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Ozet: Bu makale kapitalizmin insan, toplum, bilgi toplumu, toplum gelismesi,
uygarlasma, demokratiklesme ve etik gibi kavramlastirmalarla onde gelen
varsayimlarinin gercek yasam pratikleri 1s18inda irdelemekte ve gergegin egemen
aciklamalardan ¢ok farkli oldugunu, aslinda kapitalist sistemin ABD’de ve diinyadaki
uygulamalarinin insan ve toplum i¢in kriz yarattigini belirtmektedir. Makale
demokratik kendi kendine yonetimde ABD sisteminin egemen uygulamalarmin
istenmeyen bir kriz yarattifi kuramsal varsayimini destekleyen bir bir tartisma
sunmaktadir. Bu baglamda krizlerin sonuglar1 demokratik kendi kendine yonetimle
iligkili etik uygulamalar1 giigsiizlestirmektedir. Engelleyen baskilar ve karsitliklar
kamusal enformasyon akisini saglayan gorevliler ve denetimciler i¢in rutin hale
gelmistir. Resmi politikalara “cklemlenmemeyi” tercih eden muhabirlere ABD
yonetim birimleri gozdag1 vermekte ve rahatsiz etmektedir. Tekellesen basin daima
kara odaklanir ve otodenetimi taahhiit eder; ama ayn1 zamanda da haber sunmay1
azaltarak, haber siitunlarinin boyutunu kiigtiltiip reklamlara oncelik verir. Kapitalist
birikimin karakterindeki biiyiik doniiglimler, tamamlayicilart olan anti-demokratik
baskilar1 kullanmaktadir. Denetim 6nlemleri sadece kriz yonetimi amaciyla degil ayni
zamanda ekonomi politigin yeniden giindeme gelmis bir alaninin iginde ortak bir kar
elde etme amacimi korumak i¢in de yenilenmektedir. Enformasyonun
diizenlenmesindeki krizin bizatihi kendisi direnci kiskirtirken, politik ekonomiye
hakim olan kriz giderek daha da gériiniir hale gelmektedir. Demokratik kendi kendine
yonetimin etigi i¢in, egemen kurumlar tarafindan benimsenen kiigiik gérme tutumunu
etkisizlestirmeye ¢alistik¢a ve farkli bir enformasyon toplumu i¢in miicadele ettikge
farkl girisimlerin politik olarak birlesmeye baglayacagini umut ediyoruz.

Anahtar kelimeler: kapitalist etik, medya etigi, sansiir, enformasyon kontrolii
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Ana akim soylem, gelismekte olan enformasyon toplumunun,
kurumlarimizi insanilestirdigini ve daha demokratik bir diizeni baslattigini
otuz yildir dile getirmektedir.” Gergek ise farklidir: ABD enformasyon
diizenleme sisteminin bizatihi kendisi, demokratik kendi kendine yonetimde,
sakli derin anlamlar ile etik uygulamalarin ic¢inde istenmeyen bir Kkriz
yaratmaktadir. Bu olumsuz iddianin kanit1 nedir?

1. Mevcut sosyalizmin yikiligi, kiiresel bir uyuma yol a¢mamustir.
Kapitalizme yonelik segeneklerin alani1 daraldik¢a ve dagildikca, tam aksine
kapitalizm i¢indeki bunalimlar ve zorlanmalar da yeniden goriiniir hale
gelmistir. Boylece, eski ekonomik felaket yeniden ortaya ¢ikmistir. Yeniden
uyanan kapitalistler arasi rekabet, asir1 tiretimin istikrasizligi durumuna neden
olmustur.’> Mevcut piyasa iiretilen tiim otomobilleri i¢ine alamazken, hala yeni
otomobil fabrikalar1 insa edilmeye devam edilmektedir. Buna ragmen, bu
durum gitgide genellesir ve miizmin bir hal alirken, kar sikintist ve hatta
biiytik bir ekonomik krize dogru bir egilim gelismektedir. Bunun cezasini
kim ¢ekecektir? Bu ceza kime verilebilir? Ticari ve mali dengesizlikler ve
yiksek teknoloji spekiilasyonlarindaki biiyiik dalgalanmalar, hizla ulus-
Otesilesen kapitalizmi istikrarsizlastirirken, bu sorularin cevaplart siddetle
acillik kazanmaktadr.*

Elit kesim tarafindan digerlerinin istiine yiiklenen isler, bu koklesmis
islevsizliklerinin zararli etkileri hem uluslararasi hem de ulusal ag¢idan
gortinmektedir.

Tarihgiler, ABD’nin ii¢ politik kaygisindan hangisinin Irak’taki savag
konusunda oncelikli neden oldugu hakkinda anlasmazliga diisebilirler:
bolgesel gii¢ dengesini yeniden kurma girisimi; yavas yavas azalmakta olan
enerji stoklar1 i¢in garantili bir erisime karar vermek; ya da tirmanista olan
kapitalistler arasi rekabet ve ekonomik dengesizliklere cevap bulma g¢abasi.
Bu faktorlerden ticli de hayati 6neme sahiptir, fakat ticlinciisii digerlerinden
ayrilmalidir. Tirmanigta olan ticari dengesizlikler ve biitce agiklarindan

? Daniel Bell, The Coming of the Postindustrial Society. New York: Basic Books,
1973. Sert bir yorum i¢in bkz. Vincent Mosco, The Digital Sublime. Cambridge:
MIT Press, 2004.

3 Robert Brenner, The Boom and the Bubble. New York: Verso, 2002.

* Gabriel Kolko, “Weapons of Mass Financial Destruction,” Le Monde Diplomatique
Ekim 2006: 1-3; Claudio Borio, “Monetary and Prudential Policies at a Crossroads?
New Challenges in the New Century,” Bank for International Settlements, BIS
Working Papers 216, Eyliil 2006.
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kaynaklanan ABD savunmasizligimin gitgide artmasi, bdlgenin enerji
kaynaklar1 i¢in uluslararast erisim konusunda ABD’nin  kararimi
hizlandirmistir’.  Baglica amag, yaygin ABD egemenliginin temelini
destekleyen kaynaktan ¢ikan petrol zengini iilkelerin (ve muhtemelen, olasi
rakip sponsorlarin) girisimlerini 6nceden satin almak olmustur. Irak’taki
cokiintii, tistdiizey siyasetgiler arasinda bile, giderek biiyliyen bir siiphe ile
dile getiriliyor, fakat Orta Dogu ve Orta Asya’y1r kusatma stratejisi, ABD
askeri iisleriyle birlikte, kesinlikle yerinde duruyor.®

ABD’nin ulusal kosullart nelerdir? Giiniimiizde her ulus, elitler tarafindan
ulus-6tesi sermaye birikimi yapisini desteklemek i¢in kendi yerel sosyal ve
politik iliskilerini yeniden diizenleme gérevi ile yiikimlii tutulur.” ABD’de,
sosyalist muhaliflerin alt edilmesi, is¢i sendikalarinin giiciiniin zayiflatilmasi,
sermayenin hareketinin artirilmasi, su¢ ortakligi yapan holdinglesmis medya
ve politik agidan iyi organize olmus sag kesim ile, elitler ulusal ¢ogunluga
ayricalik vermediler. ABD sirketlerinin karlar1 kirk yildir en yiiksek degerlere
ulaginca, is¢i smifinin yasam standartlarina, is¢i haklarma, emeklilik
sistemine, okullara, ¢evre kosullarina, saglik sigortasi sistemine ve kamusal
sagliga kars1 siirekli olarak saldir1 yapilmustir.®

Ulke digindaki savaslar ve igerideki sert (ekonomik) kosullar enformasyon
diizeni sistemine zarar vermistir. Propaganda ve ideolojik giidimleme,
gozetim ve diger tiim denetim tedbirleri tarihsel olarak doruk noktasina
ulasmistir. Bu enformasyon denetiminin baglica amaci, tahminen
maddilestirilecek ve boylece, gerileyen politikalar1 takip etmesi i¢in pazar
sisteminin ¢ikarlarimin serbest kalmasini saglayacak ekonomik, politik, ¢evre
ve halk sagliyla ilgili krizleri idare etmek ve yoniinii degistirmektir.

