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Abstract

NEW MODES OF INTELLECTUAL LIFE IN NETWORK SOCIETY
Jessica R. Land’h.D.
George Mason Universitp015

DissertatiorDirector: Dr.Hugh Gusteron

This dissertation examines the Anonymous network, as well stz
imageboard from which Anonymous emerged, to explore the status of intellectual life
today and the ways in which networks are using technology and leveraging changes in
media structures to create alternative discourses and recast the terms ofgh#téc d
Aiming to identify new mods ofintellectual engagement in America today, the first half
of this dissertation reviews prominent definitions of the intellectual, sets forth a clear
denotation, and reviews the role of the intellectual as an hidtadt@ inAmerican
sincethe 2d" century. The case studies that follow focus on the activities of the
Anonymous network since 2008, when Anonymous announced a staunch commitment to
social justice, as well as 4chan, an imageboard known for its vilewitgprahe aim of
this research is not to determine whether these nesnarekliberatory or oppressivaut
to delineate what can be learned from their activities and operations,eandyh in

which network societgan be used in the service of intellesd aims.



Chapter 1Introduction

You can never change things by fighting the existing reality. To change
something, build a new model that makes the existing model obsolete.
0 Buckminster Fuller

1.1 The SeCalled Erosion of Intellectual Life and the Ndedthis Study
Since the publ i c aThelastIntellectudaealytedntifiveJ ac o by

years ago, there has been much discussion about the erosion of intellectual life that, many
theorists argue, is occurring in America. Asserting that modern society has no equivalent
to intellectuals such as Lewis Mumford, Irving Howe, Dwight MacDonald, and Edmund
Wil son, Jacobydés text spurred a stsrapng dec
writers lamented a bygone era of great public intellectualism. This romanticized
nostalgia persists today as writers contin
Sontagsofthe 2iCe nt dr y ? o

This dissertation responds to this questiorkyloring the idea that American
intellectual life is not in decline, but is occurring in new public spaces of critical
intervention and taking on new forms. More specifically, | explore the idea that, (at least

partly) in response to the contemporargliteeral orded characterized by corporate

'Such sentiments can be f olatelectandPulicdifet Essaysorktee Th omas
Social History of Academic Intellectuals in the United StatesMo r r i s Double Agent: €he @rifics

and Societyand Alan MWaldd $he New York imlectuals: the rise and decline of the a8talinist left

from the 1930s to the 1980s



domination, mass surveillance, the commodification of public spaces, the privatization of
social problems, and the undermining of social solidarity and notions of the common
good new types of intellectual activits are emerging in and across digital networks
that offer individuals and collectives new ways of communicating, collaborating, and
organizing. Examining case studies that focus on the activities of the Anonymous
network since 2008, as well as the 4chatwork from which Anonymous emerged, this
dissertation will investigate the ways in which widely organized collectives are utilizing
technology and changes in media structures to create alternative discourses and the
degree to which these collective netk®are recasting the terms of public debate.

What makes this exploration particularly important is that very few theorists have
considered alternative approaches to studying public intellectual life, and instead adopt
(or respond to) the declinist stance whi ch recircul at egseaterae fAnart
of public intellectuals now effectively ru
societytoday a fAimedi a and consumer society, organ
images, commodities,andspeac| es, 0 characterized by an i
access to higher education, and the emergence of digital networks that offer new means
by which individuals can traverse the communication boundaries of corporate media, and
occupy formerly unattaindd spaces of autonomy and anonymityt is possible that
intellectual inquiry is evidencing itself in new wa&ysaking on new appearances, and
making possible new modes of intellectual interven{®est and Kellner 1)

I propose mai ntlaiicniinngt etlhlee ctteuram ifispnudb i n n

new media environment as a corrective to the narrow approaches that have been applied



to the term and to argue for its continued relevance. Although its definition is highly
contestedat its core it refers ta project to claim space, legitimacy, and power for
particular groups in public life and, therefore, can serve as a way to frame meaning and
practice within specific publics. Perhaps more importantly, my use of the term serves to
1) acknowledge that mamydividuals (such as Noam Chomsky, Angela Davis, bell
hooks, Stanley Aronowitz, Naomi Klein, Cornel West, Lewis Gordon, Nathan Glazer,
Lewis Cosner, Garry Wills, Michael Walzer, Susan Sontag, Alan Brinkley, Sidney Hook,
Stephen Carter, Hannah Arendt, &thur Schlesinger Jr., to name just a few) remain
widely regarded as intellectuals, and 2) to legitimize new forms of intellectual life and to
demonstrate that there is no shortage of people working to provide original content,
innovative ideas, and critl discourses that attack oppression and perceived injustices.

| do not intend to propose a narrative of unproblematized technological
emancipation made possible by digitized interaction; rather, | will investigate the need for
an expanded understandiofjintellectual lifé®d one which is grounded in the critical
theories of cultural studies and which considers the notion that intellectual inquiry is no
longer solely the task of erudite individuals working in isolation, but is occurring in the
form of decetralized collaboration, appearing in online spaces, and forming rapidly
expanding yet fragmented communication networks that present both risks and
opportunities. | do not intend to fall into the trap of digital romanticization, but rather to
furthericie st i gat e t he ways in which fAthe battle
the cultural op?d ibetwesntthese who theliqveetizastecimolagitas o

developments will only accelerate already existing trends and those who endorse



t e ¢ h n o dbteniaMdshift the organization of society and yield a more rational and

informationrich public (Eliot 243).

1.2 Research Questions
While the declinistséd work is useful i n

roles of public intellectuals, iafls to consider the newly emerging media processes that
are currently shaping intellectual production. As a corrective to this, this dissertation
examines the impact of new metan intellectual life and investigates emerging modes
of public organizingand the degree to which they are changing how people challenge
ideas and manage information. This exploration will consider the following:

1 How are digital networks affecting intellectual life? That is, has the new digital
media landscape made possibdsviforms and modes of intellectual life?

1 To what extent are digital networks and new technologies fostering new forms of
collaboration, organization, and democratic participation? Do networks like
Anonymous demonstrate a shift from a society that loodguiblic intellectuals
for guidance to a society of intellectual publics (made possible by their pooling of

resources and collaborative sharing of skills and expertise)?

’The term finew mediao is typically used to describe
example, inThe Language of New Media d ef i nes n ehies, mwidgiinsagea, sourfilg shapps,
spaces, and texts that have become computabledo (20

Media/cultural studies: critical approachesmployL eah Li evrouw and Sonia Livin
which describesnemediaa s fAi nf or mati on and communication techn
contextso (119).



1 What digital tools and methods (such as electronic mailing lists, collaborative
software, blogs, vlogs, memes, internet relay chats, etc.) are networks utilizing as
a means of social organization?

1 What political and economic conditions are promoting, sustaining, and/or

inhibiting networked forms of intellectual practice?

1.3 Methodology
Building on the work of cultural studies scholars, | explore the idea that the state

of intellectualism in America today warrants a far more complex assessment than most
theorists grant it, and requires a distinct departure from the declinist narrabvenlij

does the declinist narrative refuse to acknowledge and legitimize new forms of
intellectualism and new epistemes, but it is built upon a suspect and problematic
foundation. To begin, many declinists blame professionalism for the decline in
intellectual life, thereby examining public intellectualism along a singular dimension and
failing to consider the crucial media processes that affect public intellett@aEhaps

more problematically, when discussions of the role of the mediciar, declimsts often
demonstrate a preoccupation with print media, such as academic journals, books, and
magazine articles, and thus overlook the potential ways in which new media may be

influencing and transforminimtellectual life.

% This, in turn, has prompted many acadenhicdefend their professions, resulting in a dialog that places
far too much emphasis on institutional factors anddadittle on the mediaelated issues central to public
intellectualism.



As a potential remedy to theper o b | e ms , Il will explore th
awash in a far greater amount of public th
investigate the impact of networks on intellectual life by examining 1) Anonymous, a
decentralized online network thatnce 2008, has claimed a staunch commitment to
protecting civil liberties and human rights, and 2) 4chan, the digital imageboard from
which Anonymous emerged. Treating each as a case study, | will utilize discourse
analysis to examine:

1 the origins of thenetworks (that is, the actions and methods that enabled each

network to come into being)

T the net works6é stated goals and the degr
parallel classic intellectual initiatives

1 the physical and digital artifacts the netwohiesre produced and the ways in
which they have collaborated to share resources and expertise

1 the relationships between and among networks and network members, and the
affordances made possible by horizontal organization

After collecting this data, | wilbe able to produce systematic and formal analyses
that highlight the ways in which networks are affecting, challenging and/or redefining
what it means to engage in intellectual life in the digital age today. Although this
research brings together examianats of communication technology and intellectual
production, technology will not be assumed to be a positive force (as it can also serve
private interests and facilitate increased surveillance and control), nor will it be assumed

to be a negative forceht necessarily aids private interests). Instead, it will be regarded



as something that has fundamentally changed (among other things) information
management and intellectual production.

| have chosen these case studies, in part, becausereatds copiex and
critical spaces in which divergent views can be expressed. Each promotes participation,
disseminates critical and oppositional ideas, organizes across digital networks, and uses
technical skills to engage in discussions and debates that afiefreeensorship.
Furthermore, although since 2008 Anonymous has claimed a commitment to social
justice, it evolved from 4chan, an imageboard known for its vile depravity and, as such,
each case study will lend insight into the wide variety of ways inhigital networks
(and the alternative discourses and epistemes constructed therein) can be used to
oppos® or to sustaiéd discrimination, oppression, dominant discourses, and dominant
power. What is of greatest interest to this study is not whethexr tle¢works are
liberatory or oppressive, or whether they are serving as agents of social change, but
determining what can be learned from their activities and operatindshe ways in
which network society its horizontal structure and the digital moaé®rganizing,
communicating, and collaborating that it makes posdibéan be used in theervice of

intellectual aims.

1.4 Outlooks on the Status of Intellectual Life & Traditions of Pessimism
Indeed, for more than half a century, there has beeea deal of discussion on

the supposed erosion of intellectual life occurring in society. Largely spurred by the
publication of Richard Hofstadtemti-Intellectualism in American Lifim 1963, many

have sought to trace the social movements in histarpgl which intellect (supposedly)



fell into decline. According to Hofstadter, religion, commerce, and democracy were to
blame, for each played a distinct role in the deterioration of public intellectual life.
American Protestantism, he argues, had slibated "men of ideas to men of emotional
power or manipulative skill" (55); American commerce and business culture had
criticized abstract analysis in favor of practical knowledge (233); and American
democracy had produced an unflended and sexist publieducation system that
nurtured mediocrity, rather than cultivating and challenging brilliant minds-8229.
As a result, the options for intellectuals were bleak: they could exist as mere experts,
embedded within and compromised by the institutiory gerved, or stand apart as
critics, alienated from and misunderstood by society.

While Hofstadter's predictions in the 1960s were deeply pessimistic, more than 25
years later, other theorists took his apocalyptic forecast further, declaring the extincti
of intellectuals an imminent reality. Published in 1987, Russell Jacbhg'tast
Intellectuals in fact, describes Hofstadter as one of the last remaining intellectual minds
of our time. Instead of focusing on the nation's cultural life, Jacoby labissues of
institutional change to argue that intellectuals have all but disappeared due to the
restructuring of cities, the decline of intellectual bastions, and the expansion of
universities. He argues that together, gentrification, suburbanizatidrgcademic
careerism have encouraged a sterile professionalism among young intellectuals who have
"retreated into specialized and cloistered environments" and "have lost contact with a

public world" ("Last Thoughts on The Last Intellectuals" 39).



For Acoby, today's woulthe intellectuals have themselves to blame, for they
have failed to develop a straightforward prose and have neither sought nor gained a
nonprofessional audience and a public profile. He writes,
The previous generation of intellectsi@ould be read, and were read, by
educated readers; the most recent intellectuals cannobbédo they
direct themselves to a public audience. They have settled into specialties
and sukspecialties. Even as critics have become more soiatiand
daring, they have also become more private and complacent, which belies
a critical discourse. (Intellectuals and Their Discontents 44)
Assessing the situation as dismal, he argues that "An older generation of intellectuals is
passing on, and new one is not showing up” (44). Among the most notable aspects of
Jacoby's argument is his failure to elucidate a strong rationale for the role intellectuals
shouldplay in a democratic society. He argues for comprehensive prose, but does not
qualify the type of intellectual engagement one should have with the public, or describe
the role such a person should fulfill. He chastises young academics for not participating
in public life, yet fails to consider the ways in which participation is chandgmghort,
Jacobybés perspective is informed by antiqu
render him susceptible to misunderstanding or overlooking the intellectual capacity of
and affordances made possible by the digital networks explored taseystudies.
Writings several years after Jacoby, cultural critic Andrew Ross also explored the

decline of intellectual life in his texio Respect: Intellectuals & Popular Culture



Citing intellectual sd r ej esudypopcultaoré)astohee pop
of their primary downfalls, Ross asserts:
It is increasingly important (especially today, when the once politicized
divisions between high and low culture make less and less sense in a
culture that ignores these divisiongh official impunity) to consider
what is dialectical about the historically fractious relationship between
intellectuals and popular culture. Only then can we expect to make proper
sense of the linked material power, in our culture, of eliash
anttintellectualism, vanguardism and populism, paternalism and
delinquency. Only then can we see how categories of taste, which police
the differentiated middle ground are also categories of cultural power. (5)
That is, because intellecls have cultural authority and are central to the legitimating
processes that inform, impose, and maintain established canons and notions of taste, they
play an integral part in the struggle over meanimaking. As such, Ross asserts, it is
crucialthatt nt el |l ectual s examine the realm of poj
popul ar respect and consent for authority
pop culture topics can serve to legitimate new identities, meanings, and modesraf cul
production (3). According to Ross, however, many intellectuals have instead become the
gatekeepers of high culture, oftentimes serving as corporate and government
functionaries who maintain structures of authority and uphold dominant interests.
Like Jacoby, Ross calls for a closer relationship between intellectuals and the

public; however, neither writer elucidates who intellectuals are and what they are

10



supposed to do. Jacoby dismisses the 1issu
muchcat i on, Kil |l t houghto (xii), while Ross
intellectuals is methodologically governed by no strict or absolute definitions of the role
or functions o*Bysidedtepping teiitnporsant siscusgioh ang .
avoidng t he task of defining intellectuals,
contemporary situation.

Such oversights persist across declinist accounts. For example, Ralf Dahrendorf
argues that intellectuals stand completely outside cfabeeties they seek to influence
and are consequently defined in negative terms. Their role is one of resistance and
di ssent, as their job is Ato doubt everyth
to ask all those questions that nooneelsd ar es t o asko (The I nt el
However, by describing intellectuals in negative terms and reducing them to mere
dissenters, Dahrendorf offers little room for intellectuals to transform and serve a
different role in their contemporaryjtigation, (nor does he comment on what their ideal
role should be). Others, like Zygmunt Bauman, Talcott Parsons, and Alan Trachtenberg
focus on the structural changes in Western society to argue that consumer culture has

weakened i nt e lautbotity andihHasdsmantledthemability to persuade.

Il n these account s, intell ectual sé6 efforts

* Despite that he does not define what constitutes an intellectual, Ross offers a partial list of those he deems
intellectuals. He writes, "It includes Lenny Bruce, Ethel Rosaplandy Warhol, Jonh Waters, and Grace
Jones, just as it includes Dwight MacDonald, Susan Sontag, Marshall McLuhan, Amiri Baraka, and Andrea
Dworkin" (10).

11



In society are never examined; in each account intellectuals are simply (that is, too
simply) emptied oftieir agency and deemed unable to compete with the commodities of
entertainment and distraction.

Among the things most interesting about this perception of the decline of public
intellectual life is that it traverses the left/right, liberal/conservativald? As Bruce
Robbins puts it, there is an fAunsettling c
public intellectuals no longer exist in 21st Century American society (xi). Indeed, many
diverse and more concrete diagnoses on the perceived disapgeaf intellectuals and
the dissolution of public life persist among writers of all political affiliations.

Throughout the 1980s, for example, American neoconservatives like William Bennett

and Allan Bloom cited the decline of culturally shared civiuga as the cause of the

decline of the public. According to their assessment, it was theiledt 1960s

academics that catalyzed this collapse because they, and universities at large, abandoned
their role of preparing students for civic life and papition in the public sphefeThey

argue that, instead of inculcating shared cultural values and encouraging a consensual

public sphere, universities instill in students a relativistic value structure that encourages

® Liberal, conservative, and Marxist critics have expressed similar sentiments regarding thfenstalern

public culture and the democratic public sphere. See, for example, Sennett, Ribbdrell of Public

Man. New York: W.W. Norton, 1992. Print.; see also Keane, JBhblic Life and Late Capitalism:

Toward a Socialist Theory of DemocraGambv i dge [ Cambri dgeshire] ; New Yo
Press, 1984. Print.; see also Eagleton, Tdimg. Function of Criticism: From the Spectator to Post

Structuralism London: Verso, 1984. Print.

® For an overview of the nemonservative stance orfl@cademe intellectuals, see Bruce Robbins
il ntr od Ineltedtualst Aesthetics, Politics, Academics.

12



multicultural difference and public atentiousness. According to reonservatives, left

academics both initiated and perpetuated a multicultural splintering of the vital center of

American | ife and, in doing so, effectivel
In addition to thos on the right, many prominent Marxist and pststicturalist

critics affiliated with the left (such as Jean Francois Lyotard, Jean Baudrillard, and Terry

Eagleton) have written at length about the demise of the intellectual and the collapse of

the publicsphere; however, rather than deeming this transformation a negative one, they

instead declare that, in the heterogeneous culture of postmodernity, the nostalgic notion

of universal truth is quit elnshe Snpdowofthe ad.

Silent Majoritiesargues that, in the postmodern world, the production of meaning has

been overtaken by the production of the demand for meanings. The media, the
simulations, and what he calls the Acyberhb
new era, and a new kind of society in which the masses passively consume media
spectacles. He writes:
Today, everything has changed: no longer is meaning in short supply, it is
produced everywhere, in ever increasing quantitiéss demand which
is weakening. And it is the production of this demand for meaning which
has become crucial for the system. Without this ... power is nothing but an
empty simulacrum and an isolated effect of perspective. The mass
Aabsor bs al | ,btithodongeorefracts it. ltalsars gvery
sign and every meaning, but no longer reflects them. It absorbs all

messages and digestem. For every question put to it, it sends back a

13



tautological and circular response... The mass is dikmlbeasts, and its
silence is equal to the silenoé beasts. Despite having been surveyed to
death ... it says neither whether the truth is to the left or to the right, nor
whether it prefers revolution or repression. It is without truthwaithout
reason. It has been attributed with every arbitrary remark. It is without
conscience and without unconscious.-@7
For Baudrillard, the outlook is grim, for, in his estimation, the media have rendered the
public passive and have all b&csired the demise of the democratic public sphere.
Il n contrast to Baudrillardds pessimisti
Lyotard maintain that progressive change is possible if one concentrates on the local

level. As Lyotard explains iiomb e au de |, the dedtheof the entelteatual lin a

postmodern world was spurred by a skeptical public that had grown too untrusting of
intellectual s6 metanarratives. I n fact, h
met anarr at i ve snodern soaidty (Lé Ednditiorepostnpaemd As

such, changes in intellectual |l ife were no

" For Lyotard, postmodernity was tied to the emergence of a postindustrial society in which knowledge had
become the main economic force of production but which had, at the same time, lost its traditional
legitimations. According to this perspective, sogistnot an organic whole or a dualistic field of conflict,

but should been conceived of as a web of | inguisti
soci al bondd is composed of different games. As su
others and can no longer claim privilege over other forms of knowledge as it had done in modern times. As

Perry Anderson, iThe Origins of Post Modernigyut s i t, #Aln fact, its [scienc

denotative truth over narrative stylescotomary knowledge concealed the basis of its own legitimation,

which classically rested on two forms of grand narrative itself. The first of these, derived from the French
Revolution, told a tale of humanity as the heroic agent of its own liberationgithe advance of

knowledge; the second, descending from German Idealism, a tale of spirit as the progressive unfolding of
truth. Such were the great justifying myths of mod

14



collapse of grand narrativ@slarge scale philosophies of the world that lost credibility as

people became mogdert to their diverse and incompatible beliefs, values, and

aspirations. The solutidhhe argued, was to replace grand narratives with a multiplicity

of micro-narratives, and to supplant the notion of a single public sphere with the idea of a
multiplicity of public spherésthat can reflect the concerns of changing individual and
group identities. Building on Wittgenstei
proposes a mode of progressive politics that is grounded in the cohabitation of a wide

rarge of diverse and locally legitimated language games.

