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Evidence-Based Othering is the
strategic appropriation and distortion of
scientific findings by actors who reject expert
consensus to depict particular positions and
populations as inherently deviant or
threatening, thereby legitimizing

exclusionary measures under the guise of

objectivity
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Yes. These findings demonstrate that F'IT'ND:

Used the authority of science to create credibility

Reframed moral claims as a problem using evidence as a tool of boundary policing

Exploited the contingency of science, implying causality, and reducing acceptable “solutions”
Presented context-stripped evidence to control the messaging of their ideological aims
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Applied Interpretive Flattening to strip context, simplity complexity, and sanitize content to
steer audience towards pre-determined conclusions
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