Bu baglamda krizlerin sonuglari demokratik kendi kendine yo6netimle
iligki halinde olan etik uygulamalar gii¢siizlestirmektedir.

2. Engelleyen baskilar ve karsitliklar, kamusal enformasyon akigini temin
eden ‘“demokrasinin oksijenini” saglamak igin c¢alisan gorevliler ve

> Uzlasimer bir bakis agist i¢in bkz. Noam Chomsky, “Beyond the Ballot,”
CounterPunch 2005.

6 Chalmers Johnson, The Sorrows of Empire. New York: 2004.

7 Jerry Harris, “Globalization and Class Struggle in Germany,” Nature, Society, and
Thought, Vol. 18 No. 3 (2005): 394.

8 Francesco Guerrara and David Wighton, “US Set for Record Run of Profits,”
Financial Times, 5 Temmuz 2006: 15.



30 Dan Schiller

denetimciler i¢in rutin hale gelmistir.” Resmi politikalara “eklemlenmemeyi”
tercih eden (6zellikle sert misilleme ile karsilasan El-Cezire basta olmak {izere
yabanci haber ajanslari tarafindan c¢alistirilan) muhabirleri ABD yonetim
birimleri gozdagi vermekte ve rahatsiz etmektedir.'” Hiikiimet yetkilileri,
kamusal soylemi sistematik yanlis enformasyon ile kirletmek igin, bireysel
calisan muhabirlere ve halkla iligkiler sirketlerine {istii ortiilii 6demeler
yapmaktadirlar.'’

Kitiiphanecilere kullanici kayitlarint polis giiclerine teslim etmeleri i¢in
gizlice emir verilmistir.'> Akademisyen bilgisayar miihendisleri ve
matematikeiler, bilimsel konferanslarda algoritmanin sifrelenmesi konusunda
aragtirmalarmi sunmalar1 i¢in yasal eylemlerle korkutulmaktadirlar.”® Farkli
idari gorevler icin, otorite 6zel {istlenicilere tageron olarak verildikce, federal
ve eyalet bilgi edinme hakki yasalari atlanmig ve kamunun enformasyona
erisimi tekrar daraltilmistir. (Ozellikle gdze carpan bir 6rnek, kar amaci
giitmeyen bir Kaliforniya sirketi olan Tahsis Edilen Isimler ve Numaralar
Internet Sirketi’nin (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)
ABD Ticaret Bakanligi’na verileri rapor etmesidir.'*) Her zamankinden daha
cok tekellesmis olan basin sirketleri, habere ayrilan yeri azaltirken, kar
iizerine odaklanmakta ve oto-kontrol ile mesgul olmaktadir: Ote yandan,

Robert W. McChesney, Rich Media, Poor Democracy: Communication Politics in
Dubious Times. New York: New Press, 2000; John E. Buschman, Dismantling the
Public Sphere: Situating and Sustaining Librarianship in the Age of the New Public
Philosophy. Libraries Unlimited, 2003.

1" Gazetecilerin gizli kaynaklara erismesini engellemek igin girisimlerde bulunan
hiikiimet goriiniise gére New York Times, Washington Post, ABC News gibi 6nemli
haber orgiitlerinden edilen telefonlarin izlerini takip etmek ic¢in Patriot Act’teki
terrdristlere karst hazirlanmis olan bir diizenleme kullaniyor. Democracy Now,
“Freedom of the Press Under Attack,” 16 Mayis 2006, erisim 18 Mayis 2006
http://www.democracynow.org/article.pl?sid=06/05/16/145201

""" James Bamford, “The Man Who Sold the War,” Rolling Stone 2005
http://www.rollingstone.com/politics/story/ /id/8798997 erisim 20 Kasim 2005;
Abby Doodnough, “U.S. Paid 10 Journalists For Anti-Castro Reports,” New York
Times, 9 Eyliil 2006: A9; “Another Contract for Company that Planted News in
Iraq,” NewYork Times 28 Eylil 2006: A14.

1> Leigh S. Estabrook, Public Libraries and Civil Liberties: A Profession Divided.
Urbana: Library Research Center, 2002.

1 Siva Vaidhyanathan, The Anarchist in the Library. New York: Perseus Publishing,
2004: 145.

' Alasdair Roberts, Blacked Out: Government Secrecy in the Information Age.

Cambridge University Press, 2006: 159.
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ondegelen gazeteler gazetenin boyutunu kiigiiltmeyi ve reklama daha biiyiik
yer ayirmay1 planlarken, ABD basin endiistrisindeki ¢aligsanlarin sayisi 1990
ile 2004 yillar1 arasinda %18 oraninda azalmistir.'”” Mesleki erozyon
tehlikesine vurgu yapan Reporters Without Borders/Sinir Tanimayan
Gazeteciler, basin ozgirliigii acisindan 2006’da ABD’nin diinya listesinde
53ncii sirada -2005 tekinin dokuz sira altinda- oldugunu belirtmislerdir."®
Demokratik siireglere yonelik asagilama kurumsallastirilmaktadir. iki
partinin, polis-devlet giiciiniin siirekliligini gergeklestirmeye giden sinsice
adlandirilmis ABD Vatanseverlik yasasimin (Patriot Act) ivediklikle kabul
ettigini —ve yeniden yetkilendirdigi- goriiyoruz.!” ABD NSA (Ulusal Giivenlik
Konseyi) tarafindan yurti¢i telekomunikasyonun aglarinin yetki almadan
elektronik olarak izlendigi bildirilmistir.'"® Daha az bilinen bir 6rnek ise ABD

' Mark Crispin Miller, “The Death of News,” The Nation, 3 Temmuz 2006,
http://www.thenation.com/doc/20060703/crispinmiller erisim 6 Ekim 2006; “Who
Killed the Newspaper?” The Economist, 26 Agustos 2006: 9; Katharine Q. Seelye,
“Times to Reduce Page Size And Close a Plant in 2008,” New York Times 18
Temmuz 2006: CS5; Richard Waters, “Hold the Front Page — For Advertising
Space,” Financial Times 8 Agustos 2006: 4; ayrica bkz. James R. Compton, The
Integrated News Spectacle: A Political Economy of Cultural Performance. New
York: Peter Lang, 2004; Eric Klinenberg, “U.S.: Here Isn’t The News,” Le Monde
Diplomatique Ekim 2005; Adam Jones, “Costly Kiosk: How French Dailies Are
Struggling to Retain Their Savoir Faire,” Financial Times 1 Agustos 2006: 9.

' Reporters Without Borders, Worldwide Press Freedom Index 2006, erisim 24 Ekim
2006, http://www.rsf.org/article.php3?id article=19388

" Nancy Chang, Silencing Political Dissent. New York: Seven Stories, 2002; James
X. Dempsey and David Cole, Terrorism and the Constitution. Washington, D.C.:
First Amendment Foundation, Ocak 2002: 151-71.

'8 «U.S. Eavesdropping Is Allowed To Continue During Appeal,” New York Times, 5
Ekim 2006: A23. 1970’lerin ortalarinda ABD Senatosu, “1952—-1974 yillar
arasinda National Security Agency (Ulusal Giivenlik Konseyi)’nin istihbarat
calismalar1 sirasinda, is, sanat ve -bazi Kongre tiyeleri de dahil- politika
¢evrelerinin 6nde gelen isimlerini de kapsayan 75.000 Amerikali hakkinda National
Security Agency bilgi toplamis” olundugunu buldu. Greg Lipscomb, “Private and
Public Defenses Against Soviet Interception of U.S. Telecommunications:
Problems and Policy Points,” Harvard Program on Information Resources Policy
Working Paper W-78-6, Nisan 1978: 15, alinti yapilan kaynak U.S. Senate,
Supplementary Detailed Staff Reports on Intelligence Activities and the Rights of
Americans. Final Report of the Selected Committee to Study Governmental
Operations with Respect to Intelligence Activities. Book III. Washington, D.C.,
1978: 778. Bu satafatli tarihi okumak i¢in bkz. Patrick Radden Keefe, Chatter:
Uncovering The Echelon Surveillance Network And the Secret World of Global
Eavesdropping. New York: Random House, 2006.
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bagsavcisina gore, Baskan Bush, sahsi olarak, Adalet Bakanligi’nin etik
birimini, yurti¢i casusluk programinin onaylanmasinda hiikiimet avukatlarinin
oynadig1 roliin incelenmesi konusunda engellemistir."” ilk kez 1953°de yasal
olarak kabul edilen “devletin gizlilik hakki”, yarginin enformasyonu kamu
goziinden saklamak igin saldirganca yeniden mevzilendirilmistir.”® Federal
Iletisim Komisyonu Bagskani, komisyon calisanlar1 tarafindan hazirlanan bir
calisma taslagin biitin  kopyalarmin yok edilmesi emrini verdigi
belirtilmektedir. Bu ¢alisma, medya sahipligi alaninda biiyiik sirketlerin
birlesmesi ile olusan tekellesmenin, yerel televizyon haber sunumuna zarar
verebilecegini ileri siirmektedir. ' Siyasal manipiilasyonu kolaylastirmakta
kullanilan korkunun tretimi ticari medya Kkiiltiirine ve haberlere niifuz
etmektedir.” “Terér savas’” ne mekansal ne de zamansal simirlara saygi
gostermezken, bazen “isbirligi” olarak maskelenen enformasyona dayali
denetimler uluslararasi olarak da tasarlanmaktadir.”