1.5 Possibilities for Intellectual Life in Network Society
Though taking shape in ways postmodernists perhaps never envisioned,

intellectual life today relies on the language games and multiple mbleres that

Lyotard values and promotes. They are characterized by their focus on specific, local
contexts, their investment in and awareness of the diversity of human experience, and

their use of digital media, which makes information accessible tereees far larger and

more diverse than was ever possible with print. Indeed, intellectual endeavors today may

be taking on new forms and may | ook remarKk

know. With the emergence of digital netwadk$orizontallyorganized spaces in which

8 Unlike nesconservatives, who vilified universities for failing instill in students a set of consensual

shared civic values, Lyotard insisted that universities could serve as sites for analyzing and contesting
oppressive metanarratives (of the predominantly white, male, European tradition) and for formulating new
micro-narratives. For a more detailed description of this vision of the university curriculum, see Gless and
HernsteinSmith (eds.) The Politics of Liberal Education. Durham: Duke University Press, 1992. Print.

® For a more thorough discussion of the notémultiple publics and resistance to totalizing narratives,
seeJ ean Fr an - The Rostrhogesrt Canditod: A Report on Knowledge

15



individuals can anonymously collaborate, pool resources, and share exparése
forms of collective intellectual production have become possible, as the audience for (and
the realizable value of) advanced thought and scholarskipdsaly increased.

In the former system of intellectual life that relied on print culture, publications
could not reach beyond several hundred or, at best, several thousand research libraries.
Perhaps more problematically, intellectual endeavors amieedded within a system of
professionalized incentives in academia that encouraged professors to write, not to
discover, but to secure tenure, facilitate promotions, and bring esteem and funding to the
universities for which they work. Today, howeverthwradically new technologies and
social practices emerging every day, intellectual production can occur within digital
networks, utilizing sophisticated services to analyze and combine information in ways
that generate new knowledge. Intellectuals tamaymaintain blogs, work for the Open
Content Alliance (OCA), write for Wikipedia, organize Internet Relay Chats, produce
content under Creative Commons open licenses, and propel the explosive growth of
other, novel forms of intellectual production. Thaterial and digital systems on which
these networks are based simply did not exist fifty years ago and therefore pose
possibilities for intellectual life that traditional intellectuals could have never imagined.

In order for these new social functiolasbecome intelligible, a new framework
At hat does not | imit the discussion from
must be adopted (Poster 202). That is, we must challenge our current theoretical
approaches and the questions we ask, fatiagi examinations of intellectual life offer

an overly limited role for digital networks in cyberspace and do not adequately represent

16

t



the range of communicative possibilities a
center of gravity for intellectda | i f e has [€é] shifted, deci si
medi umd and intellectual production must n
of digital public spheres (Conclusion: Cyberinfrastructure, the Scaife Digital Library and
Classics in a Dital age 27). In short, these networks indicate that a new apparatus has
emerge® one that is affecting the world in material ways, demonstrating at&rng

commitment to continued change, and raising important questions about the potential and

limitations of democratized media and the state of intellectual life in America today.
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Chapter 2 Defining Intellectuals: A Theoretical Overview

2.1 The Origin of the Term
Although more than one concept of intellectual identity has persisted throughout

history, the term was first used to describe the group of writers, professors, and students
who came to the defense of an obscure Jewish officer in the French Army who had bee
accused of treason, and who Al ent their pr
Denoting a position of defiance against the ruling order, the controversial term (and the
acts to which it referred) caused a hostile division in France betweant#i@reyfusard
majority (citizens of dierarchical, Roman Catholic, imperial state, steeped in military
traditions, wharespected authority and valued French patriotism) and the Dreyfusard
intellectuals (who valued abstract, Enlightenment ideals andgthis of individuals).

While the Dreyfusards deemed themselves agents of justicd)rayfusards
dubbed them traitors and wielded the term
[famous writer, Emile] Zola and [owner and editor of the Parily de@wspaper,
Georges] Clemenceau first outlined the fundamental program of the intellectual, the
academics and men of letters of the Right intentionally excluded themselves from its
companyo (Shurts 15), declarithan they prefe

intellectuel so (Shurts 41). Despite all a
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Dreyfusards embraced the title and, as the first group to call themselves by it, went on to
mold the concept in their image and according to their vadfues.
In accordance with this heritage, this study examines new modes of intellectual
life in America today by way of the intellectual parameters set forth by the Dreyfusards
who embraced the term and the Marxists who expounded upon it, for although Karl Marx
neverproduced a systematic theory of intellectuals, his theory of class struggle serves as
the theoretical foundation of hundreds of accounts of intellectual life. That is, most
theorists understand social life as being produced through economic, politctal, a
ideological struggles, and recognize citizens as being situated within a network of social
and class relations that affect and constrain their (individual and collective) actions.
Furthermore, in accordance with the way Dreyfusards wielded the termmdjority of
accounts examine intellectual sé6 potenti al
practiceo and to function as a disruptive
This particular focus i s nelléctualidenttynd ed t
or to imply that thinkers on the Right did not (or do not) possess authority, and influence
public opinion and national debates; rather, this work acknowledges that there has always
been an underlying struggle to control what it mearixetan intellectual and to define
the relationship intellectuals should have with the government, institutions, and society as
a wholé but takes, as its focus, a particular intellectual idedtithhat constructed by

the Left, and examines the ways in whtigital media and networked forms of

9 The Dreyfus Affair will be discussed in greater detail in Chafter
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organization are impacting intellectual life in America today. To prepare for careful
analysis and thoughtful case studies, | will first provide a theoretical overview of the
ways intellectuals have been conceptulizZollowed by an historical overview of the

intellectual as an historical actor in"26entury America.

2.2 The Public Deployment of Expertise
To begin, this work understands the wor

i nt el |"asdngagemen itlbe public spheféis inherent to the term. As Edward
Said and others have pointed out, intellectuals are and have always been public, for their

commitment to an Enlightenment way of thinking demands engagement with the

community. Asbbsuchjntbeel eetmahpuis redund
popularized in the |l ate 1980s, when Russel
Last Intellectuals. o That said, in its mo

someone who possess a mentaligeee, a privileged insight and deeper understanding,

and who deploys his or her expertise in (and to the) public. Equipped with particular

1 Although Russell Jacoby claimed, in therrioduction to a reprint of his teXhe Last Intellectuals

2000, AAs far as | know, I was the first to use thi
citation (inThe Last Intellectua)sof C. Wright Mills, who used the term in 19868The Causes of World

War Three

2 Traditionally understood as a network for influencing political action through the exchange of informed

and logical discussions, the concept of the public sphere has its bhsisiark of Jirgen Habermas and

hissetTm al t ext @AThe Sdanmofuhe Public Spher@lAccardirgy todlabermds, the liberal

public sphere is a domain of social life to which all citizens are granted access and where unrestricted

public opinion can be formed. Based on the exchahgelependenperspectives, a public sphere can

only exist in the absence of state control and com
may assemble and unite freely, and expresecstoand publ
coer ci oAsuch, he @iblic sphere is a crucial component of sociopolitical organization, for it

serves as a site of intellectual bfea space designated for the free exchange of ideas vitizeas can

(re)vitalize democracy, animateticmal discussions, and impact public will.
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cognitive faculties and a Areflexiveness a

(Shils 1972; 5) intellecaul s fconsciously and met hodical "

and Abring into being new modes of thought
i ntellectuals as fAthe more articulate memb
professionally or vocationallyartc ul at e, i n church and school

(302), while Joseph Schumpeter defines the
spoken and written wordo (147).

Il n contrast to experts who specialize i
their professional specializationso and, p
variety of important issues (Misztal 36). As Sartre once explained it, an atomic scientist
is not an intellectual while constructing an atomic bomb, but becomes Hecinte!
when he or she signs a letter of protest against nuclear arms (Goldfarb 30). That is, to be
an intellectual is not to be a technician, or expert, or engineer, or even simply a
protestod but t o be someone who pr ovwemiasystem8i n t he
of values that see human-1)l Udingcompdex experises upr e
toaddresswide angi ng social chall enges i-beingvyays t h
intellectuals are, as Maohheymthesesobaddt

At ot al per4)pectiveo (143
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2.3 Thinking Anew: Inventive Effort and Creative Activify
In addition to sharing knowledge and insight with the public, intellectuals must

produce new ideas and strategies to subvert existinghsysted address existing

probl ems. As Florian Znaniecki describes
Ain the domain of knowledge new ways into
speak, in doing the unexp eedomandfkiolédge) . O

production, intellectuals contribute original ideas, identify unsolved problems, challenge
the legitimacy of norms, and aim to liberate the human imagination by thinking'anew.

It is about making important discoveries and also owvaimg them, about voicing a view

Awhich in some ways goes beyond that avail
expert relation to the matter in questiono
creativity indicat eganpfed enpgecgioali tt ype amf eanp

B“The phrases fAinventive eff or bhaDevedds fdcirsecautsisvieo na cotfi \
creative democracy (emphasis added in bold below). Dewey write$ Aetventsithid is what | mean

when | say that we now have teaeate by delibera@nd determined endeavor the kind of democracy
which in its origin one hundred affity years ago was largely the product of a fortunate combination of
men anctircumstancesWe have lived for a long time upon the heritage that came to us frdmaghg
conjunction of men and events in an earlier day. The present state of the wuote iian a reminder that

we have now to put forth eveenergy of our own to prowsorthy o our heritage. It is a challenge to do

for the critical and complex conditionstoiday what the men of an earlier day did for simpler conditions.

If | emphasize that the task can be accomplished onilyv@ntive effort and creative activitit,is in part
because the depth of the present crisis is due in considerabletharfdot that for a long period we acted

as if our democracy were something thatpetuated itself automatically; as if our ancestors had succeeded
in setting up anachine that swekd the problem of perpetual motion in politics. We acted danifocracy

were something that took place mainly at Washington and Albangomeother state capitaunder the
impetus of what happened when men and women wethetpolls once a year or-savhich is a somewhat
extreme way of saying that we hawad the habit of thinking of democracy as a kind of political

mechanism that will work deng as citizens were reasonably faithful in performing political datiEsr

mor e i nf or ma tsCreative deBiececy:0Dbailasik Before U

“According to Harry M. Collins, while creativity ir
be too new, o6 for in order to be successful, ideas |
ongoing conversation of the intellectual community
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and, according to many accounts, serves as a primary source of public intellectual
authority (Said 1994; Szacki 1990; Beyme 1994; Shils 1972; Bauman 1995; Bourdieu
1989, 1992, 2004 Polanyi 1951; Collini 2006). Lay, creativity performs the vital
function of securing the attention of (and potentially inspiring) the audience. As Roger

Berkowitz writes, iThe *free act surprises:;

2.4 The Pursuit of Justiamn the Side of the Oppressed
Persistent aoss a wide array of accounts is the belief that intellectuals play an

emancipatory role in society. In accordance with the part they played in the historic

Dreyfus Affair, intellectuals are largely deemed devotees to justice and truth who act in
defense buniversal ideas and on the side of the oppressed. Edward Said, for example,
assert s, intellectuals have fia special dut
powers of oneds own society, [ €] particul a
manifesty disproportionate and immoral war, or in deliberate programmes of

discrimination, repr e sd®.iTheir jola meexplairs,lisitee ct i v e

ispeak the t rttatntd ttoo paccvierion (ax7)or dance with

“Forexamplee@acording to Edward Shils, creativity is what
runodo of professors and academics (6), while Pierre
the intellectual ds competence (2004; 113).

YAsBerkawi t z, i n A Th edexplainsiWhal elevates suthe &rek act to political relevance

is that it not only surprises, but it also inspires. The free act (freedom and acting are synonyms for Arendt)
leads others to act as well. By way of respontbesfree act is talked about and turned into stories. In this
way the free act rearrates and thus-raakes our common world. That is why the free act is politicdl

how it can change the wordd

sai d cl ar ilfddnetsnean fieBeysome Bld Testament like thunderings, proclaiming everyone
to be sinful and basically evil. do mean something much more modest and a great deal more effective.
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convictoninacoaept of j us t?{(94)eSimidanyd JulieraBendadedase®
At heir duty [é] is that of justice and of
personal advantage, but by a staunch belief in justice and a sense of responsibility to
Adercoeun njustice WheaMitmgsefrlean Raul Sact&8%),r s 0 (
intellectuals (in the eloquent words of Ka
otherwise would be a piteh | a ¢ k ldeolaghandUtopial60).

Michel Foucault also champiodéhe idea that intellectuals must work on the side
of the oppressed, but advocated a new mode of engagement. Rather than conceptualizing

intellectuals as people who fAplay the role

To speak of consistency and upholding standards of international behantbthe support of human

rights is not to look inwards for a guiding light supplied to one by inspiration or prophetic intuiiost,

if not all, countries in the world are signatories to a Universal Declaration of Human Rights, adopted and
proclaimel in 1948, reaffirmed by every new member state of the TiNere are equally solemn
conventions on the rules of war, on treatment of prisoners, on the rights of wareres, children,
immigrants andefugees.None of theselocuments says anything abalisqualified or less equal races or
peoples.All are entitled to the same freedondf course, these rights are violated on a daily basis, as
withess the genocide in Bosnia toddyor an American or Egyptian or Chinese government official, these
rights are at best looked at politically, not from a consistently moral standfibthose are the norms of
power, which are precisely not those of the intellectual whose role is at very least to apply the same
standards and norms of behaviour now alreatlgctively accepted on paper by the enititernational

c 0 mmu nReprgs@ntat{ons of the Intellectigat-98).

saidoés full g wbtheeneanisg ofas efféctve ihtervergion ther8has toretie
intell ectual 6 siondinmalcanckg ef pidiide and faioness thibdws for differences
between nations and individuals, without at the sameadssigining them to hidden hierarchies,
preferences, evaluations. Everyone togegfesses a liberal language of equality and hagnfior all. The
problem for thentellectual is to bring these notions to bear on actual situations where thetgaen the
profession of equality and justice, on the one hand, and, on the othetthérdess edifying reality, is very
greab Rdpresetations of the Intellectus4).

19 Julien Benda, in his beknown work, The Treason of the Intellectualsarshly criticize public

intellectuals for betraying their origialtadse vocat i o1
whose actiity essentially is not the pursuit of practical aims, all those who seek their joy in the practice of
an art or a science or a metaphysical speculation, in short in the ppssésonmat er i al advant ag:¢

However, he argues, in the early decades@t Century, public intellectuals began subordinating their
disinterested concern for truttgason and justice to the pursuit of thewn selfish passions and aims (43).
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i deol ogical ¢ onet ecnotn,coe phte opfr ot phoes efids ptehc i f i ¢ i

i ntellectual work is Aconducted alongside

consisting simply of t heilntllectudlsamdiPonart i on fr

133). Furthermore, he argued, rather than serving as the defenders of truth, intellectuals

operating at the | ocal |l evel should Aprovi

understand how representations and ideas have gained the status of &ghfuin

(Power/Knowledgd 2 ) . Al n this sense, 0 he explains

or serve to appl $@@.actice: it is practice
Like Foucault, Antonio Gramsci stressed the role intellectuals play in the

dissemination of se@alled truthsand the ways in which intellection can be used to serve

class interests. However, Gramsci recognized two types of intellectuals: those who

support bourgeois hegemdnytraditional intellectuals) and those who subvert it (organic

intellectuals). As sut he stresses, what differentiates these groups is not their

intellectual work, but Athe system of rela

therefore the intellectual groups who personify them) have their place within the general

29| ninteflectuals and power: A conversation between Michel Foucault and Gilles DelBareault

clarifies i B u fthis practice] idocal and regional, as you said, and not totalising. This is a struggle
against power, a struggle aimed at revealing aneémamding power where it is most invistband
insidious. |t is ndhatwesrugde(thankasses have been @awacedos soreedimed
that consciousness is a form of knowledge; and consciousness as the basis of subjectivity is agdrogati
the bourgeoisie), but to sap power, to take power; it is an activity conducted alongside those who struggle
for power, and not their illuminatomfom a s af e diistheaagional systéin obthish e or y 6
struggled

L As Gramsci used it, thetem fi b o u r g e o riefers tohbeuggeoia daminance in the struggle over
worldviews.

25



complexofsoclh r el ationso (139). That i s, intel |l
terms of Athe intrinsic nature of intellec
occupy within a system of dependencies and the role they play in reproducing or

subverting hat system (139).

Working on behalf of the ruling class, traditional intellectuals emerge from the
bourgeoisie, and function as the Adominant
Aput themselves forward as autonomous and
theyi n fact serve the fisubaltern functions o
sustaining the Aspontaneous consento of th
soci al |l ife by the dominant fundamemt al gr
those groups who 1ddcb)not Thc csrussemtimo t hi s Aco
intellectuals rationalize existing modes of social reproduction, pass off myths as
commonsense truths, and use the fAprestigedo
function in the world of productiond to ju
inequitable systems of social power (113).

Their hegemonic authority, however, is not absolute, for as Gramsci argues,
hegemony fAis not universglrahd O0fi aepartoc
a fAimoving equilibrium, 6 in which ideas and

revised. As a dynamic force, it as an active site of negotiation and one that presents

22 Describing this mode of direct domination, Gramsci writ@se apparatus of setoercive power

whi ch cGhfecgsadisdippné omto s e gr ou p s swhmthé@daotively ortpassively mhis
apparatus is, however, constituted for the whole of society in anticipation of moments of crisis of command
and direction when spontaneous consent has ailsgson Notebooks 118
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opportunities for other social groups t@ate countehegemonic projects. More
specifically, Gramsci believed that the wo
intellectual so0 who share the class experie
articulate that experience in political termsai countethegemonic project.

The emergence of such individuals was possible, Gramsci argued, partly because
fal | men [ si c*(14@).r That is, paopel ate mat memely teactive animals

of instinct, but are thinking beings, capable ofaaail analysis. Furthermore, he believed

t hat although finot all men have in society
group coming into existence [€é] in the wor
with itself, organically, one ormorerset a of i ntell ectualso (134

and working on behalf of their own class interests, these individuals, he argued, could
reeducate their class, free it from the ideas that bind it to the existing exploitative order,
and by wo raktlyto muisefthe mtellecsual level of emgnowing strata of the
popul ace, 0 could Aproduce elites of intel]l
the masses, but remain in contact with them to become, as it were, the whalebone in the
cor $6862).0

Emphasizing the importance of linking theory with practice, Gramsci maintained

t hat organic intellectuals need to be more

Gr ams ci €herpis mHuman activity from which every form of intellectual participation can be

excluded: homo faber cannot be separated from homo sapiens. Each man, finally, outside his professional
activity, carries on some f ophm loos opnhteerld,e catnu aar taicstti
he participates in a particular conception of the world, has a conscious line of moral conduct, and therefore
contributes to sustain a conception of the world or to modify it, that is, to bring into being newahodes

t hough-14a). (140
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participate fAin practical 1ife, daesr coonst r u
(141). By doing so and establishing an alternative form of political and moral leadership,
organic intellectuals could shift the grounds of intellectual activity, and establish a
revolutionary cultural and historical block (comprised of membersildislinated

groups) that challenges and undermines the existing social order. Famously dubbing this
block the fAimodern Princeo (after the princ
about a revolutionary unification of renaissance lItaly), Grams@sstceboth the need

and the potential for oppressed groups to produce organic intellectuals, and to form a
revolutionary party that could mount an insurrection. Advocating a form of pedagogy
democratiepractice and expanding the (conception of the)addanctions of

intellectuals in the modern world, he promoted not only a worklags movement, but

the organization of a new intellectual order and the formation of a proletariat hegemony

that would serve the interests of the oppressed.

