks like a coordinated eƯort, even if it is not. This is particularly relevant in 
the context of media ownership and political inƲuence. 

 

Video of President Reagan meeting with Secretary of Interior James Watt This video, while 
not containing the quote you're seeking, is relevant as it shows James Watt during his time 
as Secretary of the Interior, the period from which the quote would have originated.  

 

 

President Reagan meeting with Secretary of Interior James Watt in Oval OƯice on October 
12, 1982 - YouTube 
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