1980’lerde, Bagkan  Carter’in, Intelsat  yoluyla  uluslararasi
telekomiinikasyonunu kesmekle Iran’1 tehdit ettigi soylenmektedir.”* ABD
yOnetiminin internet domain/alan isim sisteminin yonetimini ele gegirmesi,

' Neil A. Lewis, “Bush Blocked Ethics Inquiry, Official Says,” New York Times 19
Temmuz 2006: A14.

*® Louis Fisher, In The Name of National Security: Unchecked Presidential Power
and the Reynolds Case. Lawrence: University Press of Kansas, 2006.

2 John Dunbar, “Lawyer Says FCC Ordered Study Destroyed,” Associated Press 15
Eylil 2006. Yukarida belirttigim gibi, 2004°de 16,5 milyar dolarlik bir kiiltiir
endiistrisi holdingi olarak bi¢imlendirilen NBC Universal’in yeni biit¢esini ¢ok
ktigtiltmek i¢in kendisini yeniden konumlandirarak yeni dijital medyay1 kendi
¢ikarina kullanmay1 planladigi rapor edilmistir. Brooks Barnes, “NBC Universal to
Slash Costs In News, Prime-Time Programs,” Wall Street Journal, 19 Ekim 2006:
Al.

* David L. Altheide, Terrorism and the Politics of Fear. Lanham: AltaMira Press,
2006; Cultural Studies Vol. 20, No. 4/5, Temmuz-Eyliil 2006.

» Philip S. Golub, “The Will to Undemocratic Power,” Le Monde Diplomatique,
Eyliil 2006, http://mondediplo.com/2006/09/08democracy. Muhafazakar politika
uzmani James Q. Wilson’nin belirttigi gibi, “Teror savasi....benim hayatim
boyunca oldugu gibi ¢ocuklarimin hayati boyunca da siirecektir.” Wilson, “Pre-
Emptive Surveillance,” Wall Street Journal 21 Agustos 2006: A10. Newt Gingrich,
ABD Temsilciler Meclisi’nin eski sozciisii, Kongre’den “III. Diinya Savasi’na
girdigimizi onaylayan bir yasanin geg¢mesi gerektigini” kose yasizinda dile
getirmektedir. Newt Gingrich, “Bush and Lincoln,” Wall Street Journal 7 Eyliil
2006: A20.

* Oswald H. Ganley-Gladys D. Ganley, To Inform or To Control? The New
Communications Networks. New York: McGraw-Hill, 1982: 46.




[letisim ve Kriz 33

1997-8’de (Baskan Clinton yo6netimi sirasinda) iletisime erisimi reddeden
ABD’nin tek tarafli eylem korkularimi canlandirmistir. Bu korkulart ICANN
ve ABD Ticaret Bakanligi arasinda yakin zamanlarda yeniden yapilan
anlasma bile hafifletememistir.” Bir diger etkin inisiyatif, biiyiik bir 6l¢iide
igerigi diizeltilen -“Bilgi Yonetme Haritast” olarak adlandirilan- 2003
Savunma Bakanlig1 belgesinin gizliliginin ortadan kalkmasi ile yiizeye ¢ikt1.
Bu raporda, BBC’ye goére “interneti anlamak diismanin savunma sistemini
cozmekle esit gibi goriinmekte” ve siber saldirilar ve “internet ile miicadele”

** Bu belgenin iki

icin elektronik savas tedbirleri tasavvur edilmektedir.
ozelligi olduk¢a dikkate degerdir. Birincisi, spectruma dayali sistem alaninin
tamamin1 hedeflemekte, “ABD ordusu yeryliziindeki her telefonu, her net
baglantili bilgisayar1, her radar sistemini kontrolii altinda tutabilecegi bir giicii
arastirmaktadir.”  lIkincisi, “yabanci  dinleyiciler igin  hazirlanmis
enformasyonun giderek iilke i¢i dinleyicimiz tarafindan tiikketilmesinden”
dolay1, - Amerikan I¢ Savasi’ndan itibaren ilk kez Amerika kitasi askeri
operasyonlara sahne olarak kullanilmakta- propaganda faaliyetleri kasith
olarak ABD halkim kapsamaktadir.”’ 2001°den bu yana ABD’nin, Orta
Dogu’da yayn yapan radyo ve televizyon yaymecilarinin yillik 50.000 saatini,
maddi olarak desteklemesi rastlantisal degildir .*® Tiim bu 6rnekler, yavas bir
bicimde, enformasyon istinliigliniin sistematik olarak gelistirilmesine ve
sOmiiriisiine dayanan yeni bir “internet ag1 merkezli savas” ekseni olusturmak
icin ABD ordusunun stratejisinin devam edegelen doniisiimii ile uyumludur.”

% National Research Council, Committee on Internet Navigation and the Domain
Name System, Signposts in Cyberspace: The Domain Name System and Internet
Navigation. Prepublication Copy. Washington, D.C.: National Academies Press,
2005, 5-46; ICANN, “New Agreement Means Greater Independence in Managing
the Internet’s System of Unique Identifiers,” 29 Eyliil 2006, erisim 9 Ekim 2006,
http://www.icann.org/announcements/announcement-29sep06.htm; Milton Mueller,
“ICANN’s New MoU: Old Wine in a New Bottle,” 30 Eylil 20006,
www.internetgovernance.org/news.html#ICANNoldwine _093006

26 Adam Brookes, “US Plans to ‘fight the net’ revealed,” BBC News 27 Ocak 2006,
erisim 1 Subat 2006, http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/americas/ 4655196.stm

27 Robert Block-Jay Solomon, “Pentagon Steps Up Intelligence Efforts Inside U.S.
Borders,” Wall Street Journal, 27 Nisan 2006: Al.

% Lauren Etter, “Five Years After 9/11: How Have Things Changed?” Wall Street
Journal, 9-10 Eyliil 2006: A6.

* Peter Dombrowski-Eugene Gholz, Buying Military Transformation: Technological
Innovation and the Defense Industry. New York: Columbia University Press,
2006: 8-12 and 84-110.
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3. Daha kapsamli bir denetim devleti olusturmaya yonelik faaliyetler
bugiiniin enformasyon kisitlama politikasini agiklamak i¢in yeterli olabilir.
Ancak hikdye burada bitmemektedir, ¢linkii kapitalist sermaye birikiminin
karakterindeki biiylik doniigimler, tamamlayic1 anti-demokratik baskilar
kullanmaktadir. Bunu daha netlestirmek i¢in enformasyonu emtialagtirmanin
karmasik siirecine kisaca bir g6z atmamiz gerekmektedir.