2.5 The ActiveAvoidance of Cooptation
Because intellection can be used to serve dominant interests, intellectuals, by

most accounts, must also demonstrate an active and continued commitment to avoiding
various forms of (government, military, and corporate) cooptat®artre, for one,

believed all intellectuals were born out of the bourgeoisie and therefore could only
function as fitrue intellectualso by distan
Aadopting the point of viewABldafort s most un
intellectuals255). Said and Foucault, among others, issue similar warnings, insisting that

i ntell ectuals must Astruggle against the f
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and instrument o ( Fouc au2D8andrémaih fdlidlyelevdtada | s a

to Aconfront[ing] orthodoxy and dogma (rat

2.6 Courageous Riskaking
As active defenders of the oppressed who questiarakded truths and oppose the

ruling order, intellectuals mupossess a willingness to engage indisk

a willingness to risk social and professional unpopularity, ridicule, discreditation, and
personal attacks, alienation,-being. A2Sadi al | o
explains, At hto is and cahnet behpéayged vaithout @ degse of being
someone whose place it is publicly to rais
not only the courage of conviction to speak about matters of human significance, but also

the civil courage to uqmlogetically challenge prevailing opinions, assumptions, and
attitudes, to speak out against the powerf
the technician of practical knowledge [ é]
h e g e mo n gn tle@&dent of practical knowledge becomes a monster, that is to say an
intellectual;someone who attends to what concernsfhil] and whom ot her s

a man [sic}* whointerferes in what does not concern bim ( gt d . i n Mar xi sm,

24 3adly, the male bias dominates conversations both old and new, despite the volumes of work women and
men have produced that critique and problematize male/female binaries, the notionaftmadity, and
public-malespace assodians.
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and intelletuals 150¥> To be an intellectual, one must be willing to be both adored and

fiercely disliked.

2.7 Distinctions between Intellectuals and Activists, Experts, and Protestors
The Dreyfus Affair not only gave rise to the first group to be recognized as

intellectuals, but also yielded the act of intellectual protest. Using petitions and popular
media (specifically, the newspaper), Dreyf
but brought attention to a variety of social, political, and moral isgbhaswould starkly

divide the country) and demonstrated the efficacy of a new form of civic and political
expression. Using a succinct written statement, they illuminated a host of human rights

issues (such as argeémitism, and the rights of the indivial against the State) and,

laying claim to a disinterested position of reason and rational thought, used their
credentials to imply that their argument w
attention. As such, they demonstrated new ways of acquiowgpand challenging

aut hority, and highlighted the capacity fo

usual . o Furt her mor e, their coll ecHive act
and in ideas.
“Sartreodos full quote reads: Alf the technician of

his ideology and cannot reconcile himself to it; if he sees that he has interiorized authoritarian principles in
the form of seHcensorhip; if he has to call in question the ideology that formed him to escape malaise and
multilation; if he refuses to be a subaltern agent of bourgeois hegemony and act as the means towards ends
which he is forbidden to know or to dispéitehen the agent ofrpctical knowledge becomes a monster,

that is to say an intellectuapmeone who attends to what concerns(mrexteriorityd the principles

which guide the conduct of his life: and in interiodityhis lived experience in society) and whom others

refer © as a mamwho interferes in what does not concern diiarxism, History, and Intellectuals:

Towards a Reconceptualized Transformative Socidlsd).
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Although intellectuals utilize expertiseglgical activism, and protest in pursuit of

their objectives, they are more than experts, activists, or protestors. While activists and

protestors are devoted to a particular cause (or causes), intellectuals question and address

iIssues across a broadeestrum; furthermore, unlike activists and protestors, they have a
different positioning in society. While activists, experts, and protestors may be motivated
by a variety of things (i.e.an activist organizes a public demonstration to protest student
loanrates because she is concerned about her own student loan debt; an expert designs
nuclear weapons because the salary is exorbitant; a person protests an abortion clinic
because his or her religion deems abortion murder) intellectuals are devoted tongdvanc

the causes of freedom, justice, and societal betterment. Furthermore, as Michael Warner

has pointed out, fAexpert knowledge is in a
external to the discussion. It can be challenged only by other expentgtntthe

di scourse of the public itselfo (145). Wh
aut hority, i ntellectuals champion each per

a contradiction, to require more information, to emphasizerdiftepostulates, [and] to

point out faulty reasoningo (Foucault qtd

|l i sten to others, o0 they not onl-graticegepéeocr

(Giroux Al ntell ect ua lisgthe scepe & thdirjcaneetns the 8 ) .
breadth of their understanding, the source of their motivation, their allegiance to
oppressed groups and individuals, their task to create new possibilities and to subvert
existing systems, and their relationship to ph&ctice of critique that differentiate

intellectuals from others.
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2.8 Intellectuals and Class Positioning
Because intellectuals engage in the class struggle, it is useful to consider their

own class positioning, the implications of that positioningl e degree to which it is
determined by material conditions and/or mutual interests. Since the 1920s, three distinct
approaches have emerged, which theorists conceptualizing intellectuals as a distinct class,
as classound, or as altogether claless.

Gramsci 6s aforementioned theory of the
most prominent classound approach. Engaged in a broader cultural project of
analyzing how ideas and ideologies gain supremacy (i.e. hegemony) in society, Gramsci
maini ned that it was not only economic domi
domi nance, but also the cultural Asuperstr
public intellectuals and the role they play in supporting or subverting bourgeois
hegenony (i.e. its dominance in the struggle over worldviews). From his perspective,
intellectuals are the products of the cl as
intellectual so emerging from the bourgeois
the proletariat) and what differentiates t
of relations in which [intellectual] activities (and therefore the intellectual groups who

personify them) have their place within the general complex of sed#ians®

®Gramsci Wwattase fihe fimaxi mumd | imits of acceptanc:é
a unitary criterion to characterize equally all the diverse and disparate activities of intellectuals and to

distinguish these at the same time and in an essential wayHmactivities of other social groupings? The

most widespread error of method seems to me that of having looked for this criterion of distinction in the

intrinsic nature of intellectual activities, rather than in the ensemble of the system of retatidrich

these activities (and therefore the intellectual groups who personify them) have their place within the
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(Gramsci 8). Il n ot her words, the category

intrinsic qualities, but by the place it occupies within the system of dependencies which

such a figuration represents and by the role it performs in the regiaa and

devel opment of t hLegisitorgand latdrprete®®). ( Ba u man
Recognizing intellectual sdé positionalit

he contends, in order fito reach a ceoncrete

changes occurring in capitalist society and the opportunities such changes yield (124).

That is, as the old caste of elite intellectuals began losing its monopoly on

communication channels and the formation of social consciousness, new knowledge

workerswere gaining opportunities to become socially recognized authorities. With this

shift, Gramsci asserts, the formerly elifased intellectual realm was becoming grounded

i n everyday | ife and required a nethe mode o
new intellectual can no |l onger consist in
practical |l ife, as constructor, organiser,
oratoréo (1971, 10) . Mor e specctively cal |l vy, h

develop a counter hegemony to undermine existing social relations, they can help others

general complex of social relations. Indeed the worker or proletarian, for example, is not specifically

characterized by his manual or instrut@mvork, but by performing this work in specific conditions and in

specific social relations (apart from the consideration that purely physical labour does not exist and that

even Taylords phrase of #fAtr ai nedertapdiectibnlirmdhy i s a met
physical work, even the most degraded and mechanical, there exists a minimum of technical qualification,

that is, a minimum of creative intellectual activity.) And we have already observed that the entrepreneur, by

virtue of hisvery function, must have to some degree a certain number of qualifications of an intellectual

nature although his part in society is determined not by these, but by the general social relations which

specifically characterize the position of the eptener within industry (89).
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understand their exploitative class positioning and empower them to contest ideological
mechanisms of cultural hegemony.

Writing around the same time as Gramgarl Mannheim championed the
intellectualsclassless approach and his tebdeology and Utopiahas become an iconic
example of this tradition. Describasng int
stratum, 06 Mannh e icmalsbded td tberr eddcatiorh) leate (to6 sorhee | | e
degree) the potential to transcend class (Ideology and Utopial55). While the everyday
Aiperson who is not oriented toward the who
absorb the Weltanschauung [worldview of t hat particul ar group
i ntellectuals understand Aopposing tendenc

attach themselves to classes to which the

=1

a fAbroader poi dtheyaldne wereena pasitioi to bheoge tlzein
affiliationo (158). -flAsatai mgesiudttel lhectewall |ac
Afurnished the theorists for the conservat
Mannhei m adv o c admeisment to thelatter£168). IHa bebeded it was
their Amissiond to encourage mutual wunder s
Acreate a form outside of the party school
t he whole i %1&pfeguardedo (

Many ot hers have carried forth Mannhei m
less and potentially transcendent. David Caute (1966), for example, argues that
i ntellectuals are able to transceondofcl ass

per sonal conviction, per sonal psychol ogy,
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makes similar assertions, while Everett La
factors in the social role of intellectuals which result in theiripnst position as social
criticso and their abilitd39). to transcend th
The third approach, which conceptualizes intellectuals as ainlilssmselves
emerged in the 1960s and 1970s among New Class theorists. Both Daniel Bxiahd
Bazelon, for example, argue that throughout the last century, the expansion of higher
education and the increasing importance of the role of information shifted the
determinants of power and class position, allowing new possibilities for socigsgi@u
form a coherent class. Trhe End of IdeologyBell writes,
Two fisilento revolutions in the rela
position in modern society seem to be in process. One is a change in
themode of acced® power insofar as inheritance alone in no longer
all-determining; the other isa change in thaature of powesholding
itself insofar as technical skill rathehan poverty, and political

position, rather than wealth, have become the basisvhich power is

wielded. The two firevolutionso proce

consequence, politically,?”)s the bre
’Bel | defines the {holdinggraumwhichlhassbathian estblishethmpnityoi e r
interest and gontinuityof i nt er est o (45).
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According to Bell, with changes in the techeconomic order came changes in the
legitimation ofpower, allowing new groups like intellectuals to obtain (new routes to)
power.

Similarly, Marxist Sociologist Alvin Gouldner cites the ways in which changes in
the twentiethcentury socieeconomic order allowed for the rise of a new social stratum.
Theree mer ged, he explains, a ANew Class compa
intelligentsia, o who by fAenter[ing] i nto ¢
the societybs economyo brought about fAa ne
Project, b 153) . At their best, he believed, T
working classselmanagement and [ é] the release fron
their worst, he deemed them an felitisto a
Afa new bourgeoisie whose capital i's not it
(1971: 21¥® George Konrad and Ivan Szelenyi make similar assertions and provisions,
citing the capacity for intel lcwlteddeq facsr

societal progress, as well as their potential to selfishly exploit their relative monopoly on

complex knowledge (AThe Three Waves of New

BTo quote Goul dn é&rNew @lassaa Flawed Uhiersav@@ny ave view)ii The New

Class is elitist and setfeeking and uses its special knowledge to advance its own interests and power, and
control its own work situation. Yet the New Class may also be the best card that history has presently given
us to play. hie power of the New Class is growing. It is substantially more powerful and independent than
Chomsky suggests, while still much less powerful than is suggested by Galbraith who seems to conflate
present reality with future possibility. The power of thisrally ambiguous New Class is on the ascendant
anditholdsa mortgageent | east one historical futureo (159).

36



Many other accounts of intellectualsa-class abound, with each most noticeably
distinguished by its theoretical conception of the way in which the New Class will obtain
its power. While some believe power can be obtained through changes in the
technocratic order (Bell, 1973, 1976, 1979, 1991; Bazelon, 1967), others see control over
the media and the educational system as key (Kirstol, 1979); some point to the potential
of the information age (Brooks, 2000), while others deem critical discourse (Gouldner
1978) nteleological knowledgeo (Koerad and
ability to disseminate ideas (Wright, 1979) most vital. Interestingly, however, though
each articulates intellectual sé position a
class, the collective dimension it implies, and the modes of (cokkeatid individual)
practice it may preclude or make possiblan oversight this dissertation sets out to

rectify.

2.9 The Collective Dimension of Intellectual Life
Pierre Bourdieu, on the other hand, distanced himself from theldassl

approaches to studies of intellectual i fe
the point of view from which it speaks and
([1979] 1984:12). Deeming notions of classlessnesgiseli udi n g, he conten

i deology of the wutopian t-hlokherngépowl eheu

or profits, [ €] scarcely incl i soeaposition, el | ec
still |l ess their own position and the peryv
(472). Equal ly i n-souideapp@ach (and for siGifarareasons), bes ¢ |

claims that Aby redutinbeiptelétatiuat st of
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myth prevents them from taking up the defense of their own interests and from exploiting
their most effective means of struggle on
of the Uni v eld®.dHatds, BoOrdied belieted that the pursuit of personal

I nterests was inevitabl e an-dterestsgonadd (att hat ,
|l east in | arge part) wit hintevests codragually i nt er e
further egaliarian goals.

Defining intellectuals as politically a
autonomous intellectual world (a field)o t
economic powers, 0 Bourdieu ©ofthefield aschhwimie t he
and stressed the importance of the collect
Role of Intellectuals in the Modern Worl do
intellectuals should be to work collectively in de$e of their specific interests and of the
means necessary for protecting their own a
effective way to defend the universal i s
(661). Developing this solidarity is crutiaie explains, for the struggle for autonomy is
Afa struggle against all institutions and a
external economic, political, or religious

i nside t he f i tdadtononiy®fdnBlectuals i¥ thraatened sot only by

—

he State, but also by the Aincreasing int

1]

the world of moneyo (663). He writes:
| am thinking of all the new forms of patronage and of the Héanaes

being forged between certain economic enterprises, often the most
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modern, and cultural producers; | am thinking also of the increasingly

frequent recourse to sponsors on the part of academic research and of the

creation of educationg@irograms directly subordinated to business. (664)
Because these alliances control the means of dissemination and dictate a great deal of the
countryodés cultwural production, the intelle
Amedi a e v e notpmducednanipulaged dath and classifications. Writers,
artists, and scientists who should be involved in public debate have been replaced by
spokespersons whose ability to Acome acros
supposed intellectuabmpetence and has elevated their status as authorities (665).
These technocrats fAdAand all those political
aspire to reduce politics tnanagemenproblems to be solved by competence and
expertise, immediatgl f i nd new accomplices in the new
t hat strengthen their control over cultura
expert discourse to disarm criticism, o0 for
oftheend¢ heyo6re serving (666). That i s,

The professionals of the communication arts, who monopolize access

to the means of communication, contribute, without wanting to do so

or even knowing that they are doing so, to the enterprise of the

intellectud and, therefore, political demobilization: having very little

to communicate, thegpen a void at the very heart of the omnipresent

communication apparatus; more than the effects of propaganda or

clandestine persuasion, it is the fajg®blens and the everyday chitchat,

39



not so much false as vacuous, of the daily newspapersttaipy the

whole symbolic space, paradoxically evacuating it by filling it with

padding. (66657)
This complicit participation in the dominant order has bezavtespread for, as
Bourdieu points out, even sgifoclaimed staunchly progressive professors perpetuate
the social order by using pedagogical strategies that unconsciously endorse the dominant
values of ranking and discipline, among others.

To defend gainst and compete with these technocratic tendencies, he argues,

i ntellectuals must Ainvent for mgeabf or gani
collective intellectuglcombining the qualifications and talents of all specific
intellectpadat ovelthat timis effort be col |
powers to which they are subject (such as that of journalism) succeed as well as they do
only because the opposition to them is sca
ar g u eaonstruoting aftrue international network whose circumference would be
everywhere and whose center would be nowhe
all forms of cultural imperialism and threats to their autonomy (667). The case studies
that will be discussed in this dissertation may
i nternational net worko Bourdieu promotes a

my examination of their efforts and my analysis of their efficacy.
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Chapter3- The Intdlectual as Historical Actor

Although the concept of the intellectual has many historical roots (on which |

could write volumes), for the purpose of this dissertation | am focusing on a particular

history of intellectuals. Beginning with the DreyfussAdi r , when t he word
emerged as a noun, | chart the termds orig
ways it was contested and perceived. I th

with a focus on New York, as it served aseuls for many of the J0century
communities that shaped the countrydés inte
history is relevant to my study of intellectual life in contemporary network society, for
the divisions and antagonisms that emerigatie 1898 Dreyfus Affair not directly
i mpacted intellectual l'ife in America, but
were of primary concern to the New York intellectuals from the Thirties oréward
namely, Marxism in politics and modernismcultured are still, in one form or another,
the central political and cultural issues of the present day, and they affect a larger part of
our society than ever beforeo (Kramer 1).
The way these issues were argued thirtiody or fifty years ago; the
divisions they caused, the loyalties they engendered, and the positions that
resulted from them; above all, the fate that this movement met with in the

upheavals of the Sixties, and the changes which followed frat® tthe
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whole intellectual dynamic of this complicated history has turned out, for
better or for worse, to have played a considerable role in shaping our
institutions and setting the agenda for a great deal that remains under
intense debate tag. On many matters that are now of urgent concern
[ €] there is simply no way of graspi
knowledge of this antecedent history.-A)L
In accordance with this understanding, this overview will explore the groups and
individuals who played a prominent role in the debates of the time, the values that united
intellectuals, and the prominent intellectual organizations, communities, networks, and

relationships that shaped their experiences.

3.1 The Dreyfusards: The Firsttellectuals
Alt hough the term Aintellectual 06 has | o

language, it was not until 1898 that its usage as a noun became the subject of debate,

when the question afhowould be considered an intellectual divided the French

educated elite. First used to describe the group of writers, students, and professors who

came to Captain Dreyfusdéds defense, the not

position of defance against the ruling order and as such, was a controversial tsm

controversial, in fact, that it would begin a centul@sy division in France (and then the

wider world) between those considered Aof
Thehists i ¢ case that prompted the countryods:s

1894, when Jewish officer Alfred Dreyfus was arrested and charged with treason for

allegedly delivering classified French military information to the German embassy in
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Paris. Found gity on December 22, 1894, Dreyfus was stripped of his rank and
deported to Devil's Island to live in solitary confinement for the rest of his life. Two
years later, however, when Lieutenant Colonel Georges Picquart (then Head of Military
Intelligence) cara forward with evidence showing that Dreyfus had been unjustly
accused in the place of the real traftbinfantry officer Major MarieCharles Walsin
Esterhazy, Picquartds superiors tried to s
and added forgednd incriminating documents to his file. When Esterhazy was quickly
acquitted and Picquart arrested (based on what would later prove to be falsified
evidence), journalists and scholars took new interest in the case and grew suspicious that
the military was attempting to conceal an injustice in order to preserve its public image.
Among those with strong misgivings was famous writer, Emile Zola, whose
suspicions had grown so deep that, on January 13, 1898, he took a critical position
against dominant powend did so in public. In an open letter comprised of no less than
4,000 words, Zola accused in explicit detail President Félix Faure and the senior officers
of the French army of framing Captain Dreyfus for treason and of conspiring to protect
the true taitor, Charles WalstEsterhazy. Owner and editor of the Paris daily newspaper

L'Aurore* Georges Clemenceau decided not only to run the controversial articieto

“Around the same time, Captain {0293@),)h&dualsouscoveredot her , |
evidence implicating Esterhazy and had beguwuit against him. The War Office, in an effort to save its

reputation, staged a courtartial for Esterzhazy, but then acquitted him of all charges on January 11, 1898.
¥L6Aurore translates to fiThe Dawn. 0

7ol ads | etter wasl iexntHatulreed.,0 fiLettre a M. Fe
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publish it on the front page under the attenion ab bi ng headl i ne, nJ'’

Accuse!)*?

Very few articles have provoked such impassioned public debate, for by the end
of the morning, 300,000 copies had been&oten times the typical amouht and, by
the following day, more than 1,200 people had come forward with a petition demgandin
new trial for Dreyfus (Kleeblatt 268). Zola had drawn up the petition himself, and with
the help of Emile Duclaux, head of the Institut Pasteur, and Lucien Herr, the librarian at
the Ecole normale supérieure, had circulated it among the scholaeg agtitutions.
As a result, most signatories were professors, writers, and students, and included such
nowwell-known figures as Marcel Proust, Anatole France, Daniel Halévy, Felix Fénéon,
Charles Andler, and Gabriel Monod. Insinuating that their @tmugal backgrounds
granted them a particular type of status and privileged depth of understanding, the
signatories listed beside their names their academic and professional titles. The

following day, Clemenceau published their petition, and groupedrfgies according

A

to their academic or professional qualific

| nt el |3 losinuating approval of their collective effort to impact public opinion,

32 According to the most comprehensive accounisas Clémenceau (who later became Prime Minister
from 19061909 and again from 1911920 wh o gav e Zowwelknewnlite,t t er it s
i J 6 A o(Kleelslagt 268).

