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Stream Proposal
A defining challenge of the digital era is the preservation of public knowledge against structural biases and systematic distortion. This necessitates a critical examination of how power dynamics, ideological frameworks, and asymmetrical participation influence ostensibly neutral knowledge infrastructures. 
Evidence increasingly suggests that Wikipedia, despite its seemingly egalitarian vision, is susceptible to systematic biases. Ideological, political, and corporate actors have been reported to exploit anonymity and the platform’s consensus-based governance to institutionalize strategic framing and partisan narratives. These epistemic concerns are not confined to Wikipedia. Emerging platforms like Grokipedia introduce novel risks through their reliance on opaque data pipelines. Comparative analysis reveals that online encyclopedias such as Wikipedia, Grokipedia, and Justapedia do not merely vary in tone; rather, they construct fundamentally different interpretive frames for the same historical and political phenomena. These divergences are systematic, rooted in contrasting governance models and editorial norms. Such systemic variations are critically consequential because they operate under the guise of objective facticity. 
In the current post-truth era, characterized by a breakdown of shared reality and the proliferation of partisan narratives, the appearance of neutrality and factual certainty grants online encyclopedias disproportionate influence over public understanding, while masking the structural conditions under which knowledge is produced, filtered, and legitimized.
Encyclopedic bias cannot be understood in isolation from search engines and AI systems. Search rankings, featured snippets, and knowledge panels routinely privilege a single encyclopedic source, granting it disproportionate epistemic authority while suppressing plurality and contestation. As encyclopedic content increasingly feeds large language models and AI-driven knowledge systems, platform-specific framings are embedded into downstream information environments, amplifying distortions and normalizing them as “common knowledge.”
This stream invites submissions from scholars examining bias in knowledge production within large, anonymized platform systems run by unidentified editors or black-box algorithms. Contributions are welcome from diverse methodological approaches, including computational linguistics, digital ethnography, and critical discourse analysis, that interrogate how editorial rules, sourcing hierarchies, participation regimes, and algorithmic infrastructures shape the production, stabilization, and circulation of knowledge. Research that employs an intersectional lens to examine how gendered, racialized, and ethnic identities are negotiated, marginalized, or erased within these digital archives is highly encouraged. Particular attention is given to studies addressing African and Global South contexts, without excluding significant empirical or theoretical contributions discussing other regional perspectives.
Subjects and Indicative Themes
· Global Knowledge Hierarchies: Centering the Global South and indigenous epistemologies within digital archives.
· Contested Narratives: Comparative analyses of divergent encyclopedic framing regarding controversial historical and political phenomena.
· Governance & Power: Critical examinations of editorial norms, consensus-building, and the mediation of knowledge disputes.
· The Myth of Neutrality: Theoretical and empirical critiques of epistemic authority and "objective" facticity in open-source systems.
· Intersectional Representation Gaps: Investigating systemic inequalities across gender, race, and geography in digital content production.
· Platform Interdependence: The role of search engine prioritization and knowledge panels in consolidating epistemic monopolies.
· The AI-Encyclopedia Nexus: Analyzing the flow of encyclopedic corpora into Large Language Models (LLMs) and downstream information environments.
· Knowledge Regimes: The emergence of alternative platforms and the pursuit of epistemic pluralism against dominant narratives.
· Epistemic Inclusion: Practical and theoretical strategies for elevating marginalized voices within digital knowledge infrastructures.
· Knowledge Integrity & Protection: Mechanisms to ensure the resilience and accuracy of knowledge ecosystems against systematic distortion and algorithmic bias.
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