Uzun zamandir iletisim ve enformasyon, refah tarim, madencilik ve imalat
gibi yaratma kaynaklar1 bagka yerlerde olan politik ekonomiye gerekli olan
yardime1 unsur olarak varolmustur. Emtialastirma, is¢iligi {icretlendirerek ve
kar arayisi icerisindeki islemlerle tiretim ve miibadelenin eski bigimleri ile yer
degistirmis ve bu 6nce o6teki tilkelerde yayilmstir. Yiizyillar once, iletisim ve
enformasyon zaman zaman kar amagli, temelde ekonomik olarak marjinal ve
bolgesel olarak sinirlanmis sermaye birikimlerinin alan1 olmustur. Ancak 19.
ylzyilda, emtialastirma yayilmaya baglamigtir. Bu degisimin altinda,
uluslararas1 pazarin biliylimesi, iletisim ve enformasyon emtialarinin iiretimi,
islenmesi, depolanmasi ve dagitimina iliskin olarak basarili teknolojik icatlar
yatmaktadir. Karar degisiklikleri, ancak Ikinci Diinya Savasi sonrasi yirmi
yillik dénem igerisinde baslayabilmistir. Benim “hizlandirilmis emtialagtirma”
olarak adlandirdigim “Piramitlestirme siireci” yoluyla kapitalizmin merkezi,
yaygin enformasyon ve kiiltiirel tretim alanlarin1  kusatmak igin
genisletilmistir.*’

Bu tarihi doniisiimiin ii¢ niteligi iizerinde durulmay1 hak etmektedir. ilki,
daha oOnceki teknolojik sinirlarin  asilmasiyla, emtialagtirma dijital
mikroelektronik alaninda stirekli biiyliyen miisterek bir kurumun {izerine
olusturulmus ve insa edilmistir. Bu baglamda, sermaye, tiretim ile kiiltiirel ve
enformasyon kaynaklarinin sirkiilasyonunu, yeni kar yapici birikim bolgeleri
icine doniisiimii i¢cin miicadeleler baslatabilirdi. Daha 6nce hiikiimet, okullar,
universiteler, miizeler ve kiitliphaneler tarafindan olusturulan ¢ok biiyiik
6lcekli kamusal enformasyonun kar yapma amaciyla, sermaye tarafindan ele
gecirilme cabalar1 bir dizi onemli c¢atismaya neden olur. Ikincisi,
enformasyonun emtialastirmas1 ayni sekilde tilke devletler ve koloni
imparatorluklar tarafindan empoze edilen 6ncelikli uzamsal limitler yoluyla
patlak verir. Neoliberal politikalarin yiikselisiyle birlikte, emtialasmanin alani

% Bagka bir yerde bu emtialastirma egilimini kusatmay1 agiklamaya baslamistim:
Bkz. Dan Schiller, How To Think About Information. Urbana: University of Illinois
Pres, 2007 yilinda basilacak.
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hizli bir sekilde uluslararasi sirketler araciligi ile genislemis, Sovyet
sosyalizminin ¢okiisii ve Cin'in piyasay1 parsellemesi ile en sonunda gergek
anlamiyla kiiresel olmustur. Ugiinciisii, iletisim ve enformasyon igerikli is
yapma egiliminin olgegi de biitiiniiyle sanayilesmedir: biitiin ekonomik
sektorlere uzanir ve sadece arz yoniinde degil ayrica talep tarafinda da ortak
kullanicilar arasinda yer alir. Bu konuda Microsoft gibi Wal-Mart da 6nemli
bir rol iistlenmistir.

Bunlar birlestik¢e, bu degisimler kapitalist politik ekonomiyi yeni bir
gelisim dongiisiine siiriiklemistir. iletisim ve enformasyon boylece artik
“sadece” ideolojik alanda islememekte, ayrica daha genis 6l¢ekte kapitalizmin
dogrudan tekrar-iiretimi i¢in ekonomik girdilerde de islemektedir. Kendileri
icin kar yapmanin temel merkezi haline gelmislerdir. Iste tam burada
“enformasyon” olarak ilan edilen gizli anlam yatmaktadir.

Filmler ve bilgisayar oyunlar1 ve TV programlari, miizik kayitlari,
fotograflar ve haberler ayrica telefon konusmalart muhasebe ve kelime
islemci programlar ve biyomedikal ve genetik materyaller gibi dijital bicime
dontstiiriilebilen veya soyutlanabilen her sey kusatilmistir. Buna ek olarak s6z
konusu tamamen farkli enformasyon akimlarinin {iretimi, islenmesi ve
degisimi i¢in kullanilan bilgisayar donanim ve programlar1 da yer almaktadir.

Amerikan sermayeli sirketler bu hizlandirilmis emtialagtirma siirecine
onciiliikk etmislerdir. Bazilar1 bu yolda aci ¢ekip yolda kalmis ancak Microsoft,
Cisco, Intel, Google, Yahoo, eBay, Pfizer, Monsanto ve diger yliksek
teknoloji giicleri gibiler kiiresel pazar liderliginin keyfini yasamaktadirlar.
Amerikan sirketleri uzun siiredir emtialastirma stirecinde kesintilere
ugratildilarsa da Amerikan hiikiimeti bu siirekli genisleyen uluslararasi
birikim bolgesinde sermayenin hilkkmetmesinde dnciiligtint siirdiirmektedir.

Bilhassa, devlet birimleri sermayenin daha ¢ok kusatan, izleme, tesis etme
ve oOzel miilkiyet gibi enformasyonu koruma uygulamalarini idare etme
ihtiyaclarin1 savunmaktadir.

4. Bu baglamda, giinlimiizin antidemokratik egilimi belirli bir tarihsel
ozgilligt aciklar: Denetim onlemleri sadece kriz yonetimi amaciyla degil
ayn1 zamanda ekonomi politigin yeniden giindeme gelmis bir alaninin i¢inde
ortak bir kar elde etme amacini korumak i¢in de yenilenmektedir. Bu nedenle,
1998'de Michael Perelman'in da belirttigi gibi, “enformasyon ekonomisinin
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polis giicleri simdiye kadar gordiigiimiiz biitiin giiclerden daha gugcli
olacaklardir”.*!

Bir taraftan, telif, patent ve marka haklarinin elde tutulmasini saglayan
uluslararas1 kanunlari yaymak ig¢in yillardir sistematik sekilde c¢alisan ve
genellikle basarilt olan ABD nin ¢abalari, diger taraftan ABD'nin kendi iginde
Millenyum Dijital Telif Hakki Sozlesmesi'ni korumak i¢in kullanilan
sistemleri tuzaga diisiirebilecek teknolojinin kullanimini ve sirkiildsyonunu
su¢ saymasi; “fikri miilkiyet” alanimi biiyiik 6l¢tide genisletmistir. Devletin
koruyucu semsiyesi altinda, sirketler enformasyon sirkiildisyonunda tamamen
yeni bir kontrol seviyesi olusturmak i¢in dijital haklar yonetimi teknolojisi
olusturmaktadirlar.”> Mal sahipligi icin internet dagitim kanallarinm,
paylasilan enformasyonun kar esasli formlarinin 6nlenmesi amag¢lanmaktadir.
Icerik endiistrileri olarak adlandirilanlar {iriinlerini telif hakki, kontrat ve
dijital kilit ile ti¢lii miihiirlii veri kaynagi halinde sunmak i¢in bir analistin de
ifade ettigi gibi “sizint1 korumali” satis ve teslimat sistemleri olusturma
niyetindedirler. Boylece, erisimi, kullanim1 ve fikirlerin ve ifadelerin akigini
siirekli olarak kontrol edebilirler. **

Sirketler, tiiketiciler ve c¢aliganlara karsi yeni enformasyon izleme ve
diizenleme sekillerini de yonetmektedirler. Amerikan Yonetim Dernegi
tarafindan yapilan sirket uygulamalarina iligkin anket, 6rneklenen sirketlerin
dortte tglintiin internet kullandigi, %55'inin e-mail depolayip tekrar gézden
gecirdigi, %51'inin video ile izlemeyi kullandigt ve %22'sinin telefon
goriismesi kaydettigi bilgisini vermistir.”* Gerekli program ve donanimlari
tedarik etmek; EMC, Cisco, Microsoft ve IBM gibi birgok biiyiik ileri
teknoloji sirketlerinden olusan bir “sicak pazar” haline gelen yeni bir giivenlik
endiistrisidir.”® Benzer sekilde, biometrigi, radyo frekansi tanimlama

31 Michael Perelman, Class Warfare in the Information Age. New York: St.
Martin’s Press, 1998: 80-82.

32 Michael Godwin, “Digital Rights Management: A Guide for Librarians,” OITP
Technology Policy Brief. American Library Association Office for Information
Technology Policy, Ocak 2006, erisim 15 Mayis 2006, www.ala.org.