#The petition read, AThe undersigned, protesting

a

1894 and against the mysteries which have surround:
The group would later issue asecond pet i on, whi ch read AThe under si gne

committed in the Dreyfus trial of 1894 and by the mystery which surrounds the trial of commandant
Esterhazy, persuaded in addition that the entire nation is interested in the maintdiegad gfiarantees,
the protection of citizens in a free nation, astonished by the findings of lieutmtanél Picquart and the
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Clemenceau remarked in an editorial published severaldaysta, @Al s t hi s not

of these intellectuals from al/|l corners of
Silverman 2).
Clemenceaubds stance, however, was not C

who were largely AntDreyfusard®* andfollowi ng Cl emenceau6s deci si

word Aintellectual so to Dreyfusards, write
Using his more widely circulatdde JournaJBarréspu bl i shed fALa protest
intellectuels, 0 a scatmt elgl eonmdemaat wlom, ol

their talents and had recklessly sought to apply their general intelligence to the complex
problems surrounding the Dreyfus Affair without enough information to make an

informed opinion. To AntDreyfusards,tt i nt el |l ectual sé | mpugni
the French High Commaritiwas symptomatic of the wider takeover of France by

arriviste 6 Fr eemasons, Protestants and Jews, 60

AFrenchmen from Fr anc e detaustatl (Redd @33t Asesucle, f or e

findings no less illegal attributed to the latter, moved by the procedures of judicial information employed
by the military autority, demand the Chamber maintain the legal guarantees of citizens against all things
ar bi tLréaAruyrfanudey 23, 1898).

3 Anti-Dreyfusards were largely comprisednollitary men, Catholics, artBemitesmembers of the state
andmemberf the pess

% Expressing opposition to the French Army was largely seen as a bold act of national defiance for, as
Shurts explains, fAThe army, despite its defeat in
force which would exact its revenge @Germany and return Alsad@rraine to the nation. Widespread

insecurity about the military preparedness of France until this revenge led not only to glorification of

military figures but to immediate opposition to anything that might damage its stabditstature.

Nationalism, which had long been associated with Jacobin patriotism, had been redefined and popularized

by Barrés in 1892 with a new aiRepublican tone and became synonymous with the defense of traditional
values and institutions againstinte al and ext ed)nal enemiesodo (40
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they perceived the campaign to free Dreyfu
6syndicated to save one of their own, and
of the true France, t he DrAyfusayds tkitogghnd Co mmand .
accusing them of disloyalty, Barrés claimed he and his fellow-Bwgyfusards preferred

to Aibe intelligent, rather than intellectu
military courts to preserve the stability of thelitary, accepting realistic limitations on

the human capacity to grasp universal truths, and protecting the interests of the nation by
avoiding the irresponsible behavior of speaking in abstractions without considering the
dangers that could pose for sagi€Read 2)

Yet, despite the scathing connotations the Amyfusards ascribed, Dreyfusards
embraced and appropriated the term, using
new sort of oppositional mo r a ltorqthey daevr i t y O
dissent as crucial to the role of the intellectual, but instead deemed it both courageous and
necessary. To Dreyfusards, dissenters were not traitors but agents od justiceated,
rational, Amor al wat ch melimgnes®td raiselolgectorsder n s
was done on behalf of the common good (Lilla 283 hey had intervened in the

Dreyfus case, not to defame and destabilize the French army, but to defend the rights of

the innocent, and they did not deem themselves traifenan their perspective, they had

3 For comprehensive accounts of the Dreyfus Affair detatlirgprogression of events, the major figures
involved, and the socigolitical aspects othie case, sdeouisB e g | Why ¢he Dreyfus Affair Matters
MichaelBurn®France and the Dreyfus Affair: A Documentary Hista@ristopheiForthd $he Dreyfus

Affair and the Crisis of French Manhopd An d r e J®iAm aThesNiesn Who Betrayed Frarce a n d
EmileZo| Bldes Dreyfus Affairr iingeJoOAccused and Ot her W
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acted according to reason, had based their judgments on the merit of arguments, and had
come to the defense of an otherwise unknown army officer, not out of disloyalty to their
country and its military, but in defense oétbommon good. Marking a stark departure
fromthe AntiDr ey f us ar ds 6° intedlestuats feframbdethe dedinitiom, while
wholeheartedly embracing the title and, as the first group to call themselves by it, went
on to mold the concept accordingtteir values.

While the AntiDr eyf usards 6 use of the word o0int
a lack of patriotic nationalism, a willingness to jeopardize the military in a time of
European instability, and a cosmopolitanism that threatened to wea&kEretich
national identity, Dreyfusards rejected every charge, defining intellectuals according to
the values that the Affair had come to represent: the pursuit of truth and justice, the
defense of the disenfranchised, the protection of individual rightsthe advancement
of social betterment. More specifically, they deemed themselves educated individuals
whose specialized knowledge had granted them privileged status, and who felt a moral
responsibility to use that status in the public pursuit of tanhin defense of the causes
of freedom and justice. Occupying a monopoly on the term that would last an entire year,
Dreyfusards took ownership of the concept and, forging an intellectual identity as
rational, moral authorities, legitimized themselves d8e nat i onds i ntell ec

(Shurts 49).

3" For a thorough discussion of the contested image of theintalléctu s ee SRAMomooBan®Mdsr ol
on the Wall, Who is th&rue Intellectual of them AllBeltl mages of the Intellectual
Intellectuals in Twentieth Century Fiae: Mandarins and Samurais
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As the Dreyfusard intellectualsdé influe
scorn for the Dreyfusard concept of an engaged intellectual turned to envy of their
authority and resentment of their unrivéldominance over the role of the social and
mor al guide. 0O Realizing that, ATo gain eq
would need not only to engage their work in the delegitimization of the intellectual of the
Left, they would need to claim fahemselves both the title and role of the intellectual
and t he r espons i-Dyeyflisard thinkersoof tiee iR jyseonedyeaa n t |
after launching a smear campaign on the &rattempted to call themselves by it
(Shurts 41¥® By this time, havever, the Dreyfusards had not only molded the concept in
their (Leftist) i mage, but by wusing words
Enlightenment ideals, had provided a blueprint for a new way to realize power in the
modern world a bluepint that would have a profound impact on intellectual life in

America.

3.2 The New York Intellectuals of the Early™Gentury
Within just three months of the Dreyfus

in America in an editorial ifhe Nationd olwe ver , it is William Jan
identified with the defenders of Dreyfus a

credited with popularizing the term. An educated professor himself, James was inspired

% This crusade on the Right would begin with the creation of the Ligue de la Patrie frangiase on January 1,
1899. Barr s expressed the membersé new claim to |
that no om is able to say any longer that intelligence and the intellectoalse that questionabledfich

word- are only on one si@dShurts 41).
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by the French academics, and in aeseof letters written in 1898 and 1899, expressed

his sympathy for and support of their effo

say a single particle giositvee vi dence t hat he was guilty, F
championed the FrenchIntelc t ual s® fAaggr e%asdicastightedthmi | i t ant
Abig institutionsd responsible for Dreyfus
existed in Amer i ca, -bBpeckdfsupaficiality @ohpariedwita s a #

the rooted and permarten f or ces of corruption that exi s
thusly declared that nAwe Ointellectual soé6 i

birthright of individualisM, and freedom f

¥J ames Deai Maekistired The incredible has happened, and Dreyfus, without one may say a

single partite of positiveevidence that he was guilty, has been condemned again. The French Republic,
which seemed about to turn the most dangerous corner in her career and enter on the line of political health,
laying down the finest set of political precedentsen history to serve as standards for future imitation and
habit, has slipped Helvard and all the forces of Hell in the country will proceed to fresh excesses of
insolence.Butldn' t bel i eve t he ¢ga ithankststhelRepabliggendw.es i nt el | e
aggressively militant as they never were before, and will grow stronger and stronger; so we may hope. |
have sent you the "Figaro" daily; but of course the reports are too long for you to have read through. The
most grotesque thing about the whvlal is the pretension of awful holiness, of seiinity in the

diplomatic documents and wagiaperbasket scraps from the embas3i@sfarce kept up to the very

end these same documents being, so far as they were anything (and most of them wegg nuten

records of treason, lying, theft, bribery, corruption, and every crime on the part of the diplomatic agents.
Either the German and Italian governments will now publish or not publish all the details of their
transactiond give the exact documentseant by théordereauxand the exact names of the French

traitors. If they do not, there will be only two possible explanations: either Dreyfus's guilt, or the pride of

their own sacrosanct etiquettds it is scarcely conceivable that Dreyfus can Haaen guilty, their

silences will be due to the latter caus&or more information, sethe Letters of William Jamggolume

II, by William James

) ames e breath ofthe fostrils of all these big institutions is dirtiet is the long and short

of it. We must thank God for America; and hold fast to every advantage of our posisithrabout our
corruption! It is a mere fhgpeck of superficiality compad with the rooted and permanent forces of
corruption that exist in the European stat€se only serious permanent force of corruption in America is
party spirit. All the other forces are shifting like the clouds, and have no partnerships with anypetijma
organized idealMillionaires and syndicates have their immediate cash to pay, but they have no intrenched
[sic] prestige to work with, like the church sentiment, the army sentiment, the aristocracy and royalty
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Foll owi ng Ja me sbecamespart obthe Amdriean termacutay and, t
by 1900, was being used to refer to i mmigr
Awho, u n d ehouse aeidpites er m eafetsociety, had formed study groups to
incorporate into their lives Americanditr at ur e and cultureo (Bend:q
Dreyfusards, they were largely comprised of Jewish immigrants from Russia and Eastern
Europe who, when they arrived at EIlIlis | sl
socialism, trade unionism, respect hterary culture, and familiarity with ideological
battleso (Jumonville 2). More secular tha
valued and drew upon sources of literature and culture both within and outside of
academia and, by the mid9 2 0 &d,childiem of college age who, though schooled in
America, had been raised at home in a European cultural tradition that proved vital to the
devel opment of a critical projecto (2)
Because they had been born instdJevsif amil.i
they were not wel come af%theinochilden, pftergmduatiogi o u s
from high school, typically attended City College in New York, where they met in classes

and in political clubs and soon began to regularly congregate (Jilla@)y Comprised

sentiment, which here can be broughbear in favor of every kind of individual and collective créme

appealing not only to the immediate pocket of the persons to be corrupted, but to thef idhedds

i magination as well é Mip Anteéca mustiibwork to keeper précioust el | ect u
birthright of individualism, and freedom from these institutions. Every great institution is perforce a means

of corruptiord whatever good it may also do. Only in the free personal relation is full ideality to be

foundd | have vomited all thisut upon you in the hope that it may wake a responsive echo. One must do
something to work off the effect of the Dreyfus sentence.

““TAs Jumonville notes, AThere were a few exceptions:
Macdonald went to Yale,andar y Mc Cart hy to Vassar o (The New York
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of writers, thinkers, and activists like Lionel Trilling, Dwight Macdonald, Sidney Hook,

Meyer Schapiro, Clement Greenberg, and Philip Rahv, the New York Intellectuals, as

they became known, were a ge ¥whod onftedinout si d
their break with Stalinism, and drawn to (some form of) Marxism or radical soadalism
shared a commi hguepbol itocbefbounded on optim
Dreyfusards, their dpol it lkeRrdyfusathe;mwereas a mo
Jewish immigrants who had experienced injustice andSettiitic discriminatiof?
(Krupnick 188). After graduating from col
found that the American university system, still highly elitist and not yet pried opened by

t he GI Bill of Rights of 1944, andandhel i ttl e
words of I rving Howe, did what they coul d

ithey start[ed] 4 magazineo (Howe xvV)

“2As Daniel Si be a New York 1In
[ yewal, thaedrwe'deatd
t them the New Yor k

l i man expl ains, AT
I't [being Jewish
de

[ t
] ¢
e core of what ma

and pl ace. é
way but as h
“3 Describing the ways in which their lives were punctuated (on social, economic, and political levels) by

tensions with the dominant culture, Cooneytes , fAJewi sh religion and Jewi sh
variance with those of Protestant America than the practices of most groups; and sources obéfiation,

formal and random, were plentiful. With the resentment of aliens and the fear of raditaisiem Jews

were often associated) rising to a crest in the immigration restriction and the assorted nativistic vulgarities

of the 1920s, few bright young Jews could ignore t|

“* There are significant disagreents about the membership of the New York Intellectuals, with some

writers even claiming that no such group existed; however, the names | have provided and will provide on

the following pages are found in the majority of popular accounts (and are basedonv i dual s 6
publications in the groupbés key periodicals) and,
exhaustive or complete log.
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3.3 AKnockout Synthesis: o0 A New Tradition
Although, prior to the 1930s, the tradition of culiuraticism in America had

largely been supplied by graduates of lvy League universities (like Walter Lippmann,

Lewis Mumford, Harold Stearns, Max Eastman, Edmund Wilson, Van Wyck Brooks, and
Malcolm Cowley), this trend began to shift in the late 1920&n\iew York

Il ntellectuals began founding what some now

of the twentieth Whletheirfounding 6fnagaxneswasl | e 2)

Aunremar kabl e i n that everyone he@w®lutiert ar t i n
and working to aid it to port, o what made
significant fAwas their effort to introduce

(Silliman 6). Most of the radical magazines being published dtrtieewere narrowly

political, and understood Marxism and socialism as primarily economic and political
movements that were going to transform society. The New York Intellectuals, on the

ot her hand, demanded fAa wor Indarguédahtt was dee
AMar xism, to be of any wvalue, had to speak
encompassed the worl do ( SThd Mehomah Jourri&f The Usin

New Masse®® andPartisan Revielfias t he ushetstobnMar (,msthr

“5 Menorah Journalvasfounded in 191%ndpublished essays, poetry, fiction, and political commentary.
In addition to articlesit published a great deal #wish visual culturdeaturingworks of art as wellas
articles by artists and cultural criticdmong its notable members were Elliot Cohen Bledry Hurwitz

who both served as editors (Pappas 206).

6 Widely regarded as a highly influentidimerican Marxist publicatioriThe New Massesvas piblished

from 1926 to 1948 and featured the works of a diverse array of (manfanwus) figures; contributors
included Walt CarmonVhittaker ChamberdjugoGellert, John F. Sloan, Max Eastman, Michael Gold,
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Dreyfusards used the modern press and popular publications) they employed the

Aimet hodol ogy of the wuniversities in a | ess

t han t he uni v emndbeaganiaeesv tradition of liteyosoclaldadd
political critique (56).

With no singular figurehead @ominant personality at the forefront, the New
York Intellectualé® were a prolific and diverse collective whose members included
literary critics Lionel Trilling, Philip Rahv, and iBna Trilling; art historian Meyer
Schapiro; philosophers Sidney Hook and Dwight Macdonald; journalists Elliot Cohen
and William Phillips; literary critics Max Eastman and Edmund Wilson; theologian and
ethicist Reinhold Niebuhr; and political novelist JameFar r e | | . Acting
commentators, authoring books and articles, moving in and out of the political, the social,
and the cultural with a role outside of the universities but an education lifting them above

t he pundit, 0 t hcanypredence &yl pergiseently publidyiadgdressing

Joseph Freeman, Gnale Hicks, James Rortyilliam Carlos Williams, Theodore Dreiser, John Dos
Passos, Upton Sinclair, Richard Wright, Ralph Ellison, Dorothy Parker, Langston Hughes, Eugene O'Neill,
andErnest Hemingway.

“7\With the support ofhe New York John Reed Club, a Communist oizgtion of proletarian writers,
Philip Rahv and William Phillips launched the fiRdrtisan Revievin1934. Featuringroletarian
literature and revolutionary Marxipolitics, its writers includedDwight Macdonald SidneyHook, Harold
Rosenbergkred Dupee, George Morris, Mary McCartapd Paul Goodmafdumonville 50).

“8 While the scope of this chapter allows for only a succinct overview of the New York Intekectgabat
deal has been written on the collective and its origins, its membership, the changes it undeditnt
eventual declineFor more information, see TerGooney $he Rise bthe New York Intellectuals:
Partisan Review And Its CircldpseptD o r m aArgding the World: The New Yorktkllectuals in Their
Own WordsNe i | J u nCatical Crdsdingsd The New Yorktkllectuals in Postwar Americand

Al an \WhelNdwYork Intellectuals: The Rise and Decline of theStatinist Left fran the 1930s to
the 1980s.
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some of the most complex and controversial
t he New York Intellectual so). They waged
antiStalinist left, opposed Aarican entry into the war, fought for a democratic
socialism, and spoke out against fascism, totalitarian forces, and the proliferation of
nuclear weapons. Writing on contemporary issues of cultural importance, they took all of
culture and society as theaiubject and engaged topics ranging from modernist literature
and painting to issues of intellectual fre
reviewers and critics, they were constantly evaluating and adjudicating ongoing cultural
and political produabn; as intellectuals, they were involved in current issues and
struggl es, rat her than detached and neutra
3).49

Though many academics considered their
developed (Wwhatemny critics now endorse as) 1its owr
At he 1 dea of t hespienctieallliescttou aaln da sii tthhee warnittier
t heori eso ( Ho webedame famoys &ot what Holv8 gescribesds their

fifreelancedashp eacock strut knockout synlheresi so (

essays, not bogged down by obfuscation or
of the expert and the passion ofthesnp eci al i st , [ é] moved easi
poltical judgments before bringing them togeth

“9 For comprehensive histories of the New York Intellectiraithe preWorld War |l period, see
Al ex ande Prodjbl 8angnd B e r r y The Rieerokthe New YortellectualsDani el Aar onos
Writers on the Leftandd o hn P at r iUp kromDdorgngunisms 6 s
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Asynt hesized socialist politics and Ilitera
strong mor al Il mpul se, they fichose sides, s
and buried outdated beliefs and commitments; they quibbled over scriptures, whether
religious, political, or literary; broke from their intellectual parents and chastised their
cultural children; and fought aditbnto ef ought
essaywr i t i ng, verbal discourse was a fistaple
publications, was largely distinguished by its breadth and its attention to culture.
Promoting fAan intellectual geealitadtiures m t hat
and politics, or art and social policy, o t
wider world and which aimed to balance social, political, cultural, literary, moral, and
economic considerations (Jumonville 9).

Bythe late 1930srad ear |y 1940s, the New York Int
cultural critigue had widened in breadth, with writers contributing to publications like
Commentary? The NationandThe New Republjtt and its membership grew to include
such nowfamous figures akving Howe, Alfred Kazin, Clement Greenberg, Richard

Hofstadter, Paul Goodman, Harold Rosenberg, Daniel Bell, Irving Kristol, Nathan

*C o mme n tditarigf shaffincludedElliot Cohen( t he maga z i nQetent Gréembarg, edi t or )
Nathan Glazer, Robert Warshoand Irving Kristol. Othecontributors included Sidney HoplKarold

Rosenberg, Mry McCarthy, Paul Goodman, Alfred Kazin, Hannah Arendt, Sidney Hook, Irving Howe,

Daniel Bell, Philip Rahv, Diana Trilling, and William Barretor more information,ee Chapter 9 in

AlexanderB | o oPndiligal Sons: The New York Intellectuals and Théarld.

51 From the mid1930s to the 1980s, various members of the New York Intellectuals also wrote for, edited,

and founded such journals Becounter, The New Leader, The Contemporary Jewish Record, The New
Criterion, Politics, National Interestand ThePublic Interesi{Jumonville 8).
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Glazer, David Bazelon, Isaac Rosenfeld, Melvin Lasky, Lionel Abel, Delmore Schwartz,

and Bernard Malamud. Carrying foraitradition that resisted the narrowing
specialization of disciplines, At hey wer e
i ntellectual surgeons, [ and] polemicistso
contemporary intell ect lkathe Dieyfissardintellectaads, ( J u mo
their aim was to serve the common good, and their actions designed to defend and

advance the causes of freedom and justice. Like their French predecessors, they rejected
antkSemitism, advocated the use of logic aedson, sought the universal ideals of truth

and justice, and felt a responsibility to defend and uphold free, unorthodox thought.

3.4 Post WWII Conservatism: Changing Valuations of Dissent & Institutions
Despite the groupds ¢eayeavsifologing WofldlWare n c e

[l became a turning point in its identity, as the polemic style for which it had become

known began to greatly shift/took a decided shift. In contrast to the deplaly

climate of the Depression Era, it was a time of upg&and growing optimism; the war

had been won, the economy was on the rise, and by the late 1940s, many of the New

York I ntellectual sé fAsharp criticism of Am
optimism and pessi mi s mowefekstil ooacermed dbbutthel 0 ) .
threat of totalitarianism, others began embracing America as the only defense against
totalitarianism, and sharp conflicts fAbetw
and their commitment to the American ethosofau | t ur at i on and succes
members (Krupnick 1889). Though the country was still plagued by a variety of social

ills, such as rampant and overt racism and sexism, and widespread poverty, the group had
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emerged from the position of outsidersfmerican culture, and in the postwar years
some members experienced a finew identifica
(Jumonville 10) that forever changed (and, according to many accounts, ultimately
ended) the tradition of the New York Intellectuals.