3 Siva Vaidhyanathan, The Anarchist in the Library. New York: Perseus Publishing
2004: 52-3.

** Phred Dvorak ve Vauhini Vara, “At Many Companies, Hunt for Leakers Expands

Arsenal of Monitoring Tactics,” Wall Street Journal 11 Eyliil 2006: B1, B3.

> Charles Forelle and Vauhini Vara, “IBM to Bulk Up in Internet Security,” Wall

Street Journal, 24 Agustos 2006: B3.
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etiketleri, diger otomatik tanimlama bigimleri ve veri tutmay1 sunduklar igin
'sirketler yeni teknolojinin kullanilmasi ile artarak polis kuvvetleri haline
gelmektedir.’® Belirti olarak, sirket hassas enformasyon sizintis1 bdylece
Financial Times'm "etik olarak silipheli aragtirma taktikleri" olarak
adlandirilan, sadece yiirtitme organlar1 birimleri tarafindan degil, Hewlett-
Packard gibi biiyiik sirketler tarafindan da, muhabirlerin telefon kayitlarini
elde etmek ve biitiin bir yil boyunca yalnizca bir gazeteciyi izlemek igin
iicretli olarak 6zel arastirmacilarin calistirilmasina yol agmaktadir.”’

Veri toplama™, erisim denetimi, sistem biitiinliigii, sifreleme, denetim ve
izleme, yapilanma diizenlemesi ve saglamasi ortak kullanicilar tarafindan
zararsiz hatta iyi olarak sunulmaktadir.’® Fakat bu teknolojiler aslinda merkezi
miilki denetimin biiyiik 6lciide genisletti.*

Enformasyonun 6zel bir mal olarak yikselisi ayni zamanda devlet
birimleri ve i diinyas1 arasinda daha siki iligkilerin baslangicidir, bu egilimde
"teror savast" retorik kilif sagladigi i¢in yeniden etiketlenen 6zel veri
tizerindeki herhangi bir saldiriya izin verilmesi s6z konusudur. 11 Eyliil
saldirilarindan kisa bir siire sonra senatdr Sam Brownback (Kansas) "terérizm
savasi, genis anlamda, enformasyon savasidir'*' iddiasinda bulunmustur. Bir

3% Preemptive Media, “Surveillance Creep! New Manifestations of Data Surveillance
at the Beginning of the Twenty-First Century,” Radical History Review Spring
2006 (95): 80; Kelly Gates, “Biometrics and Access Control in the Digital Age,”
NACLA Report on the Americas, Mart/Nisan 2006: 35-40.

7 Kevin Allison, “HP Inquiry Finds Evidence Other Companies Used ‘Spy’
Methods,” Financial Times, 30 Eylil-1 Kasim 2006: 1; “Nine Journalists’ Phone
Records Targeted in H-P Probe of Leaks,” Wall Street Journal, 8 Eyliil 2006: A13;
Pui-Wing Tam, “A Reporter’s Story: How H-P Kept Tabs On Me for a Year,”
Wall Street Journal, 19 Kasim 2006: A1, A17.

38 Robert O’Harrow, No Place to Hide. New York: Free Press, 2005; Walter M.
Brasch, “Fool’s Gold in the Nation’s Data-Mining Programs,” Social Science
Computer Review 23 (4) Kis 2005: 401-28.

% U.S. Government Accountability Office, “Technology Assessment: Cybersecurity
for Critical Infrastructure Protection,” GA0-04-321, 28 May1s 2004, Ozet; U.S.
Government Accountability Office, “Critical Infrastructure Protection:
Department of Homeland Security Faces Challenges in Fulfilling Cybersecurity
Responsibilities,” den alintilanmistir. GAO-05-434, 26 Mayis 2005, Ikisinin de
erisimi 3 Haziran 2005, www.gao.gov

* Siva Vaidhyanathan, The Anarchist in the Library. New York: Perseus Publishing,
2004: 89.

*! Marjorie Valbrun, “Senate Votes Overwhelmingly To Pass Border-Security Bill,”
Wall Street Journal, 19 Nisan 2002: AS.
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onceki yasaklamalar1 atlayarak, devlet birimleri ve sirketler biiytliyen
elektronik veri havuzunu kisilerin giindelik e-postalarindan®’ gecerek rutin
olarak erismekte ve segerek paylasmaktadirlar. Federal, eyalet ve yerel polis
giicleri tarafindan miisteri verileri i¢in Time AOL birimi sahasindan yilda
yaklagik olarak 12,000 istek yapilmaktadir; AOL calisanlar1 giinde 24 saat
calisarak bu tip isteklere ve bu amaca hizmet eden c¢agri merkezine bilgi

saglamaktadirlar.®’

Genellikle Google'm Cin devlet sansiirciileri ile olan
isbirligi rapor edilmistir ancak ABD gibi Google da "gayri resmi olarak
hukuki icra birimleriyle ¢aligma gelenegindedir, kisilerin kendi isteklerini
gosteren bir belge olmaksizin kimlik tespit bilgilerinin izini slirme isinde
¢alistiklarmi" kabul etmemektedir.**

2005’te Amerika’nin en st diizey yonetimini temsil eden 160 genel
miidiirden olusan bir grup, saglikli bir internet alt yapisini giiclendirmek i¢in
hiikiimete ¢agrida bulundu.*> 2006 Subatinda Yurt Giivenligi (Department of
Homeland Security) Bakanligi, yedi farkli kurulu seviyesinde Intel, Microsoft,
Symantec, Verisign ve diger sirketlerin beraberce katilmasiyla bunlara ek

olarak Ingiltere, Avusturya, Yeni Zelanda ve Kanada hiikiimetlerinden de

#2 Robert O’Harrow, Jr., No Place To Hide. New York: Free Press, 2005; ve
Alasdair Roberts, Blacked Out: Government Secrecy in the Information Age.
Cambridge University Press, 2006. Bu girisimler anlamli tanitima razi
olmaktadir birka¢ benzer vaka i¢in bkz: Riva Richmond, “Network Giants Join
Campaign To Beef Up Security of Systems,” Wall Street Journal, 27 October
2004: B2B; Riva Richmond, “Job of Guarding Web Is Shifting To the Network’s
Infrastructure,” Wall Street Journal, 19 Mayis 2005: B4; Li Yuan, “Companies
Face System Attacks From Inside, Too,” Wall Street Journal, 1 Haziran 2005:
B1, B4; Robert Block, “In Terrorism Fight, Government Finds a Surprising Ally:
FedEx,” Wall Street Journal, 26 Mayis 2005: Al, AS5; Gary Fields, “Ten-Digit
Truth Check,” Wall Street Journal, 7 Haziran 2005: B1, B6; David Pringle,
“Security Woes Don’t Slow Reed’s Push Into Data Collection,” Wall Street

Journal, 3 Haziran 2005: C1, C4;
* Robert Block, “Requests for Corporate Data Multiply,” Wall Street Journal, 20
Mayis 2006: A4.
* John Battelle’dan aktarilmistir, The Search: How Google and Its Rivals Rewrote
the Rules of Business and Transformed our Culture. New York: Portfolio, 2005:
203.