As distinct political and cultural disagreements emerged, individuals began
moving in vastly different political directions in ways that unsettled and called into
guestion the definition of an intellectual. Though some (like Lewis Coser, Irving Howe,
Dwight Macdonald, and Harold Rosenberg) maintained the belief that intellectuals were,
by definition, dissenters who need to be free from institutional attachments in order to
confront dangerous political ideologies, more centrist members (like Seymour Martin
Lipset and Sidney Hook) saw no advantage to occupying a space of perpetual opposition
and began endorsing an occupational defini
to ideas. Though they still acknowledged the importance of questionintaths guo,
they began to see Athe intellectual ds rol e
describing intellectuals as #Aliberal cultu
world through a skeptically md9nded affir ma

Many found welpaying outlets in academia (Daniel Bell became a professor of
social science at Harvard and a professor of sociology at Columbia; Irving Howe became
a professor of literature at City University and at Stanford; Kazin taughtyaCGllege,

Nathan Glazer taught at Harvard's Graduate School of Education; Harold Rosenberg and
Saul Bellow joined the faculty at the University of Chicago; Lionel Trilling taught

English at Columbia and Poetry at Harvard; C. Wright Mills taught sociabgy
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Columbia; and Irving Kristol became a professor at New York University), while others
took government posts. Some began writing for the mass media (like Edmund Wilson,
who became a writer forhe New Yorkesind Dwight Macdonald who took a position at
TimeMagazing , whi |l e ot her s, l i ke I rving Kristol
reconciling with capitalism and becoming n
Though, by the mid950s, most were employed at the institutions that William
James and the Dreyfusards (and, indeed, they themselves) had so adamantly warned
against, theonemar gi n al New York Intellectuals fAha
the culture from which they had fohemer !l y f
rewards of their newfound positions (Boynton 62). Boynton explains,
After all, for all intents and purposes, they had won: their preferred
modernist authors were fixtures in the canon, Stalinism was discredited,
America was more internationstj antiSemitism had abated, and
intellectuals were considered an important and distinct class. On a more
personal level, they had successfully asserted their place as Americans; by
mastering the American WASP literary and cultural canon, iagly
transformed it. [ é] I n order to com
had conquered the culture of gentdlenerica; in order to reconcile
themselves with their Americanness, they had rediscovered their Jewish
origins. What emerged wan distinctive hybrid: amtellectual with a

strong attachment to both his ethnic and his national rd@synton 62)
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Although they recognized the dangers of institutionalization (namely the threat it

potentially posed to their intellectual freedamd the direction of their research), many

found that they could maintain productive, intellectual lives within their places of

empl oyment and carry on their fight agains’
Howe, for example, continued to rail agstinhe stifling aspects of academia, even while

teaching at City College and Stanford University, while others published their most

i mportant and influential wolikel during the
Imagination a n d EnB ef Idéofbgy Maintaining varying degrees of the

oppositional flare that formerly characterized their movement (with several still proudly
wearing the radical badge, and others increasingly distancing themselves from all such
monikers), the New York intellectuals werey, the 1960s, largely employed by

universitie® and entering into a period of civil unrest that would mark the end of their

movement (Boynton 64).

3.5 1960s Student Protests: The New Left versus the Old Left
While the New York Intellectuals had suffere@ ttconomic depravity of the

Depression Era and had fought against a multitude of threats and injustices, the 1960s
marked a period of political, social, and cultural upheaval never before seen in the
country, for although the postwar years marked an uepgeetted period of American
prosperity (that began in 1946 and would last until 1973), painful disparities and
contradictions abound. Between 1950 and 1965, the average weekly income for workers
in the manufacturing industry grew by 84%; yet, alongsidegiaffluence there existed

crippling poverty, as members of Black communities were wholly disadvaritaged
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economically, socially, and education@lyby the Jim Crow laws, and subject to
rampant racism and discr i mi nagrafessed suppodrur t he
for democracy, its newfound economic status relied on its position as a global
superpower and its ability to overtake any
ruthlessly attacked any challenge to the postwar political @ramrerthrowing
nationalist regimes in Guatemala and the Congo, waging-enkansity against the
Cuban Revolution and spending great and great sums of money supporting its puppet
dictatorship in South Vietnamo étBritiacsl ey 1) .
both abroad and at home, for even the slightest criticism of or challenge to the existing
system was swiftly labeled Communist (Bailey 1).

I n response to these contradictions and
conservatism and conformitgtudent activists across the country began waging a series
of confrontations that challenged and would ultimately forever change mainstream
culture in America. Rejecting the cultural standards of their parents, they began speaking
out againstthearmsmc and Americads involvement 1in wa
roles, sexuality, and conventional ideas about the family; challenging institutions and
traditional modes of authority; and demonstrating that they would no longer tolerate
segregation in AmericaBuilding on the civil rights protests of the 1958student®

Black and White, and from the North and S@utaged an organized campaign against

*2 Although Martin Luther King Jr. was writing letters to newspapers and other organizations in support of
civil rights in 1946, the first major protest for
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Jim Crow segregation, launching boycotts, marchesmsitand voteregistration drives,
and forming groupfike the Student Nonviolent Coordinating Committee) to coordinate
their activities.

Drawing inspiration from black radicals
evils to be corrected were deeply embedded in social institutions and that ortly direc
confrontation could persuade Americans of the urgendgrefachinpc hange, 6 and,
addition to fighting racism, organized mass demonstrations to confront a variety of
institutions (Foner 1104). They trusted neither the government (home to dishonest
politicians and corporatserving lobbyists), nor the churches (which encouraged
complacency, puritanical sexual mores, and repressive gender roles), nor the institution of
marriage (which is incompatible with more expansive notions of the human potential
love and the purposes of sex), nor the schools (which had abandoned the noble mission of
education to produce docile technicians and middle managers needed by the corporate
order), nor the New York Intellectuals who now served as their professorstnd wi
whom t hey found t hetodalceesomedmgpagead i omsf ac
explains,

New York Intellectuals were not hidden in libraries nursing ideas; they
were leading and visible members of faculty councils that legislated the
outcame of the student rebellion. Often it was they who determined
whether police force would be used, whether university policies would be
altered, and what sort of radicalism would be tolerated in the centers of

American cultural and professionahining. (233)
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Slated in that role, professors became opponents, for although the New York Intellectuals

had emerged as an oppositional group (and indeed had fought for some of the very same

causes), students largely saw them as part of the bourgedbiséstent, members of

what they called the AOIld Left, o who now b

academia® The university, students argued, had

significant source of social criticism and an initiator of new nscaled molders of

attitudes, 0 and instead had become a place

accept elite rule [é] which prepars himt
Rejecting this trend, as well as the intellectual andipal categories that had

shaped radicalism and liberalism throughout the twentieth century, the student protestors

*3 According to some authors, occupying this position brought great internal strife for the more radical
members of the New York Intellectuals. As Hil ton |
those writers for whom radical sentiment remained a bafigetue even when they had abandoned radical

politics, was it easy for the New York intellectuals themselves to accept this situation. While

enthusiastically embracing the rewards which their new status brougld threfiessorships in the

universities, &ff jobs onThe New Yorkerand the loving attention of the medishey were nonetheless

haunted by the specter of the radical vocation and possessed by the rhetoric it had bequeathed to them.

Which is why the political and cultural upheavals of the Sixtepresented such a crisis for the New York

intellectuals, and in fact marked the termination of their movement. Whether or not they still professed to

be radicals or were openly opposed to the Left or were becalmed somewhere in between, the New York
intellectuals belonged unmistakably to the bourgeois establishment as far as the new ratiliesfixties

were concerned. 0, co0ofiWmbifeBhgniybembt hen NewheYor k i nt
New Criterion

This quote i PorakeurfomoBtmTIteenent , o a document wri
Democratic Societyo (SDS). Al though | will be di s
pages, itbés worth noting that this gematGher epresent
charges they issue include, ABut the actual intell

distinguishable from that of any other communications chanisaly, a television set passingon the
stock trut hsiDH al campus, ttheafgmiliar caapud, is a place of private people, engaged

in their notorious Oinner emi gr-asusua, gettibgahead, i s a pl
playing it cool. It is a place of mass affirmation of the Twist, but mass raketaward the controversial

public stance. Rules are accepted as O6inevitabl eb,
6schol arshipd, selflessness as Omartyrdomb, politi

one,0too. 0
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challenged the very basis of/drew attention to the oversights of/deemed their intellectual
tradition ill-equipped to deal with the problemss t he day/ t he Ol d Lef
tradition. While the New York Intellectuals had railed against di@sed oppression,

the student protesters believed discussions of oppression had to include issues of gender,
race, and sexual orientation; whilee New York Intellectuals had envisioned the

working class as the primary agent of social change, youth protestors promoted their own
ability to impact society; instead of focusing on social citizenship, they spoke of the

isolation, alienation, and powedsness they felt in the face of bureaucratic institutions;

i nstead of discussing the importance of &ec
aut henticity that affluence could not prov

new intellectualtrdi t i on and seeking out texts that c

of the 1950s0 (Foner 1056). As Hayden des
The experience of middle | ass al i enation drew us t
Coll ar, 0 Al bert Camusod 0aThavingUpr anger

Absurd. 0 Our heady sense of the stud

Mill sd ALetter to the New Lefto or i
confronting structural ne mpl oyment in the Aot her
illuminated by Michael Harringto and the tradition of Marxism.

Liberation theology reinforced the concept of living among the poor. The
reawakening of womends consciousness

AThe Golden Notebookod (which some of

Sigal 6s fiiGoing Awayo), or Simone de
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Al so i nfl uent i alTheWwmesNexi Brmeehichgdva Yoidena timedlack
revol uti on, TaheQeathlaadlLde olGreatcAmeriéan Citiegich

criticized urban renewal and the removal of poor populations from city centers, and
instead promoted the importance of density, diversity, and multiculturality. However,
one the most influential critiqu&swas one the students wrote themselves, entitied,h e

Port Huron Statement. o

3.6 The Students for a Democratic Society
Written by the membet&of the Students for a Democratic Society (SD8yho

were based in Port Huron, Michigan,) The Port Huron Statement offereida fas
social change that set the terms for the student rebellion (and became the manifesto for
the group that would become known as the New Left). While a considerable portion of

the text is devoted to criticizing institutions (including unions, palitgarties,

fi Ac c o rSBS puldishad ;m 190 andksfillahe mastc k S al e ¢
ory of the organization, the PHS
f t piésmprintechaad ssld for 25 cents gatth bativeerh1962 @nd 0 0 0
ory Democracy: From Port Hur on t «

*Tom Hayden writes
comprehensive hist
of the American | e
19660 (fAParticipat
* Although Tom Hayden is commonly credited with writing The Port Huron Statemerst,tha t e ment 6 s
introductorynotaeads fAThi s document represents the results o
among the membership, a draft paper, and revision by the Students for a Democratic Samiety nat

convention meeting in Port HurpNlichigan, June 115, 1962. It isepresented as a document with which

SDS officially identifies, but also as a living document open to change with our times and experiences. It is

a beginning: in our own debate and educafion, our di al ogue with society. o

According to 3OBwasahe frabile yrainehild of Aflan Haber, an Ann Arbor graduate

student whose father was a labor official during the last progressive American administration, that of

President Franklin Delano Roosevelfl was a living link with the fading legacy di¢ radical left

movements that had built the labor movement and the New Béaknsed a new spirit among students in

196 and r ecr ui t feldseometarywbichimeantonoving ta Atlénta with my wife, Casey,

who had been a leader of tbanpussiti ns i n Austin, Texaso (ATom Hayden
Statemento 2).

64



corporations, and the militafimdustrial complex) the document proposed an entire
fagenda for a generationodo and fimanaged to
are often viewed as antagonists: first, the romantic desire for achievaglzentic self
through crusading for individual rights and, second, the yearning for a democratic
socialist order that would favor the coll e
Port Huron St-@8meniWratt &0smd@Gmmwonlyi eties o
featured i n°theStatemiemtofiersa pointeddoverview of the grim realities
of the nuclear age and the problems the SDS saw as both punctuating and destroying
peoplebs |ives:
With nuclear energy whole cities can easily beveed, yet the dominant
nationstates [sic] seem more likely to unleash destruction greater than that
incurred in all wars of human history. Although our own technology is
destroying oldand creating new forms of social organization, men [sic]
still tolerate meaningless work and idleness. While-timals of mankind
[sic]suffers undernourishment, our own upper classes revel amidst
superfluous abundance. Although world population is expected to double
in forty years, the nations stilblerate anarchy as a major principle of

international conductand uncontrolled exploitation governs the sapping

®Mi chael Kazin writes, fln addition, the statement
one document: existential longings inspired by Albert Camus, a quoteafr@ncyclical by Pope John

XXl 11, wurgent descriptions of the most serious i ss|
farr eaching proposals for how to go about the prodig
(83) . SEre KRai nd6KHufion Statement ®isseii ftyo in the
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of the earth's physicaésources. Although mankind [sic] desperately
needs revolutionary leadership, America rests in natioaimnate, its
goals ambiguous antraditionbound instead of informed and clear, its
democratic system apathete nd mani pul ated rather t
the people. o (1)

Yet despite its sobering staftthe document moves quickly from a tasfedismal

realism to one of proactive hopefulness and (directly inspired by the black freedom

movementf°pr oposes fpart itsérneasthe bagis fdresalidoar acy o

**The cited paragraph is the fifth paragraph of the Statement and appears on page 1. The preceding
paragraphs similarly descr i bomplitateceandigtunpiag paradxesvh i ch t h
in our surrounding Americaodo (1).

%0 As Thomas Hayden, a leading member of the SDS expfWeswere all influenced by Ella Baker, an

elder advisor to SNCC with a long experience of NAACP organizing in the South. Ms. Baker, aneveryo

referred to her, was critical of the tdpwn methods of black preachers and organizations, including her

friend Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. She argued that SNCC should remain autonomous and not become a

youth branch of the older organizations. Sheepmf and personified participatory democracy. SNCC

pl ayed a direct role in shaping my values, as it di
method was based on listening to people and taking action on behalf of their demands. Listening and

speaking in clear vernacular English was crucial. Books were treasured, but where you stood, with whom

and against what risks was even more i mportant, be
understand your theories, you had to adjust. Thiisdea language and a form of thinking cleansed of

ideological infection, with an emphasis what people were trying to say what people were alrdaady thi

but hadnét put into wordso (fAParticipatory Democr a:

®The notion of participatory democracyarbsaanoray ri ch |
the tumultuous rebels of western Massachusetts who drove out the British and establigjoeegetfg
committees in the prelude to the American Retion. It was common practice among the Society of
Friends and in New Ehghppdéasetdoiwn MmbemasgPRainebds fl

exalting 6the mass of sense |lying in a doanmant st a
6excited to actiond through revolution. 't was ex!
that every person should feel himself or herself to be a participator in the government of affairs, not merely

at an electiononedayinthewr , but every day. 0 Perhaps the most
democracy, however, was Henry David Thoreau, the-¢%hnt ury aut hor of ACiI vi l Di
opposed taxation for either sl avenotwthamerewsttipgf and wh
paper but with your whole |ife. o Thoreauds words

rights and antiwar movements. This heritage of participatory democracy also was transmitted to SDS
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buil ding. Arguing that Apolitictondmds t he
into community, thus being a necessary, though not sufficient, means of finding meaning

in personal I|ife, o (4) the SDS deemed it ¢
decisions determining the quality and direction of his [sicPlifea nd ft hat soci e
organized to encourage independence in men [sic] and provide the media for their
common participationo (3). Opposing burea
suppressive institutions, as well as the elitist mindset that govermxetts should

establish national priorities on behalf of the people, the Statement not only advocated

participatory democrac¥’, but suggested it be the standard by which existing social

through the works of theevered philosopher John Dewey, who was a leader of the League for Industrial
Democracy (LID), the parent organization of SDS, from 1939 todlgé@ 5 0 s . Dewey believed
&@emocracy is more than a form of government; it is primarily a mode of asddoiatg, of conjoint

communi ty &mgard parti@pationein ab social institutions, not simply going through the

motions of el ect i theparticipationdf every mataebhunyan beidg in the formation of the

values thatregatethd i vi ng of medn ([Tshiocma st orgaeytdheenr6.s6 New Port Hi

?Several authors have

argued that the SDS failed t

Mi chael Kazin, citing Ji m Mialprbfeundly ambiguotisédsathatfdidp . d. 6

not become any more coherent over time. o611t pointe:q

refor ms. I't implied a political revolutiond but wi

wherenei ghbors debated and made the key decisions tha
I

St atement at Fiftyo 86). n 2012, Thomas Hayden af
fiObviously the concegbf participatory democracygrose from oucommon desire to participate in

making our own destiny, and in response to the severe limitations of an undemocratic system that we saw

as representing an oligarchgt its most basic, it meant the right to vote, as Henry David Thoreau once

wr ot ewi tihhod mer e strip of plameantsimplicity in registrdtionande 6 s wh ol
voting, unfettered from the dominance of wealth, property requirements, literacy tests and polt taxes.

meant exercising the right to popular initiativederendums and recalls, as achieved by Progressives in the

early twentieth centuryAnd it meant widening participation to include the economic sphere (workplace

democracy and consumer watchdogs), neighborhood assemblies and family life itself, wheremebmen

children were subordinates. It meant a greater role for citizens in the ultimate questions of war and peace,

then considered the secret realm of expdPeaticipatory democracy was a psychologically liberating

antidote to the paralysis of the apathec @Al onely crowdod depicted by Davi c
sociological study by that titleThe kind of democracy we were proposing was more than a blueprint for

structural rearrangements. It was a way of empowering the individual as autonomaterlependent
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arrangements (such as workplaces, schools, and governments) lok jutgering many
social movements of the decade, it offered both a critique of institutions that failed to live

up to these standards, as well as concrete approaches and alternatives for tackling many

of societyds il l s, aonrdmatsisaure dofa ffao rnmeaw Iceaflt
Arguing that AAny new |l eft in America must
i ntellectual skills, committed to delibera

cites knowledge and critical thinking as the crubasis of the movement and thusly

declares the university the movement 6s | og
sense for several reasons, for it is an fo
potential:

First, the university is lated in a permanent position of social influence.

Its educational function makes it indispensable and automatically makes it
a crucial institution in the formation of social attitudes. Second, in an
unbelievably complicated world, it is the cenirestitution for organizing,
evaluating and transmitting knowledge. Third, the extent to which
academic resources presently are used to buttress immoral social practice
is revealed, first, by the extent to which defense contracts make the
universities engineersf the arms race. Too, the use of modern social

science as a manipulative tool revea

with other individuals, and the community as a civic soci8tthout this empowerment on both levels,
the PHS warned, we were |living in fia democracy wit|
rebel sociologist whowasneofar i ntell ectual heroesodo (14).
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consultants to the modern corporations, who introduce trivial sops to give
| aborers f eealtiinognso oofr Afpbaerltoincgiipn g, 0 wi
deluding them in order to further exploit their labor. And, of course, the
use of motivational research is already infamousasanipulative aspect
of American politics. But these social uses oftheunisei t i es 0 r esou
also demonstrate the unchangeable reliance by men of power on the men
and storehouses of knowledge: this makes the university functionally tied
to society in new ways, revealing new potentialities, new levers for
change. Fouh, the university is the only mainstream institution that is
open to participation by individuals of nearly any viewpoint. (7)
In addition to their social relevance and the knowledge they made accessible, universities
also offered the geographic dispen crucial to the formation of a new movement, and a
large student body of potential participants. The $Bl&ved passionately in the radical
potential of young citizens, and asserted,

matured in the pdwar world, and partially be directed to the recruitment of younger

peopleo (7). 't also stressed the importa
controversy across the |l and, 0 and Athe 1ide
withinitsef and in its effects on communities be

economic planning, party realignment, the mobilization of disenfranchised voters, and the
need for a revitalized labor movement, the Stateéhesmd the New Left that embraced

itd embodied a persistent challenge to-tlgvn institutions and promoted a vision that
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was fifar more popul i st ,-ofhfeirmogientatiordtbhtee c | as s,
customary platforms of the lefto (ATom Hay
Unl i ke the Old Left, the New Left sugges
blame for the cold war, and by denying that the Soviet Union sought to take over the
world by forceo waged a campaign for phase
seeminglyheard when, in October of 1963, President Kennedy initiated and signed a
partial nuclear test ban treaty with the S
PH to OWSoO0 18). Yet despite the increasin
Huron vsion of winning seemed entirely possible to those who debated the strategy and
set forth earnestly to carry it out, o thre
Abringing a new governing majority to powe

Statement o 17).

3.7 The Rise of the Power Elite and the Demise of the SDS

However, just as fian idealistic social
from a new administration, [ €] murder der a
November 22, 1963, Presideat i n  F . Kennedy was assassinat

first of several catastrophic murders that changed all of our lives, and the trajectory of
events imagined at Port Huron, 06 Hayden wri
Just as we hoped, the March on Washington made rageosady the
centralmoral issues facing the country and the peace movement would
hear a president pledging to end the Cold &/and then a murder

derailed the new national direction. | was about to turn 24 when Kennedy

70



was killed. The experience willforeve shadow t he meaning
The very concept of a presidential assassination was completely outside
my youthful expectations for the future. No matter what history may
reveal about the murder, the feeling was chillingly inescapable that the
sequene of the presidentds actions on t
to his death. The subsequent assassinations of the Rev. Martin Luther
King Jr. and Sen. Robert Kennedy in 1968 permanently derailed what
remained of the hopes that were born at Port Hukdhether one thinks
the murders were conspiracies or isolated accidents, the effect was to
destroy the progressive political po
Ami pdvébeens, 06 in the phrase of the | a
Haydends NeaBtatehemb) Hur
Following the | oss of several Acentral fig
SDS and the New Left faced its second major obstacle in 1965, when the US initiated
aerial bombings in Vietnam and began a war that would put 508@@®ican troops in
combat (Hayden AParticipatory Democracy: F
public attention from the Abudding War on
Americadbés priorities away fr om cnoeement and r
into five years of draft and war resistance, and provoking an escalated militancy against
t he warmakers [sic]o (Hayden APD: From PH
Vietnam consumed most SDS activistesid and,

the civil rights movement, they organized some of the largestvantdemonstrations of
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the decade (Tom®*®Baydeeds 1NBMSadd. 1966, the
grew from 2,500 members to 25,000, with new chapters emerging on campuses across
the country. Yet despite their growing numbers and the increasing organization of their
anttVi et nam efforts, Ait was too | ate to sto]

the Athird obstacle to thed Bhélitersddghgeam [ é] w

hi erarchies of political, economic, and mi
principal institutions and fashion the nat
to OWS 17).

Occupying an Aunprecedented| gl ptoaved faud O
Wright Mills referred to them, held a position of supremacy that made deep paranoia
among citizens seem far less irrational, for in response to the mass uprisings, key
members of Athe systemo wagedash(Mlls2T.upt i ve
Bet ween 1965 and 1975, wunder the direction
| argest known program yet in domestic suryv
intelligence files on more than one million Americans; throughout thesla6d early
1970s, t he P eeathmggdomestid spging pragram that, at its height,
fielded over 1500 plainclothes agents from 350 offices to spy otwantand civil rights

groupso; the CIA, unt i | 19749 opedatited, ada

%3 |In April 1965, the SDS organized the first national demonstration against the war in Vietnam. Although
they expected a few thousand people to attend, an estimated 20,000 people, the majority of whom were
college studentsgpticipated n t he protest (Bailey AThe rise and f e
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i ndexing within agency files the names of

of Americans fion Owaitlchopeéesed dand thalvegrt am:
Perhaps more alarming, however, were the activities 0NCELPRO (the

acronym for a series of covert and oftentimes illegal FBI action programs aimed at

surveying, discrediting, and infiltrating domestic political groups) and its growing list of

targets. Although the program had been launched in 1956 to tdidougmunist Party

U.S.A., and had used tactics like IRS audits and anonymous phone calls aimed at winning

defections, the programés scope by the 196

Targeting domestic groups like the Socialist Workers P4ttye PTA, the New Left, the

SDS® and the Black Panther Paffagents of COINTELPRO began harassing groups,

organizing smear campaigns, issuing illegal wiretaps, burglarizing office files, stealing

% According to Richard Crilepf the National Committee Against Repressive Legislatidrg wasalso a

victim of government surveillance abuék) the City of Chicago alone, from 19661676, the FBI

employed (at a cost of $2.5 million) over 5,000 secret undercover informers to operate within civic and

political organizations which were violating taws. For 16 years (19601877), the FBI employed 1,600

informers to infiltrate one satl political group, the Socialist Workers Party (at an estimated cost of $26

million). Such was the national pattain. See Cril eydés fAThe Bill of Right:
Granted?090

®As Gol dstein describes it datfih€sDnatigmal hgadquarterse16@8n d f i
W. Madison], in response, they declared, to reports of a shooting and a fire in the office. When SDS

[National Secretary Mike Klonsky] told them there was no shooting or fire, an agreement was reached to

the effectthat the fire chief alone could inspect the premises. However, a group of firemen attempted to

enter the office, and when SDS staff members resisted, police joined the fray. Five SDS staffers were
arrested and held on $1labO@flhaicleromd ohaneged eafi n@b av
6inciting mob Rditicdl Représsin ( Gonl Metlein Americao 517).

®According to fAThe OMDesemBet 4hRI069Ate Chicageo Pdlice Bepartment
andFBlI raided an apartment unit which Black Panther Partmembers were living. At 4:45 amhaavily

armed policdorcibly entere the apartment, killing Panthemember Mark Clark immediatelyClark fired

his shotguronce making itthe only shot fired by the Panthers that day, while the police antrEal

more than 98 rounds. All Black Panther Party survivors were repoltedtgn while handcuffed, charged
with fAaggressi ve as s@ndhéldon $100d000rbarach éThepCOMNTELRPROr d e r
Papers 140).
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bank records, opening mail, wrongfully imprisoning {aliding citizens, and using

violence against them. As Hayden describes it,
Scores of young people were killed or wounded, well beyond the widely
remembered shootings at Kent State and Black Panther offices. One
victim of an assassination attempt in 1969 was Richard Flacks, a key
participant at Port Huron. He was targeted politically by Hoover and the
Chicago police Aired squado before be
hammer by someone who was neapprehended. SDS was banned on
many campuses. Police or troops occupied at least 127 campuses, and
1,000 students were expelled in the spring of $5@ghich, as
Kirkpatrick Sale notes, made theminstandyr af t abl e ) . (APar

Democa c y : From PH to OWSo 20)

The programdébs militancy further intensifie
for COI NTELPRO, instructing FBI agents to
ot herwise neutralizeo priobtleasctk |neaatdieornsa | iwsitto

Just one month later, Martin Luther King Jr. was assassiffated.

According to the ACLU, in May of 1970, an FBIl agert
used as a reason for declaring the University stud:
students (Chomky fADomesti c Tiehrer oStiastme: SNostteesm oonf Oppr essi or
% |n its second stated goal, the COINTELPRO document explicitly names Martin Luther King and cites the
need to prevent his rise to the tFatAu 9 MES Sd Aléds svihal
could unify, and electrify, the militant black nationalist movement. Malcolm X might have been such a

O0messiah; & he is the martyr of the movement today.
Muhammed all aspire to this pten. Elijah Muhammed is less of a threat because of his age. King could
be a very real contender for this position should |
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In the days that followed, riots broke out in 100 cities across the country. In April
and early May (of 1968), students and faculty at Columbia University ovesirike for
six weeks. As the war in Vietnam escalated and it became clear to even the most
adamant war supporters that the U.S. could not win, Johnson's approval rating plummeted
to less than 35 percent, prompting a loose coalition of activistsdinglumembers of
SDS, to call for a national protest at the Democratic National Convention in Chicago.
Although organizers predicted 100,000 people would attend, fewer than 10,000
participated, marking a definitive lull in what had formerly been an impasdiantwar
movement. Lacking strength in numbers and facing aggressive police forces, the
protestors faced At hree nights of police v
bystanders were beaten indiscriminatelyo (
In response to theiolent repercussions they faced, the SDS began to break into
revolutionary factions, with members rejec
of an ideology that only Marxism seemed to
to OWSO 2j00)i.nedSotmtee Progressive Labor Party
secretive organization dedicated to recruiting SDS members in support of a communist
revolutiond while others joined the Weathe
Underground), a group of commist revolutionaries whose goal was to create a

clandestine revolutionary party for the ov

doctrinesdé (nonviolence) and e mbecessargchéribnmtolbean at i on al
real threat in this way. oo
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Democr acy: From PH to OWSo 20) . Having ab

strategy, the group became more radicallassd intelligible, demonstrating a

Ahei ghtened militancy [that] became discon
t he wider public might have understoodo (A
20) . With its resourmgeskidilwidd ed,S o faa c tiitsn

convention in 1969.

Despite its demise, however, itodos i mpor
won many of the major reforms they demanded, including the aforementioned 1963
Nuclear Test Ban Treaty between the U8l the U.S.S.R., the passage of the Civil
Rights Act of 1964, the Voting Rights Act of 1965, the Water Quality Act of 1965, and
the Freedom of Information Act in 1966. In 1967, an Environmental Defense Fund was
established to preserve natural systems,imd@68, Nixon promised to end the draft
(although it would continue wuntil 1973) .
many changes occurred in so short a time, all driven by the vibrancy of participatory
democracy. O Furtb®rdioseol wéd hotulgdédh v ihler &n c
engagement did not, as fAthe greatest outpo
and environmentalist sentiménbf perhaps any previous era in American hisdory
occurred after SDS had closeditsdoar ( Part i ci patory Democracy
20). Such efforts included the 1969 Moratorium against the war and the organization of
(what was at that time) the largest peace march in American history; the May, 1970,
student demonstrations against the sawa of Cambodia, in which 4.3 million took part;

and Earth Day in 1970, which drew the support of 20 million people (CITATION).
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Despite the death of the New Left movement, however, many remained
committed to its causes, and began working within theesygt pursuit of its objectives.
Attempting to change society by infiltrating its major institutions, members took
positions in schools, the media, the entertainment industry, labor unions, and the
government, and sought to implement policies from insbialized positions of power.
Most notably, a number of New Leftists turned their energy and attention to electoral
politics, and not only joined the Democratic Party, but secured powerful positions within
It . Hayden, f or o nén,Califoreialtegistature, tchairing policy e 1 1 8
committees on | abor, higher education, and
This was not so much a 060zigzagb as a
inside. It was consistent with the original visioihPort Huron, but played
itself out during a time of movement, decline, or exhaustion. The lessons
for me were contradictory. On the one hand, there was much greater
space to servenovement goals on the inside than | had imagined in 1962
one could hold press conferences, hire activist staff, call watchdog
hearings with subpoena power, and occasionally passdahing
legislation (divestment from South Africa, astveatshop guidelines,
endangeredpecies laws, billions for cearvation, etc.). Perhaps the
most potent opportunities were insurgent political campaigns themselves,
raising new issues in the public arena and politicizing thousands of new

activists in each cycl e. (ATom Hayd
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Whil e many ot her former New Leftists follo
throughout the 1970s some began identifying as Republicans, and adopted

neoconservative views on foreign and domestic policy (Jumonville 233). Thus, just as

the New Yorkintellectuals in the poswar era became institutionalized, pledged new

allegiances, and lost a coherent identify, so too did the New Leftists. Passionately

devoted to a wide range of causes, each served as the eglwapers of a growing

educated classnd fought for change first as outsiders, and later as insidersith

some remaining loyal to advancing their causes (and attempting to use their institutional

posts to those ends), and others joining the opposition.

3.8 1980s Memoirs, Declinist Accousn & Anti-Intellectualism
The 1970s was also the decade during which several members of the first

generation of New York Intellectuals died, prompting a number of New York

Intellectuals to pen their own memofit$and sparking discussions among critibsat

the supposed end of Americads greatest int
1973 and Lionel Trillingbés in 1975, severa
expressing nostalgia for the early day#aftisan Review when t heblem® untryod
were clear and young intellectuals were passionately poised to fight them. Following
Harold Rosenbergbés death in 1978 and Dwigh

essays appeared, with the majoritysrecount

% Those who wrote memories includéred Kazin, NormarPodhoretz, Irving Howe, WilliarBarrett,
William Philips, Lionel Abel Sidney Hook, and Mary McCarthy.
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and the vital issues they valiantly confronted. By 1985, a number of prominent members

had published memoirs (such as Lionel Abel
Phillipsés AA Partisan View, 0 I|Irving Howebd
ATeh Truants, 0 and Sidney Hookédés AOut of St e
each contributing to the conception that America had lost its critical edge and #s once

vibrant public sphere. Although some critics deemed the New Left (and

neoconservates) the political heirs of the New York Intellectuals, others argued that the

great Greenwich Village thinkers had no true line of successors.

Throughout the 1980s, this sentiment gfeand was perhaps most notably
cemented in 1989, when Russell Jacoby sol e
great intellectual tradition in AThe Last
suburbanization, and academic careerism had encouyagead intellectuals to retreat

into specialized environmeriteand to lose contact with the public redlfilacoby

9 Some argue that declinist accounts wergelyinspiredby the publication of Richard Hofstadter's Anti
Intellectualism in American Life in 1963, in which he argues tiefigion, commerceand democracgach
played a distinct role in the deterioration of public intelleclifel According b HofstadterAmerican
Protest ant i s m mbenaotlidesstobmern oflematianal @alver for manipulativeddlis);

American commerce and business culture had criticized abstract analysis in favor of practical knowledge
(233); and American democrabgd produced an undémded and sexist public education system that
nurtured mediocrity, rather than cultivating and challenging brilliant minds&229. As a result, the

options for intellectuals were bleak: they could exist as mere experts, embéttdednd compromised

by the institutions they served, or stand apart as critics, alienated from and misunderstood by society.

""WhileJacobyar gues t hat t o lhrgelyiheapableosproducingtor sestaising publie
intellectuals, individals like Noam Chomsky, Nathan Glazer, bell hooks, Lewis Cosner, Garry Wills,
Michael Walzer, Susan Sontag, Alan Brinkley, Sidney Hook, Cornel West, Stephen Carter, Hannah Arendt,
and Arthur Schlesinger dr. that is, individualsvho are institutionalizedral largely reognized as public
intellectual® may disagree.
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ominously declared, AAn ol der generation o
not showing upo (Il nte#Wld)ectuals and their D
However, as Bruce Robbins has pointed o

really a defense of a very particular gréujin this case, white, male, natio®rn

i ntellectuals who once had something of a
but who | ost this monopoly in fithe 60s, wh
Opublicd by |l etting some new people ino (n

the New York Intellectuals are recognized for having cultivated and sustairedd a ri
critical tradition, they were not the coun
cultural critics. For example, during the Harlem Renaissance in the 1920s, critics like

Sterling Brown, Langston Hughes, Zora Neale Hurston, James WeldorodpRasil

Lawrence Dunbar, Jean Toomer, and W. E. B. Du Bois were challenging orthodoxies,
speaking out against inequality, writing Marxist critiques, and promoting a radical

restructuring of American society; not to mention the many women who have impacted

i ntellectual Il i f e, but whooved vomentikel ar gel vy

Alice Walker, Angela Davis, Audre Lorde, Germaine Greer, Ruth Benedict, Carolyn

?Inhis2000 articlefi | nt el | ectuals and Thei riit Ani socloche re ng esn edr altaic
intellectuals is passing on, and aclamsthat, unlikethei s not
previous generation of intellectuals who fAcoul d be

recent intellectuals cannotteor do they direct themselves to a pub
specialization and professialization, they hae lost the independence and public role that defined them

(44). It is worth notinghowever thatwhile Jacobyargues for comprehensive prose, he does not describe

or discusshe type of intellectual engagement one shoalehwith the public, orthe role such a person

should fulfill. While he chastises young intellectuals for nattgcipating in public life, héails to consider

the ways in which participation is changing. I n s
understandings of intellectual life that cause him to overlook new and/or different modes of intellectual
engagement.
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Heilbrun, Linda Greenhouse, Mary Lefkowitz, Gloria Steinem, bell hooks, Kate Millett,

Lill ian Hellman, Jessica Mitford, Betty Friedan, Naomi Wolf, Susan Faludi, Deborah

Tannen, and Natalie Angier (among others). The point here is not to belabor the elision

of minorities from intellectual histories, but to understand that, in the last quatber o
20"Century, particular conceptions of Amer i c
debated, and popularized.

The 1980s was also the decade in which Ronald Reagan assumed the presidency,
yielding fa 41aeasel et e add tsentd t tit hhea t ¢ oiu mturny . 0
Giroux describes tit,

Anxiously insistent triumphalism was incoupled with a growing mood

of conformity. The new orthodoxy wrapped itself in the cult of

individualism and personal responsibilityreeing its advoates from any

sense of social obligation and engagement with larger social forces that
animated the politicatnovements of the 1960s. As Noam Chomsky

pointed out, at the heart of Reagan's uplifting call to remake America was

a marketdrivenie ol ogy designed fito ensure th
concentrated state and private power alone, without the support of an
organizational structure that can assist them in thinking for themselves or
entering into meaningful political action@dmwith few avenues for public
expression of fact or analysish at mi ght <chall enge app

[ é] Against Reagan's carefully craf

decisiveness and middle brow wit culled from his early Hollywood days,
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intellectuals were cast in the role of radical, if not communist, subversives,

or dithering eggheads incapable of effective action. The notion that

important social problems required a more complex language or careful

analytic accounting in ordeéo render them with precision and

accessibility was dismissed as a plunge into unintelligibility. Questioning

authority was now a symptom, a bad hangover from the alleged anti

Americanism of the 1960s, and the long period of dissent and opposit

that had marked the period was viewed by many politicians and

conservatives s a di sease eating away at th

Clarity: Public Intellectuals and th
As a result, public spheres were increasingly m@ntialized, commodified, and erased,
and critical civil discourse was replaced with attacks on critical thought. Equally
problematic, the mainstream media, engaged in what Chomsky describes as
Amanufacturing consent, 0 becaméuBanoedbmi a
conservative talking heads intent on Adeni
Clarifyo 3). Devoted to Aproducing spect a
cultureo the media became 8),instdadSereingtso engag
sites for what Bourdieu describeddas #fAfast
empty, sanitized sound bitesinstead of posing meaningful arguments and thoughtful
i nquiries (Bourdieu AOn Televisiono 11).

This retreat from deotratic values, evidenced in the mainstream media, also

infiltrated college campuses, as academic institutions became redeassh
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powerhouses funded by nacademic sources. This outsideding created competition

between disciplines and formed neisalplinary hierarchies, as faculty members

engaged in research were granted new respect inside and outside of the academy. By the
end of the 20th century, reseammhented professors were paid more than those who only

taught in the classroom (Nikias amerney 1), yielding not only a different kind of
research, but also fna different kind of en
appropriation of knowledge wherein private interests increasingly set the agendas,

controlled the research proceasd decided what to do with the intellectual proddicts

intellectual endeavors became embedded within a system of professionalized incentives,

by which professors were fAdeither marginal.

management culture of expedi® ( War ner 147) .
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Chapter 4 The Rise of the Internet and New Possibilities

4.1 The Mass Digitization of the 1990s & Internet Debates
The 1980s and 1990s were also the first decades of mass digitization, when

computing and communications took on riemctions, roles, and value. As an
increasing number of products and services became encoded in cyberspace, various forms
of popular analogue media, such as audio and video cassette tapes, were increasingly
being replaced by superior digital substituté®, compact disks and DVDS. Personal
computers were mainstream home and office appliances, and by H&®snichillions of
individuals and organizations had become everyday Internet users.