* Is diinyas: yuvarlak masasi, “Essential Steps to Strengthen America’s Cyber
Terrorism Preparedness,” Haziran 2006, www.businessroundtable.org/

publications
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gelen temsilcilerle bir simiile edilmis siber saldirisina karsit koordinasyon
mekanizmalarint ve buna karst yaniti test etmek i¢in ilk "tam 6lgekli siber
giivenlik uygulamasi" -"Siber firtina"- yiiriitmiistiir. ** Kabaca, "kamu ve 6zel
sektor arasinda etkin iligki" olarak kavramlastirilarak agiklanan ve kurulan
siber altyapinin korunmasi oldugu apagik bir 6ncelik olmustur. ¥/

5. Son fakat can alici noktaya geldik: Sirket-devletin aciliyetlerini
yonetmek ya da enformasyonu o6zel bir mal gibi giivenlik igine almak
yollarindan hangisini tutacagi konusunda kesinlik yoktur. Egilim yekpare
olmadig1 ig¢in, her biri 6nemli kurumsallasmis karmasikliklarla kendini
gosterirken, kendi birlesmeleri bile teminat vermekten uzak, her ikisi i¢inde
ayni sekilde piirtizlii ve sorunludur. Gergi, ABD'de gergek ve resmi demokrasi
arasindaki gedik hizla agilmaktadir,” fakat agik¢a otoriter toplumlarimn
Ozelligini gosteren kamu ve Ozel giicin tiimiiyle kaynasmasina sahit
oldugumuzu iddia etmek yanls olacaktir.*’

En o6nemlisi, enformasyonun diizenlenmesindeki krizin bizatihi kendisi
direnci kigkirtirken politik ekonomiye egemen olan kriz giderek daha da
goriiniir hale gelmektedir. 20 az gelismis tilkenin ulusun olusturdugu 6rgiit
"WTO'nun kendi neoliberal amaglarinin yerine getirilmesini hizla ilerletmek
kudretinin sonunun geldigini" Immanuel Wallerstein, 2003 basinda
Cancun'da, bilhassa bunlarm telif haklart ve patentlere® ait oldugunu
vurgulamaktadir. Farkli tilkelerdeki ¢ifteiler, tohumlarin ve fidanlarin yeniden
ekilmesi ve kullanilmasima getirilen sinirlamalara direnmeye baslamislardir’’;
ayn1 zamanda, yerli halkin yerel bitki Ortiistintin tibbi 6zellikleri hakkindaki
enformasyonun sirketler tarafindan c¢alinmasina karst miicadeleler

% Anne Broache, “Homeland Security Wraps Up First Mock Cyberattack,” C/net
News.com 27  Subat 2006, http://news.com.com/Homeland+Security+
wrpstup-irsttmock+cyberattack/2100-73493-6028082.html

47 Philip E. Auerswald, Lewis M. Branscomb, Todd M. La Porte, and Erwann O.

Michel-Kerjan, (Eds.), Seeds of Disaster, Roots of Response: How Private
Action Can Reduce Public Vulnerability. New York: Cambridge University
Press, 2006: xv.

* Golub, “The Will to Undemocratic Power.”

¥ Robert A. Brady, The Spirit and Structure of German Fascism. New York: 1939,

% Immanuel Wallerstein, “The Curve of American Power,” New Left Review 40,
Temmuz-Agustos 2006: 7.

>! Siva Vaidhyanathan, Anarchist in the Library. New York: Perseus, 2004: 89.
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verilmektedir. Bunlar karsithigin tek kamiti degildir. Yasalarca kontrol
edilmeyen yiiksek-teknolojik elektronik iiretim, sosyal adalet i¢in 1srarl
talepleri ortaya ¢ikarmuistir. >

Farkli bir cephede, "pek ¢ok ulus ABD'nin biitiin diinyada temel internet
politikalarini olusturmasiin derin bir adaletsizlik" oldugunu diisiinmektedir.>®
ABD yiiriitme organinin internet tizerindeki kontroliinii degistirmek i¢in
internet yonetim mekanizmalarinda daha fazla uluslararasilagma talepleri
seslendirilmeye baslanmistir. Protestolar, kamu hizmetleri ilkeleri tizerindeki
kazang saglayan sirket zorunluluklarina karst devam etmektedir (mesela;
arama islemlerinde esit muamele etme ve miilkiyetin olmamasi gibi). Google
gibi baslica cevrimici arama motorlarinin yapilanmasinda — bunun gibi arama
motorlarinda kimi zaman yeni ve iyilesitirilmis teknik kurulum® ile ABD
kiiltirel emperyalizminin saglandig1 goriilmektedir. Demokratik kendi
kendine yOnetimin etigi i¢in, egemen kurumlar tarafindan benimsenen kii¢iik
gbrme tutumunu etkisizlestirmeye c¢alistikca ve farkli bir enformasyon
toplumu i¢in miicadele ettikge politik olarak farkli girisimlerin birlesmeye
baslayacagini umut ediyoruz.

32 Omnegin, bkz. Ted Smith, David A. Sonnenfeld ve David Naguib Pellow,
Challenging The Chip: Labor Rights and Environmental Justice in the Global
Electronics Industry. Philadelphia: Temple University Press, 2006.

33 Goldsmith and Wu, Who Controls The Internet?: 171.

> Jen-Noel Jeanneney, Google and the Myth of Universal Knowledge. Chicago:
University of Chicago Press, 2007.
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For thirty years, mainstream discourse has trumpeted that an evolving
information society is about to humanize our institutions and inaugurate a
more democratic order.'! The reality is different: the U.S. system of
information provision itself is contributing to an unacknowledged crisis in
democratic self-governance, with profound implications for ethical practice.
What is the evidence for this unhappy assertion?

1. The collapse of existing socialism did not lead to global harmony. As
alternatives to capitalism narrowed and collapsed, rather, stresses and strains
reappeared within capitalism. Indeed, an old economic scourge has been re-
awakened. Resurgent inter-capitalist competition has induced a destabilizing
condition of overproduction.” When existing markets are unable to absorb all
the automobiles that are being produced, and yet new automobile plants
continue to be built, and when this circumstance becomes increasingly
generalized and chronic, there develops a secular tendency to profit-squeezes,
even to full-fledged economic crisis. Who will absorb the resulting
punishment? Who can be made to? As trade and financial imbalances and a
spectacular surge in high-tech speculation further destabilize a rapidly
transnationalizing capitalism, these questions acquire sharpening urgency.’

Efforts by elites to offload onto others the hurtful effects of these deep-
seated dysfunctions are apparent both internationally and domestically.

Historians may dispute which of three U.S. policy concerns is primarily
responsible for the War on Iraq: an attempt to remake the regional balance of
power; a fixation on guaranteeing access to dwindling energy stocks; or an
endeavor to respond to mounting inter-capitalist rivalry and economic
instability. All three factors are vital, but the third should be singled out.
Increased U.S. vulnerability stemming from mounting trade imbalances and
budget deficits has escalated U.S. resolve to broker the terms of international

! Daniel Bell, The Coming of the Postindustrial Society. New York: Basic Books,
1973. For incisive commentary see Vincent Mosco, The Digital Sublime.
Cambridge: MIT Press, 2004.

2 Robert Brenner, The Boom and the Bubble. New York: Verso, 2002.

? Gabriel Kolko, “Weapons of Mass Financial Destruction,” Le Monde diplomatique
October 2006: 1-3; Claudio Borio, “Monetary and Prudential Policies at a
Crossroads? New Challenges in the New Century,” Bank for International
Settlements, BIS Working Papers 216, September 2006.
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access to the region’s energy resources.* The key aim has been to preempt
attempts by oil-rich nations (and, perhaps, any prospective rival sponsors) to
bolt from the dollar-denominated order that helps underpin the wider U.S.
hegemony. The debacle in Iraq is prompting growing doubt, even among top
policymakers - but the strategy of ringing the Middle East and Central Asia
with U.S. military bases remains firmly in place.’

What of the domestic U.S. context? Each nation today is charged by elites
with the task of re-arranging its local social and political relations to
accommodate an emerging transnational structure of accumulation.’ In the
U.S., with socialist adversaries overcome, trade union power fractured, capital
mobility enhanced, complicit corporate media, and politically well-organized
right wing, elites are not disposed to grant concessions to the domestic
majority. As U.S. corporate profits hit 40-year highs,” continual assaults are
waged against working people’s living standards, labor rights, pension
systems, schools, environmental conditions, medical care and public health.

Wars abroad and austerity at home also have taken a toll on the system of
information  provision. Propaganda and ideological manipulation,
surveillance, and other top-down control measures have reached a historical
highpoint. A primary purpose of this information clampdown is to deflect,
contain, and manage the economic, political, environmental, and public health
crises that will predictably materialize — so that the market system’s
beneficiaries may remain free to pursue these regressive policies.

For the ethical practices associated with democratic self-governance, the
results have been debilitating.