Though many critics analyzed this digital revolution, the hopes and fears it
inspiredarewels u mmar i zed (respectively) in Nichol

Digital, 06 and Nei | TeehaopdynTheSursender®fCRlturpto | e mi ¢ ,

Technolog. Describing information as fAa form
consumé’Post man argued information was finot o
S Describingthé nf or mati on overload that, Postman argues,

the United States, we have 260,000 billboards; 11,250 newspapers; 11,556 periodicals; 27,000 video outlets
for renting video tapes; more than 500 million radios; mode than 100 million computers. Ninetight

percent of American homes have a television set; more than half our homes have more than one. There are
40,000 new book titles published every year (300,000 worldwide), and every day in America 41 million
phobographs are taken. And if this is not enough, more than 60 billion pieces of junk mail (thanks to
computer technology) find their way into our mbdxes every year. From millions of sources all over the
globe, through every possible channel and mediutight waves, airwaves, ticker tapes, computer banks,
telephone wires, television cables, satellites, printing préssesormation pours in. Behind it, in every
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fundamental human questions but barely useful in providing coherent direction to the

solutonof& en mundane -pGlo.bl elmfs 0l 619 unchecked, I
new technopoly would ruin fithe vital sourc
without a moral foundationo (52). Negropo

technologyposed potential dangefbut also believed it could free society from many of

Its traditional il s. Describing this tra
struggle with the baggage of history, a new generation is emerging from the digital

landscape free of many of the old prejudices. These kids are released from the limitation

of geographic proximity as the sole basis of friendship, collaboration, play, and

nei ghborhood. 0o I n this regard, digital t
dawi ng peopl e into gr¥r280xtFer Negwmntd, ilisthear mony o |
Il nternetds fAdecentralizing, globalizing, h

warrant optimism’®> He explains,

imaginable form of storag& on paper, on video and audio tape, on discs, film, and siliagps &his an
ever greater volume of information waiting

to be r
informati on. And al l the sorcerer has | eft us

i s a

4 Acknowledging the possible drawback and negative societal transfonsi#tat cyberspace could

prompt, Negroponte concedes, 0T iprepenyabute atlncasihe wi | |
of our privacy. We will experience digital vandalism, software piracy, and data thievery. Worst of all, we

will witness thdoss of many jobs to wholly automated systems, which will soon change thecottéte

workplace to the same degree that it has already transformed the factory floor. The notion of lifetime

empl oyment at one job has already started to disap]

“Desctbi ng the basis for hi $Myaptrisinisnosfoeled by angantiopgatech t e wr i
invention or discovery. Finding a cure for cancer and AIDS, finding an acceptable way to control

population, or inventing a machine that can breathe our didank our oceans and excrete unpolluted

forms of each are dreams that may or may not come about. Being digital is different. We are not waiting on

any invention. It is here. It is now. It is almost genetic in its nature, in that each generation wilkbeco
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The access, the mobility, and the ability to effect geaare what will
make the future so different from the present. The information
superhighway may be mostly hype today, but it is an understatement about
tomorrow. It will exist beyond people's wildest predictions. As children
appropriate a glad information resource, and as they discover that only
adults need learner's permits, we are bound to find new hope and dignity
in places where very little existed before. (231)
Focused on Athe empowering nattedthewaysin bei ng
which the I nternet has produced fia previou

to facilitate the expression of diverse views necessary to democratic deliberation.

4.2 The 21 Century Emergence of New Media and Digital Public Seher
In the decade that followed, debates about the risks and opportunities of the

digital revolution intensified for, while the 80s and 90s had brought mass digitization, by
which countless media, products, and services were transferred into an elebinanyc,
format, the 2000s brought what some refer
variety of devices became ubiquitous. Although in the 80s and 90s, it was possible to
access and digitize text, music, and video, it required the use of apleskaptop

computer; by the ZiCentury, this was no longer the case. While personal computers

remain in mass use, equally prevalent are portable audio and video media players, mobile

more digital than the preceding one. The control bits of that digital future are more than ever before in the
hands oftheyoung Not hing could make me happiero (230).
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PCs, media tablets, smart phones with Internet access, and peligd@abhssistants.
With the proliferation of portable digital interfaces, digital access has become constantly
and immediately available, yielding major changes in the key relationships that impact
i ndi vi da aelatioBshigs between users and tedlbgy, between customers and
corporations, between citizens and the state, between employers and employees and
human relationships of all kinds.
Despite such changes, however, in the contemporary neoliberad order
characterized by corporate dominatiore ttoncentration of media ownership, the
privatization of social problems, and the undermining of social solidarityany critics
have remained skeptical of the impact of new media on intellectual life in America.
Indeed, discussions of a bygone era oagnetellectualism continued on into the first
decade ofthe 2iCe nt ur vy, i n t e xt Rublicntélectudtsi AStudyrofi P o s n
Declinepubl i shed i n 2Wlek Havé Allghea lktell€ctualseGonied s
2004 ; E MThe ®isappedrig I6tedlectual and Amitai Etzioni and Alyssa
B o wd i Public itsllectuals: An Endangered Speci@s2006. Revisiting the topic
in 2008, Jacoby remained dubious that digital access offers new possibilities for
participatory democracy. Asserting tlthgital access has not necessarily changed the
guality or content of discussions, he contends that new modes of publishing such as
Abl ogs are not so much about challenging a
cacophonyo (fABi g By &duntless othersecholthis|lamprding &t 0

~

new era of distraction, characterized by i
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consumer mania and endless pornographic re
of Languageo 5).

While narraives of decline acknowledge that American society still has
individuals who are widely regarded as intellect@alsftentimes citing academics like
Noam Chomsky, Angela Davis, bell hooks, Stanley Aronowitz, Naomi Klein, Cornel
West, and Lewis Gordd@n they ae largely considered an endangered species, and most
institutions are still deemed hostile to intellectual endeavors. The mass media, for one,
often shut out intellectuals or characterize them as subversifmnenican, or
dangerous; meaawpubkes,iooklegehot bed of di
corporate model and are accused of abandoning their intellectual mission. As Giroux,
writing in 2013, points out,

Faculty has largely been reduced to adjuncist of 1.5 million faculty,

more tkan 1 million hold temporary jobd.earning is being turned into a
form of commerce or trainingCritical thought is now viewed as an

excess in a culture in which a college education is simply a credential for
getting a wel paid job. At best,students are now trained or groomed to
be ardent, unquestioning consumetise children of Aldous Huxley's
nightmares who eventually define their intense investment in pleasure
through forms of violence that provide increasingly the only thafillin a
society dominated by surveillance cameras, Reality TV, the culture of
cruelty, and the minciumbing experience of the everesent shopping

mal | s. (Al ntell ectuals as Subjects a
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Whil e At he v e anengaged pubdicintedettuabiseneithey foreign to nor a

violation of what it means to be an academ
some argue academic institutions have been
and mil i tamrdy agroewerro 0l onger vital public spht

cultural illiteracy that doom critically engaged thought, complex ideas and serious
writingo (Giroux ACrisis of Languageo 6) .
Despite arguments that i derisceofdhe nesve has t

media, 0 and has bred fia new kind of though

i's i mportant to recognize that @ndAwe are awa
than ever beforeo and i tintellestuahlifeisevidenting pos si
itself in new ways (Freese 46). Todayds e

laying claim to the mantle of the intellectual, but the formats and modes of intervention

itself, i.e. the different ways in which knowlige and expertise can be inserted into the
public sphere, 0 and |l ong gone are the days
sphere (Eyal 117) . As Bl ackwell puts it,
[ €] shifted, dectosiwaeddygandl faomedvemo and i
now be recognized as occurring in a multitude of digital public spheres (Conclusion:
Cyberinfrastructure 27). Serving as the 0
online spaces offer useunprecedented access to information and collaboration; new

modes of production, distribution, and consumption; new forms of publicness, and new

met hods of intellectual engagement (Kell ne

TechneP o | i t iBefareinvdstjgating the ways in which online spaces are
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functioning as new public spheres, it is useful to first establish an understanding of the

notion of the public sphere itself and the ideological discourse that informs it.

4.3 The Continued Releves of Habermas &e Concept of the Public Sphere
Traditionally understood as a network for influencing political action through the

exchange of informed and logical discussions, the concept of the public sphere has its

basis in the work of Jirgen Habermas I n hi s seminal text AThe
Transformation of the Public Sphere, 06 Habe
public sphere, describing the ways in which commercialization, capitalism, and the rise

of mass media have negatively impactatibnalcritical debate. Though his text has

been problematized and critiqued at length, scholars like Nancy Fraser continue to assert

t hat fAHabermasd idea of the public sphere
democratic pahdtioal sprabttcédoo attempt to

actually existing lateapitalist democracy can succeed without in some way or another

making use of ifo (Fraser 1992, 111).

“To quote FTheileaobdtime fpuu bih Halfernmgstsenseds@nceptual resource that
can help overcome such problems. It designates a theater in modern societies in which political
participation is enacted through the medium of talk. It is the space in which citizens deliberate about their
common affairs, hencenanstitutionalized arena dfiscursive intera@n. This arena is conceptually

distinct from the state; it a site for the production and circulation of discourses that can in principle be
critical of the state. The public sphere in Habermas's sense isoalseptually distinct from the official
economy; it is not an arena of market relations but rather one of discursive relatiweteafor debating

and delibeating rather than for buying and selling. Thus, this concept of the public sphere petmits us
keep in view the distittions betweestate apparatuses, economic markets, and democratic associations,
distinctions that are essential to democratic theory. For these reasons, | am going to take as a basic premise
for this essay that something like bteimas's idea of the public sphere is indispensable to critical social
theory and to democratic political practice. | assume that no attempt to understand the limits of actually
existing late capitalist democracy can succeed without in some way or amatirg use of it. | assume

that the same goes for urgently needed constructive efforts to project alternative models of democracy. If
you will grant me that the general idea of the public sphere is indispensable to critical theory, then | shall

90



According to Habermas, the liberal public sphere is a domain of $iéeitd
which all citizens are granted access and where unrestricted public opinion can be
formed. Based on the exchange of unfettered, autonomous perspectives, a public sphere
can only exist in the absence of state control and comes into being whenschigave a
Afguarantee that they may assemble and unit
opinions freely, o fiwit hoU®ssbch,ithe publissphejee ct t
is a crucial component of sociopolitical organization, for it servessi® of intellectual
lifed a space designated for the free exchange of ehere citizens can (re)vitalize
democracy, animate rational discussions, and impact public will. In this politically potent
space, a democratic citizenry can demonstratapacity to exercise reason, a sensibility

t hat Haber mas describes as fa threat t o an

go on to ague that the specific form in which Habermas has elaborated this idea is not wholly satisfactory.

On the contrary, | contend that his analysis of the public sphere needs to undergo some critical

interrogation and reconstruction if it is to yield a categapyable of theorizing the limitsf actually

existing democracyo (Rethinking the Public Sphere

" Thefree exchange of ideas has been a considered a crucial element in theories of democracy, as many

deem public participation in discursive deliberatimperative to a democratic society. John Dewey, for

one, writing in 1927describes public inquiry and communication as the basis of democracy and, arguing
against a singular state authority, prrocipatdr'yes t he m
potential. Simildy, Tocqueville (1990) deenwvic participation in public affairsmandatory t@ healthy
democracyandamct t hat enhaeffrespect. i ndi vi dual so

"Ha b e r motian 6f ¢he public sphere has been problematized diglied by many theorists who

have chargedim with idealism and significardversights. Nancy Fraser, for example, notes that the

public sphere that Habermas describes as the pinnacle of democracy was ironically undemocratic in its
structure, as it exctled women, as well as members of lower social classes. Others, like Lyotard,
challenge his idealist notion of consensus, arguing that it is not agreement but anarchy, individuality, and
discord that yéld democratic participation.
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original application of the term, Habermas argued that the bourgeois public’éprese
exemplified by the European coffezuse’ and salons of the late 1and early18
century where people gathered together, away from the influence of th& stadéscuss

public issues. However, as Habermas himself condBdlesse gatherings did not

“fiThe bouligesiphepebld Haber mas expl ains, Aimay be co
people com[ing] together as a public; they soon claimed the public sphere regulated from above against the

public authorities themselves, to engage them in a debate evgerleral rules governing relations In the

basically privatized but publicly relevant spheres of commodity exchange and social labor. The medium of
this political confrontation was peculiar and with
resono (27).

®¥Haber mas writes, iThe coffee house not merely mad:¢
easier; it embraced the wider strata of the middle class, including craftsmen and shopkeepers. New Ward
reports that the 6we afeethbuge sevéral tfimesasdaygethistheldtriuesfar theepdor t h e

one as well o6 (AThe Structural Transformation of t h
8'Describing the ways in which salons in France funct
thesalonthemindwas no | onger in the service of a patron; 0

of economic dependence. Even if under Philipstilenswere at first places more for gallant pleasures

than for smart discourse, such discussion indeed soon tookpdacelwith thediner. Diderotdés di st
between written and oral discourse sheds light on the functions of the new gatherings. There was scarcely a
great writer in the eighteenth century who would not have first submitted his essential ideasiésiatisc

in such discourse, in lectures before éitademiesnd especially in thealons The salon held the

monopoly of first publication: a new wor k, even a |
(34).

82 Describing theprevalence and impact of illiteracy throughout the seventeenth and early eighteenth
centuriesHabermas writediin relation to the mass of the rural population andcttee m m paopldéin the
towns, of c oatlargdthat was heing formddftlisety oubside the early institutions of the

public was still extremely small. Elementary education, where it existed, was inferior. The proportion of
illiterates, ateast in Great Britain, even exceeded that of the precédingbethan epochHere, athe

start of the eighteenth century, more than half of the population lived on the margins of subsistence. The
masses were not only largely illiterate but also so pauperized that they could not even pay for literature.
Theydid not have at their dispoghle buying power needed for even the most modest participation in the
market of cultural gods. Nevertheless, with the emergence of the diffuse public formed in the course of the
commercialization of cultural production, a new social category arose. Theacistocracy of the

seventeenth century was not really a reading public. To be sure, it kept men of letters as it kept servants, but
literary production based on patronage was more a matter of a kind of conspicuous consumption than of
serious reading bgn interested public. The latter arose only in the first decades of the eighteenth century,
after the publisher replaced the patron as the author's commissioner and organized the commercial
distribution of literary worka (37-8).
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represent true liberal public spker as they did not grant access to everyone;
participation required an education, as well as property ownership and thereby precluded
women, as well as members of lower social classes. As a result, women andlésser
members could inhabit public spacéut not public spheres, for while public spaces
promote discussion, public spheres promote democracy and require both®itaraty
access to media for the democratic exchange of ideas.

According to Habermas, at this particular time in the developofahe
bourgeois public spheféthe press took on a unique and pufiiellectuatlike role.
ANo | onger a mere organ for the conveyance
i nstitution of the public itsetif®octudatoser
(Jurgen Habermas On Society and Politics 234). Newspapers informed public opinion,
directed public thought, and (because they

shared controversial perspectives that prompted democratic debates Mehermas

describes it, this era of literary journalism was relatively slwetl, for by the 1830s, the

8 For a discussion of thgrowth and impactoftheradi ng publ i ¢ ,TheEegésh ®mmD. Al t i c
Reader: A Social History of the Mass Reading Public

8 Describing the historical specificity of the bourgeois public spiéabermaswrites filt i s no acci
thattheseawmc ept s of the public sphere and public opiniol
for Athey derive their specific meaning from a con
distinguish between opinion and public opinionppinion publique Whereas mere opinions (things taken

for granted as part of a culture, normative convictions, colleptisgidices and judgments) seem to persist

unchanged in their quasatural structure as a kind of sediment of history, public opima®rms of its

very idea, can be formed only if a public that engages in rational discussion exists. Public discussions that

are institutionally protected and that take, with critical intent, the exercise of political authority as their

theme have notxésted since time immemori&l they developed only in a specific phase of bourgeois

society, and only by virtue of a specific constellation of interests could they be incorporated into the order

of the bour geoi €nS8ooietysand PolitcP32)onal st at eo
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press had fAabandon[ ed] I'ts polemical stanc
of commercial activity,® pthievieclbgggd asit athgs

sphere of publicnesso (J¢g¢rgen Haber mas On

4.4 Online Public Spheres in the Digital Age
While the commercial imperatives Habermas describes (and credits with eroding

the public sphere) continuetohr i ve i n contemporary society
landscape is far different from that which he analyzed and has prompted many
reconceptualizations of sphere theory. This is, while his insights into the structural
transformation of the public spherethe 18' and 19 centuries are of value, his
approach does not offer an adequate framework for comprehending the structural
transformation of the public sphere in thé'2&ntury and the multiplicity and density of
realms that comprise the currentmeal d o mai n. As Nat hani el Po
doubtful that a single public sphere could consist of millions of people and still function,
since deliberation would be difficult. Allowing for multiple publics, with different
i nterests, od,onidlhleowd hfeor hamal | er and t hus
spheres through the I nterneto (2).

In accordance with this understanding, writershsa FraseRalczewski,

Anderson® McKee, Breesgand Squire® argue for the need to speak of publics and

8 Andersonhas produced research on the Islamic public sphere and thénwelyish identity is based on
and impacted byeligion.

®¥Squiresoés wor k, f or -Amnercanpdpéationsandcdetaiietise waya in which i ¢ a n
particularpublics are organized arourgbues of identity, race, and/or ethnicity.
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public spheres rather théimepublicandhep u bl i ¢ spher e, Il nsisting
unequal publics participae i n  p u b | 128). Otheffs,dike Wérkeareachagting

the development of countpublics to describe the way those in subordinate positions
collectively organize to contest dominant positions in society, such as those surrounding
race, gender and sexuality. Still others
arounditsownpolitcal structure, media systems, and
(Garnham 371). While most agree that public spheres have moved into cyberspace, a

multitude of debates surrounding the pros and cons of online public spheres persist.

4.5 Narratives of Progss and Ruin: CybeDptimists and CybePessimists
Starkly divided between utopian and dystopian visions, the debate on the pros and

cons of online public spheres is largely informed by and follows the tradition of the
communications research that begathas United States in the 1880s. Largely produced

by Dewey, Park, Cooley, Mean, and Ford, the early research of the Chicago School
deemed communications a new frontier and heralded technology as a way to improve
politics, culture, and democracy. Commuations technology was part of a narrative of
progress and one which has been used to frame many other emergin§’nfesiMark
Surman expl ains, A Wi trevoluBonaeyrwgve, shere drd at lea$t t h e

three ideas that pop up: o

87 Describing the way in which this narrative of progress was applied to the emergence of television,

Surman writes, fACable became the mapjphwedaiansd of t ec|
started to flow. Cable would improve education, prevent crime and urban decay, break down social

isolation, help people to communicate, and enhance democracy. The wire of the wired world quickly

became a soci al el Utopig, Revdutidh,ced the MistaryefiEledyonic dlighways
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1. That magse and positive social change will emerge from the

introduction of a new communications technology;

2. that these changes will be caused by the inherent technical

properties of the hardware; and

3. That the social revolution occurriag a result of the new

technology is of a scale not seen for hundreds, or even thousands, of

years. (Wired WordsUtopia, Revolution, and the History of Electronic

Highways 1)
Yet alongside such optimistic declarations that technology can eltheahuman
condition and construct a more enlightened civic realm are dystopian fears that
technology has the potential to destroy the planet. This debate, though rooted in the
dawn of the Enlightenment, has characterized the majority of discussiossdozn
emerging technologies and is now being played out once again in debates on the civic
potential of online culture. Indeed, for each assertion hailing the emancipatory potential
of online forums are dystopian warnings that emphasize the severityiemess of the
problems they identify.