2. Disabling pressures and constraints have become routine for the
caretakers and guardians of public information, those whose work is to supply

* See for a concordant treatment Noam Chomsky, “Beyond the Ballot,”

CounterPunch 2005.

> Chalmers Johnson, The Sorrows of Empire. New York: 2004.

6 Jerry Harris, “Globalization and Class Struggle in Germany,” Nature, Society, and
Thought, Vol. 18 No. 3 (2005): 394.

7 Francesco Guerrara and David Wighton, “US Set for Record Run of Profits,”
Financial Times 5 July 2006: 15.
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8
“democracy’s oxygen.”

U.S. executive branch agencies harass and intimidate
reporters who elect not to “embed” with official policies (journalists
employed by foreign news agencies, notably Al Jazeera, face harsher
retaliation).” Government officials make covert payments to individual
reporters, and to PR companies, to pollute public discourse with systematic
misinformation.'® Librarians are covertly ordered to turn over patron records
to police agencies.'' Academic computer scientists and mathematicians are
threatened with legal action for presenting research on encryption algorithms
at scholarly conferences.'” As authority for various governmental functions is
outsourced to private contractors, federal and state disclosure laws are
bypassed, and public access to information again is reduced. (One especially
noteworthy instance pertains to the Internet Corporation for Assigned Names
and Numbers, a nonprofit California corporation that reports to the U.S.
Department of Commerce.””) An ever-more concentrated corporate press
fixates on profit and engages in self-censorship while cutting back on news
reporting: the number of people employed in the U.S. newspaper industry fell
by 18% between 1990 and 2004, while leading journals plan to reduce

¥ Robert W. McChesney, Rich Media, Poor Democracy: Communication Politics in
Dubious Times. New York: New Press, 2000; John E. Buschman, Dismantling
the Public Sphere: Situating and Sustaining Librarianship in the Age of the New
Public Philosophy. Libraries Unlimited, 2003.

° Attempting to suppress reporters’ access to confidential sources, the government is
apparently using a provision in the PATRIOT Act aimed against terrorists to
track phone numbers dialed from major news organizations such as the New
York Times, the Washington Post, and ABC News. Democracy Now, “Freedom
of the Press Under Attack,” 16 May 2006, retrieved 18 May 2006 from
http://www. democracynow.org/article.pl?sid=06/05/16/145201

10" James Bamford, “The Man Who Sold the War,” Rolling Stone 2005 at
http://www.rollingstone.com/politics/story/ /id/8798997 retrieved 20 November
2005; Abby Doodnough, “U.S. Paid 10 Journalists For Anti-Castro Reports,”
New York Times 9 September 2006: A9; “Another Contract for Company that
Planted News in Iraq,” NYT 28 September 2006: A14.

" Leigh S. Estabrook, Public Libraries and Civil Liberties: A Profession Divided.
Urbana: Library Research Center, 2002.

12 Siva Vaidhyanathan, The Anarchist in the Library. New York: Perseus Publishing,
2004: 145.

13" Alasdair Roberts, Blacked Out: Government Secrecy in the Information Age.
Cambridge University Press, 2006: 159.
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newspaper size and to give still greater preferment to advertisement.'
Reporters Without Borders, noting an “alarming” erosion, in 2006 ranked the
United States 53d among nations — down nine places since 2005 - in terms of
press freedom."

Contempt for democratic procedures is being institutionalized. We have
seen summary bipartisan passage — and reauthorization - of the cynically
named USA Patriot Act, which goes far to actualize permanent police-state
powers.'® Warrant-less electronic monitoring of domestic telecommunications
by the U.S. National Security Agency has been (belatedly) reported'’; less
well-known is that according to the U.S. Attorney General, President Bush

" Mark Crispin Miller, “The Death of News,” The Nation 3 July 2006 at
http://www.thenation.com/doc/20060703/crispinmiller accessed 6 October 2006;
“Who Killed the Newspaper?” The Economist 26 August 2006: 9; Katharine Q.
Seelye, “Times to Reduce Page Size And Close a Plant in 2008,” NYT 18 July
2006: CS5; Richard Waters, “Hold the Front Page — For Advertising Space,” FT 8
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himself personally blocked the Justice Department’s ethics unit “from
examining the role played by government lawyers in approving” this domestic
spying program.'® A so-called “state secret privilege,” first upheld by the
judiciary in 1953, is being aggressively redeployed to withhold executive
branch information from public view.” The Chairman of the Federal
Communications Commission is reported to have ordered the destruction of
all copies of a draft study by Commission staff — a study suggesting that
greater corporate concentration of media ownership would hurt local TV news
coverage.” The production of fear permeates commercial media culture and
news, in particular - fear that is being used politically to enable easier
manipulation from above.>'

Sometimes masked as “cooperation,” information-based controls are also
being projected internationally, as the “war on terror” respects neither spatial
nor temporal boundaries.”

As far back as 1980, President Carter is said to have threatened Iran with a
cut-off of international telecommunications via Intelsat.” The US Executive
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Universal to Slash Costs In News, Prime-Time Programs,” Wall Sreet Journal 19
October 2006: A1l.

! David L. Altheide, Terrorism and the Politics of Fear. Lanham: AltaMira Press,
2006; Cultural Studies Vol. 20, No. 4/5, July-September 2006.

22 Philip S. Golub, “The Will to Undemocratic Power,” Le Monde diplomatique,
September 2006, at http://mondediplo.com/2006/09/08democracy . According to
longtime conservative policy pundit James Q. Wilson, “The war on terror....will
last through my lifetime and that of my children.” Wilson, ‘“Pre-Emptive
Surveillance,” WSJ 21 August 2006: A10. Newt Gingrich, former speaker of the
U.S. House of Representatives, editorializes that Congress “should pass an act
that recognizes that we are entering World War III...” Newt Gingrich, “Bush
and Lincoln,” WSJ 7 September 2006: A20.

» Oswald H. Ganley and Gladys D. Ganley, To Inform or To Control? The New
Communications Networks. New York: McGraw-Hill, 1982: 46.




Communications and the Crisis 47

Branch’s takeover of the Internet domain name system in 1997-8 (under
President Clinton) renewed fears of unilateral U.S. action to deny access to
communications — fears that the recently renegotiated agreement between
ICANN and the U.S. Department of Commerce does not alleviate.”* Another
far-reaching initiative surfaced with the declassification of a heavily redacted
2003 Defense Department document - a so-called “Information Operations
Roadmap” — which, according to the BBC, “seems to see the Internet as being
equivalent to an enemy weapons system” and envisions cyber-attack and
electronic warfare measures with which to “fight the net.” Two features of
this document are noteworthy. First, targeting the entire range of spectrum-
dependent systems, “The US military seeks the capability to knock out every
telephone, every networked computer, every radar system on the planet.”
Second, because "Information intended for foreign audiences...is increasingly
consumed by our domestic audience," the propaganda effort deliberately
encompasses the U.S. public — in keeping with policies which, for the first
time since the U.S. Civil War, treat the continental U.S. as a theater of
military operations.”® Not coincidentally, the U.S. annually sponsors 50,000
hours of television and radio broadcasts to the broader Middle East, up
fourfold since 2001 All this is loosely consonant with the ongoing
transformation of U.S. military strategy to make its new pivot “network-
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centric warfare”: the systematic cultivation and exploitation of information
superiority.”®

3. Moves to institute a more comprehensive control state may be sufficient
to account for today’s information clampdown. But the story doesn’t end here,
because profound mutations in the character of capitalist accumulation are
exerting complementary antidemocratic pressures. To clarify this we must
briefly turn to the complex process of information commodification.

For a long time, communications and information existed as necessary
adjuncts to a political economy whose generative sources of wealth-creation
lay mainly elsewhere, in agriculture, mining, and manufacturing.
Commodification, whereby waged labor and profit-seeking transactions
supplant other historical forms of production and exchange, swept through
these other realms first. Communications and information did become sites of
sporadic profit-based accumulation centuries ago - but on an economically
marginal and territorially limited basis. During the 19" century, however,
commodification began to expand. Behind this change lay the growth of the
international market, and successive technological innovations for producing,
processing, storing, and distributing communications and information
commodities. Only during the post-World War Two decades, however, did
decisive alterations commence. Via a pyramiding process that [ call
accelerated commodification, capitalism’s heartland was enlarged to
encompass great swaths of informational and cultural production.*

Three attributes of this historical transformation merit emphasis. First,
transcending previous technological limits, commodification both engendered
and built upon an increasingly comprehensive common foundation in digital
microelectronics. On this basis, capital could initiate struggles to transform
the production and circulation of cultural and informational resources into
new zones of profit-making accumulation. One key set of battles stemmed
from capital’s efforts to take over for profit-making purposes enormous stocks

* Peter Dombrowski and Eugene Gholz, Buying Military Transformation:
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of public information, which previously were produced by government,
schools and universities, museums, and libraries. Second, information
commodification likewise burst through prior spatial limits imposed by
nation-states and colonial empires. With the rise of neoliberal policies, the
territory of commodification was rapidly extended by and around
transnational corporations and, with the fall of Soviet socialism and the
embrace of the market by China, it became at last truly global. Third, the scale
of the trend to make a business of communications and information is also
pan-industrial: it stretches across every economic sector, and not only on the
supply side, but also among corporate users on the demand side. Wal-Mart as
well as Microsoft has played a potent role.

As they cumulated, these changes propelled the capitalist political
economy into a new developmental cycle. Communications and information
thus no longer “merely” operate in the ideological sphere but, as well,
function directly as economic inputs to reproduce capitalism on an expanded
scale. In their own right, they have become a principal site of profitmaking.
Herein lies the hidden import of the heralded “information economy.”

Encompassed is anything that can be transformed or abstracted into digital
form - and much else besides: films and computer games and TV programs,
musical recordings, photographs, and news stories, but also telephone calls,
accounting and word-processing programs, and biomedical and genetic
materials. Included, too, are both the hardware and software used to produce,
process, and exchange these once-disparate information streams.

U.S.-based corporations have spearheaded this process of accelerated
commodification. Some have been sacrificed along the way, but others — think
of Microsoft, Cisco, Intel, Google, Yahoo!, eBay, Pfizer, Monsanto and other
high-tech powers — enjoy global market leadership. Although U.S. companies
have long since ceased to circumscribe the commodification process, the U.S.
Government continues to spearhead capital’s dominance over this still-
expanding transnational site of accumulation.

Notably, state agencies are championing capital’s need to institute more
encompassing surveillance and policing practices as means of guarding
information as private property.



50 Dan Schiller

4. Today’s antidemocratic tendency therefore divulges a defining
historical specificity: Control measures are being innovated not only for
purposes of crisis management, but also to protect corporate profit-taking
within a newly elevated area of the political economy. For this reason, as
Michael Perelman anticipated in 1998, “the police powers of the information
economy will be stronger than anything we have yet experienced.”’

On one hand, after decades of systematic and broadly successful U.S.
effort to broaden and extend international laws governing copyrights, patents
and trademarks, within the U.S. itself the Digital Millennium Copyright Act
has criminalized the use or circulation of technology that can circumvent
systems used to “protect” this now greatly enlarged realm of “intellectual
property.” Under the state’s sheltering umbrella, companies are deploying
digital rights management technology to establish a wholly new level of
control over the circulation of information.’’ The goal is to preempt Internet
distribution channels for proprietary, profit-based forms of information
sharing. The so-called content industries are intent on creating what one
analyst calls “a ‘leak-proof” sales and delivery system, so that they can offer
all their products as streams of data triple-sealed by copyright, contract, and
digital locks. Then they can control access, use, and ultimately the flow of
ideas and expression.”?

Companies also are directing new forms of information monitoring and
management against both consumers and employees. A survey of corporate
practices by the American Management Association revealed that three-
quarters of sampled companies monitored Internet usage; 55% stored and
reviewed email; 51% used video surveillance; and 22% recorded telephone
calls.”® Supplying the requisite hardware and software is a new “security
industry” which has become a “hot market” comprised of some of the largest
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high-tech corporations: EMC, Cisco, Microsoft, IBM.** In consequence,
“corporations are increasingly becoming policing forces through the use of
new technologies,” as they introduce biometrics, radio frequency
identification tags, and other forms of automatic identification and data
capture.”> Symptomatically, leaks of sensitive corporate information now
prompt what the Financial Times calls “ethically questionable investigative
tactics” not only by executive branch agencies, but also by large companies
such as Hewlett-Packard — which hired private investigators to obtain
reporters’ phone records and monitored at least one journalist for an entire
year.”®

Arcane technologies for data-mining, *’ access control, system integrity,
cryptography, audit and monitoring, configuration management and assurance
are presented by corporate users as innocuous, even benign.’® But these
technologies actually extend the sweep of centralized proprietary control.”

The elevation of information as private property is also opening venues
for tighter collaboration between state agencies and corporate businesses — in
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a trend for which the “war on terror” provides rhetorical cover by allowing
any incursion on proprietary data to be relabeled. “[T]he war on terrorism is,
in large part, a war of information,”* asserted Republican Senator Sam
Brownback (Kansas) soon after the September 11 attacks. Overstepping prior
restraints, state agencies and corporations routinely access and selectively
share rapidly growing pools of electronic data to track individuals through
their daily rounds.*' Time Warner’s AOL unit fields nearly 12,000 requests a
year by federal, state, and local police agencies for customer data; AOL
employees work 24 hours a day handling such queries and maintain a
dedicated hotline for this purpose.” Google’s cooperation with Chinese state
censors has been widely reported, but in the United States as well Google
reputedly “works in an informal fashion with law enforcement agencies,
tracking down personally identifiable information for authorities without
notification to the person involved.”*

In 2005, the Business Roundtable — a group of 160 CEOs representing the
top echelons of corporate America — called on government to “fortify the
Internet and the infrastructure that supports Internet health.”** In February
2006, the Department of Homeland Security, joined by seven other cabinet
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level departments alongside Intel, Microsoft, Symantec, Verisign and other
companies, as well as representatives of the governments of the UK,
Australia, New Zealand and Canada, staged the first “full-scale cyber security
exercise” — “Cyber Storm” — to test response and coordination mechanisms to
a simulated cyber attack.*’ Defining and instituting what is blandly termed “an
effective relationship between the public and private sectors” to guard the
cyber-infrastructure has become an explicit priority.*®

5. A final point is, however, crucial: there is no certainty that the corporate
state will succeed either in managing emergencies or in securing information
as private property. Neither trend is monolithic; each shows considerable
institutional complexity while, far from assured, their coalescence is likewise
both uneven and problematic. Although the gap between real and formal
democracy in the U.S. is rapidly widening,’” furthermore, it would be
incorrect to claim that we are witnessing a wholesale fusion of public and
private power, such as that which typifies overtly authoritarian societies.*®

Most important, finally, the crisis in information provision itself is
provoking resistance as its dominative political economy becomes more
explicit. Immanuel Wallerstein underlines that, beginning in 2003 at Cancun,
the organization of a group of 20 less-developed nations “effectively end[ed]
the ability of the WTO to press forward in implementing its neoliberal

’

objectives,” notably, those pertaining to copyrights and patents.” Farmers
located in different countries have begun to “resist limits on the use and
replantation of seeds and plants”’; battles are also brewing over corporate

ripoffs of indigenous peoples’ knowledge of the medicinal properties of local
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flora. By no means are these the only evidences of opposition. Environmental
and occupational hazards created by unregulated high-tech electronics
manufacturing have sparked insistent demands for social justice. ' On still a
different front “many nations view it as deeply unfair for the United States to
set basic Internet policy for the whole world”**; demands are being voiced to
replace control over the Internet by the U.S. Executive Branch with a more
internationalized mechanism of Internet governance. Protests are also being
waged against the primacy of corporate-commercial imperatives over public
service principles (e.g., nondiscrimination and nonproprietary search
procedures) in structuring major online search services like Google — search
services which are, to boot, sometimes seen as supplying U.S. cultural
imperialism with a new and improved technical foundation.” We may hope
that these disparate initiatives will begin to be unified politically, as we work
to neutralize the contempt held by dominant institutions for the ethics of
democratic self-governance, and struggle to make a different (information)
society.
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