The major points of contention between theorists focus on discussions of access,
content quality, commercialization, and privacy. In the discussion that follows, | will
briefly outline the primary arguments of eazdmp to show not only how pessimistic
predictions have become largely exaggerated, but also to demonstrate that in an age of

newly emerging online public spheres, unapologetic optimism is, in fact, warranted.
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4.6 Points of Contentionissues ofAccess, Catent Quality, Commaodification, and
Privacy
In analyses of the public sphere potential of the internet, issues of access are hotly
contested. Accordingtocybpre s si mi st s, 4wdrld bias rendersitn et 6 s f i r
fundamentally problematic and ultately inhibits its potential to enhance democracy.
(Williams and Pavlik 1994; Sassi, 2005; Lockhard, 1998). More specifically, they argue
that the internet is dominated by white, wealthy, educated, Ergpisaking males, most
of whom are American citizes and whose agendas reflect American concerns. As a
resul t-endilciybrero has become fAthe | anguage of
comprehension where no similar communicat.
Born in the primitive commanedndcontrol Arpanet and its Pentagonese
argot, cybetrenglish emerged from the nukardened military cellars and
now projects American world power overtly. Other world englishes, the
more modest englishes of orality and textuality, functioruaswsmed and
minor epistemologies, as necessary preparations for-eyfggish. English
is local; cyberenglish is global. (161)
Thus, for the millions of wouldbe cybercitizens who are not yet fluent in the net's
primary operating language, the Imtet is simply inaccessible.
Further contributing to disparities produced by the cydreglish monopoly are
the uneven literacy and education rates among citizens of different countries, for even if
Il nternet usemglspdald @ cpdpationimeodimiforumd ul pa
depends on their having an understanding of the wider world and a level of media literacy

t hat enables them to contribute to democr a
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produces instability and inconsistency becausenttitten tradition is participated in so
unevenly, o0 (Communication as Culture 164)
communicationémake for increased difficult
Despite these concerns, however, those who shateehey in the public sphere

potential of the intern8poi nt t o the mediumés unpreceden
that, while issues of access surely exist, they are diminishing each day. Although in
1995, only O0.4% of t he todapmaredhars34.8% g pedplet i o n
worldwide use the Internet daily. To put it another way, in fewer than twenty years, the
number of global participants has grown from 16 million to nearly 2.5 billion (or 2,405,
518, 376, to be exact) and that number isstantly climbing. Furthermore, as many
remind, it is a fallacy to assume that Ath
explains,

Brazil has long been an unsung hotbed of interactivity, early to adopt

blogging, photo sharing, anddnd services. China Mobile has 600

million customers (which happens to be almost as many as Facebook

had and theydre not the same people).

merchants in Africa and India are using connected technology to

8 John Carey refers to this optimisms fit hoe afhetthog it echnol ogi cal subl i me
mi nds et Histhewstory of thesprogré@ssive liberation of the human spidre information is

available and is made to move faster: ignorance is ended; civil strife is brought under control; and a

beneficent future, moral and political as well as economic, is opened by the irresistiletecies of
technoll8.gyo (
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improve heir markets. About 70% of Facebook users come from

outside the U.S. (8)
In addition to gaining access to information in cyberspace, people around the world are
gaining access to one another. Wit h the i
basedbarriers, people separated by distance and time can now unite in nov&fways.
Global users can interact, share ideas, develop groups, and establish solidarity. They can
access and share countless types of information they would not otherwise be gndnted
help each other learn and understand political, economic, and social issues. Internet
users, for example, can now easily retrieve and distribute the voting records of their
representatives, track congressional rulings, form or join interest grogiptsiaii their
(and their fellow citizensd) rights, and p
Users can join established groups devoted to political issues and political causes, such as
the Center for a New De moc nWatch,the Eldcteonicv ot er 6
Frontier Foundation, The Democracy Resource Center, and Democracy Now, among
others. Through online forums and cyberspaces such as these, unknown individuals and

unknown groups can reach one another, engage in intellectual delif@ss/ely

8AlGore in 1994 was among t ho sialtoategngthenaembcragy, asseréng | nt er n
AThe Gl obal Information Infrastructure .. .will cir
people can travel. These highways ...will allontashare information, to connect, and to communicate as

a global community. From these connections we will derive robust and sustainable economic progress,

strong democracies, better solutions to global and local environmental challenges, improvezhfealth

and- ultimately- a greater sense of shared stewardship of our small planet. The GlI [Global Information
Infrastructure] will spread participatory democracy. In a sense, the Gl wilhimtaphor for democracy

itselfo (qtd. in Alinta Thorntord SWill Internet Revitalize Deracracy in the Public Sphere?").
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organi ze, and gain visibility in ways that
(Papachari ssi 13). | ncreasingly, societdi
crossingbordefss as t he Middl e East 6s fandgeachiogn f i ght «
one another while the whole world watches
Despite the liberatory aspects of increased access to information, however, cyber

pessimists warn that, in cyberspace, both groups and information are susceptible to
fragmenation and wateredown content. With the former comes the loss of group
cohesion and group influence, for when a large group divides into smaller discussion
groups, it forsakes its civic solidarity and a broader span of public involvement. Equally
if not more problematic, some contend, are the dangers brought on by the fragmentation
of information, which can yield misinformation, misrepresentation, and misunderstanding
and, as Graham Murdock argues, can empty potentially vibrant political spaces of their
potency. Murdock writes,

The I nternetds progressive slicing o

specialised, segments, mirrors the increasing individualisation of

television viewing produced by the explosion of niche cable and

satellite chanels andthe arrival of personal video recorders. Taken

together these technologies make it entirely possible to only watch

what one already enjoys and to ordyicounter opinions one already

agrees with. In a situation where world views aregasingly polarised

and talking across differences on a basis of knowledgerespkct is

more vital than ever to a working deliberative system , hmowing out
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of collective space present a major challenge to democratic culture.
(fiBudgthedi git al Cd&mmonso 14)
Similarly, Kevin Hill and John Hughes (1998) argue that increased online political
participation ultimately produces waterddwn content that lacks innovation and
creativity, while Roder i ckatuidtaviewercwitmt ends t
political informationd and fAcreate in view
i nvolvemento (109).
Despite these online tendencies, however, | reside in the camp of theorists who
contend that alongside countless vapid bolibbwedout forums are many that are
politically charged and intellectually engaged. Lincoln Dahlberg, for one, remarks that
Afa cursory examination of the thousands of
online and open to anyone with Internetess seems to indicate the expansion on a
global scale of the loose webs of ratienatical discourse that constitute what is known
as the public sphereo (AExtending the Publ
Not only are peoplrealssddapting, mgdifying,e a s , but
appropriating, and inventing different and original ways to participate in cultural
production. Theydére publishing on the Web
blogging, instant messaging, emailing, and socialndéwon g ; t hey ér e creat.

worlds, building websites, wikis, and web pages, pietlvaring, walposting, videe

% Richard Davis and Andrew Shapiro make similar arguments. For more informag&hsa p iTheo 6 s
Control Revolution: How the Internet Is Putting Individuals in Charge and Changing the Werkhdy
andDa v iTshées Web of Politics: The Pdlitcal®ystemet 6s | mpact on
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chatting and dataharing. As the infograph below depicts, a staggering amount of

content is created and distributed every minute of #ye(Bigure 1).

.. DATANEVER SLEEPS 2.0 {:
‘ How Much Data is Generated Every Minute? ( a rai thttlls  sory Belo

26,380 ik N 547220

dmnt o (i

REVIEWS. A R PHOTOS.
ﬁﬁj MAKES
B N ONLINE SALES.

THE GLOBAL INTERNET POPULATION GREW
14.3% FROM 2011-2013 AND

With each click, share and like, the world's data pool is expanding faster than we can i today are
paying attention to soores n! data ki bout the future. The team at Domo can help your

business of data by providing i ith all their critical i lion in one intuitive
platform. Domo delmrs the insights you need to transform the way you run your business. Learn more at www.domo.com.

SOURCES:

Figure 1: Data Never Sleeps
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In fact, in response to the rise of this phenomenon, Time Magazine in 2006 declared
Ayouo the Person of the Year to acknowledg
production ofusergenerated content. While a great deal of online content producers
have no relation to (or intentions to spur or participate in) civic engagement and
intellectual life, some undeniably do and each day are confronting some of the most
contentious andrpssing political issues facing the world today. Moreover, it is
becoming increasingly clear that the new modes of production that the Internet enables
are suitable and, in some cases, superior alternatives to traditional methods of cultural
production.

Also commonly debated is the degree to which commercialization and
commodi fication threaten the Internetds pu
not every) other aspect of the culture industry, the Internet has become a major site of
corporateact i vity, f i | |l-neediacarporationsiingeht onredévelaping t i
cyberspace as retail real estateo (Murdock
theme parks or electronic retail stores, they are emptied of their democratic paiential,
di scourse is replaced by publicity and cit

2001; Schiller 2000; Pasquale 2010; Newhagen and Rafaeli, $995).

“Warning of the dangers of sophisticated online mar
of the public sphere are also likely. While a comnahci n f | u e ntcreadc Kiif rargsain loir n gid po f

some content past others might raise suspicions among its direct (but dispersed) victims, the real issues it

raises are far broader. If an online ecology of information that purports to be based ordered mo

ordering is actually based on another, it sets an unfair playing field whose biases are largely undetectable

by lay observers. Stealth marketing generates serious negative externalities that menace personal autonomy

and cultural authenticity. Moreoregthe degree of expertise necessary to recognize these externalities in the
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Yet with the I nternetods unprecedented,
degree to whicleorporations will be able to harness control over cyberspace remains
uncl ear . Many | i ke John Newhagen believe
work against the type of content control these folks [the heads of corporations] have over
massmedi a0 ( Newhagen qtd. in McChesney, 1995
Tapscott and Williams, for example, point to the trend of4peeduction to argue that
usergenerated content has altered the economics of production so significantly that we
are witnessing the emergence of fAnew econo
|l ead roledo (Tapscott and Wi AdArmyodDavidd ) . As
We the MediaThe Wealth of Networks: How Social Production Transforms Markets and
Freecom, andWikinomics: How Mass Collaboration Changes Everythdetail, new
methods and business models are evolving to support what had previously only been
offered by professional content creators or established news providers, thus marking a
fundamental kift in the balance of power between consumers and salespeople. Notions
of authority and credibility are now in flux, and new types of intelligence are taking on
new value. Divisions are being eclipsed and states of dependency are being replaced
withmodes of <col |l aboration. As Dan Gill mor wi
communications toolkit that allows anyone to become a journalist at little cost and, in

t heory, with global reach. Not hing | ike 't

new online environment is |likely to be possessed b
AiTrusting (and Verifyingdg IONI)i.ne Intermediariesd Po

104



Indeed, the potential for the emergence of new modes of intellectual life today are truly
inestimable.

Closely related to discussions of commodification are debates over the ways in
which corporate and government pherer veil l anc
potential, as the methods involved in commodification involve a great deal of data
mi ning. As Rheingold descr idatkesingand, nAThe ¢
sorting technologies that can harvest and sift Amachbing quantities of individual
trivial but collectively revealing pieces
10). Similarly, Foucault long ago warned of the potential for the constant electronic
surveillance of the citizenry, writing:

Just as the ability to read and wréted freely communicate gives

power to citizens that protects them from the powers of the state, the
ability to surveil, to invade the ci
power to confuse, coerce and control citizens. Uneducated populations

cannot rule themselves, but tyrannies can control even educated

populations, given sophisticated means of surveill§h(290)

2 The notion thagovernment control can jeopardite Interned s p otb support damocracy is
exemplifiedbyBa r a c k 2ZDB%yiexsearity proposals before Congress. In two different Bills,

President Obamagugest ed t hat, i n sit uthetUiSoGoeernmdshobichhavei onal e
thepowertdiswi t ch off the internet. o Clearly violating
greatly increase the size of government and offer government and private interests increased power to

monitor dateon the InternetSeell Bi |sl Qbeatma Turn off the I nternet. 0
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The internet provides such sophisticated means, as the same channels of communication
that allow citizens around the world interact also allow the government and private
interests to gather information about onlineusérs.hi s fAdirect assault
| i berty, 0 some argue, Afis compounded by a
to the capabilities of newteahrl ogi es . 0 Rheingold explains,
Traditional notions of privacy are challenged on several fronts by the ease
of collecting and disseminating detailed information about individuals via
cyberspace technologies. When people use the convenience of electronic
communication or transaction, we leave invisible digital trails; now that
technologies for tracking those trails are maturing, there is cause to worry.
The spreading use of cguter matching to piece together the digital trail
we all leave in cyberspace is one indication of privacy problems to come.

(The Virtual Community 299}

Bl ssuing similar admoni snfommatiortcsllectiod vizaimemet is d granvthb s wr i t ¢
area for businesses and governments alike, and few users understand how much infabmatibrem is
stored, the purpose for which that information is kept, and who has access to that infobmatios. e e

AiDemocracy aomd the I nternet

“Rheingold refers to this type of surveillance syst
proposed in the eighteenth century by Jeremy Benghartheoretical model that happens to fit the real
capabilities of todayds technol pg Cybanéticdadtalism): . Kevi |
Information, TechnologyEverydayLifed echo this, 5 a t iWe believefthat Foucault is right in seeing

Bent hamds Panopticon as a significant event in the

new communication and information technologlegarticularly in the form of an integrated elextic
gridd permit a massive extension and transformation of that same (relative, technological) mobilization to

which Benthamds panoptic principle aspired. What t|
dissemination of power and control, butfréed om t he ar chi tectural constrain
brick prototype. On the basis of the d6information
totality, comes to function as the hierarchicaldnd s ci pl i nary @4a®mopti c machineod
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With the transparency of digital i nfor mat i
therebygranting elites new means by which to exercise power and control over citizens.
Yetcybersur vei |l | ance is not wunidirectional and

same technologies that create the privacy problem are also proving to be thetisirce

solution. o Though government and corpor at
behaviors in cyberspace, Aconsumers increa
their common demands, and enfor gt®igitalheir wi
Decadeo 25). Citizens can also utilize si

explored throughout this dissertation) to keep government power in check. As a website
t hat publishes classified medi asetretointo anony
the open, robbing government of unnecessary confidentiality and officials of their
assumed authority to hide their informatio
Furthermore, in a debate that is characterized by the paranoia of privacy

advocates, it s worth questioning the value of pri
become too obsessed with privacy, we could
As Jarvis explains,

When, out of fear of the unknown, we shut ourselves off from links to

ore another, we lose as individuals, as companies, and as institutions.

When we open up, we gain new chances to learn, connect and collaborate.

Through tools ranging from TripAdvi s

search to Facebook, we gain accesthé wisdom of the crovdd that is,
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our wisdom. When we gather together, we can create new public

entitie® our public spheres. (5)
Indeed, there are numerous rewards that come with openness and the ability to form new
connections, not the leastwhich being the ways in which publicness can function as a
Aprofoundly disruptiveo political weapon.
institutions whose power is invested in the control of information and audiences. That is
why we hear incumbeés protest this change and warn of its dangers. Publicness is a sign
of our empower ment at their expenseo (11).
people to break old bonds and forge new futures. Among the many recent and notable
examples of tls dynamic is the revolution that occurred in Egypt in June, 2010, when
people utilized publicness (via Twitter and Facebook) to rise from obscurity, invisibility,
and silence, and make their voices heard. Millions of Egyptians used these social forums
toshare information, support, and strategie

dictator of 29 years, Hosni Mubarak, resigned from his post as president.

4.7 Possibilities for New Modes of Intellection in Network Society
With a thorough understandimgf t hese debat es, I carry f

that, in the contemporary digital age, characterized by the growth and importance of

media and computer technologies, online sp
critical intellectual's field ofaci ono ( Kel | ner , Al ntell ectual s
TechnrePol iticso 1) . Mo r e o & &metworknsoctetly inwhich hi s f i

users are offered unprecedented access to information and collaboration; new modes of

production, distributionand consumption; and new forms of publicness and new public
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formation® it is likely that new modes and ways of wielding of intellection are

emer ging. To be clear, fithe critical capa
intellectual are stillreeant 6 ( Kel |l ner , Al ntell ect-ual s, N
Politicso 4) and traditional mar kers of in

in higher education and publication in an academic journals and books will always
representa standaodf 1 nt el | ectual accompli shment. H
i ntell ectual | ife has [é] shifted, decisiyv
27). ) and the new modes of intellection and possibilities for intellectual life occurring
therein fican only become intelligible if a
di scussion from the outset to modern patte
Poster explains,

For example, if one understands politics as the restricti@xmansion

of the existing executive, legislative and judicial branches of government,

one will not be able even to broach the question of new types of

participation in government. To ask then about the relation of the Internet

to democracys to challenge or to risk challenging our existing theoretical

approaches and concepts as they concern these question. (202)
Thus, to understand the range of communicative possibilities and opportunities for
intellectual intervention available today, weist be willing to see things in new ways.
Our is a network society and, based on a much different set of organizing principles,
structures, and codes than those that dominated the Western world of industrial

capitalisn® in some ways, the game has déively been changed.
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4.8 The New Economy of Network Society
Coined by Stei Braten andargely developed by Manual Castells, therter

Anet wor k s o caiseciety where thefkeyrsacial strmuctufies and activities are
organized around electroaity processed information networkél'he Network Society

7.1t is important to note, he clarifies, t
net wor ks, because soci al net wor ks have bee
about social netwdés which process and manage information and are using-micro
electronic based technologies. o Fluid in
consist of an unspecified set of Anodeso o
rigid, flexible, strang, weak, close, distant, singular, multiple, material and immaterial,

and what constitutes a node fidepen®s on th

Castells explains,

“More specifically, Castells describes the network
operated by information and communication technologies based in microelectronics and digital computer
networks that generate, process, and distribute irg#ftdom on the basis of the knowledge accumulated in

the nodes of the networks. A network is a formal structure (see Monge and Contractor, 2004). It is a system
of interconnected nodes. Nodes are, formally speaking, the points where the curve interéects itse

Networks are open structures that evolve by adding or removing nodes according to the changing
requirements of the programs that assign performance goals to the networks. Naturally, these programs are
decided socially from outside the network. But otieey are inscripted in the logic of the network, the

network will follow efficiently these instructions, adding, deleting, and reconfigurating, until a new

program replaces or modifies the codes that command its operationaldsf/BbenNetwork Society: fom
Knowledge to Policy 7).

% various authors (such as Bloomfield & VurdubakisdLee & Brown) have critiqued the network
metaphor, taking issue with the way in which it can implgtalizing view of reality that insinuatedi a
possible elements andtgies are accounted for and securely positioned within a network or networks. As
a resultsome such as Annemarie Mol and Jobaw, have conceptualized other ontologies that supplant
networks withthe notionof fluid regions or ambiguous spaces.
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They are stock exchange markets, and their ancillary advanced services
ceners, in the network of global financial flows. They are national
councils of ministers and European Commissioners in the political
network that governs the European Union. They are coca fields and poppy
fields, clandestine laboratories, secreidiag strips, street gangs, and
money laundering financial institutions in the network of drug traffic that
penetrates economies, societies, and states throughout the world. They are
television systems, entertainment studios, computer graphiesixyil
news teams, and mobile devices generating, transmitting, and receiving
signals in the global network of the new media at the roots of cultural
expression and public opinion in the
Precarious and unpredictable in bédhmation and continuity, networks (and nodes) can
assume a multitude of shapes, and operate according to a highly dynamic and open
system that is Asusceptible to innovating
As such, Cast worktae appxopriata instrismentsiioNaectpitalist
economy based on innovation, globalization and centralized concentration; (and) for
wor k, workers and firms based on flexibili:
i nstrument s A fodheinstant procéssing pf nevevalueseadd public
moods; and for social organization aiming at the supersession of space and the
anni hi | atditlanis, they aré wekluéed for intellectual aims (5€802).
Yielding a new economy that is Aorgani z

management and information, whose access to technologicattkownis at the roots of
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productivity and competitiveness, o (502) n
dramaticr e or gani zation of power relationships,
knowl edge now greatly depend fon the abili
the new technological systemo and rdvol ve
circulation,d® rather than in the sphere of
(503). As a result, corporations in both the private and public sectors, limited by their

vertical and bureaucratic organizational systems, are being foraeshsdotrm

themselves from operations that rely on decisitaking centers into decentralized and

flexible structures. To use Castells term
corporation is being supplantretorkbby t he dyn
organizatiod f or i n the new network culture Aof <c

reinvention, the codes on which bureaucratic control has traditionally relied simply

cannot survive (Castells 215). To be clear, Castells is not at all insoptiagimemise of
capitalism, but asserting that #ANetwor ks ¢
societies, and the diffusion of networking logic substantially modifies the operation and
outcomes in processes of production, experience, power,and@ltu ( 500) .

While traditional forms of expertise functioned and were mediated through

i solated disciplines and channel s, i n toda
knowl edge cannot be fully contai naudatiby pr e
hierarchies, media monarchies and internat

maintaining tightcontto over the fl ow of .iAmdresultmat i ono)

individuals have an immense and unprecedented opportunity to use netwooksttoict
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Aintelligent communities in which our soci
devebped and e n b7y Repidly évoling technologies, and digital and

material networks are transforming the type of positioning and practice ldedita

individuals and collectives, and intellectual lindtsmore than ever befode can be

broken, altered, and transformed, renewed, rewritten, and redesiguedre they?The

remainder of this dissertation aims to find out. Focusing on the aditliz have been
taking place since 2008 apebubesrnetwotkef name A AnN
networks, comprised of diverse individuals who interact through stratified digital and

physical realms in pursuit of social jus@cé’ , as well as the 4chan netwdram which
Anonymous emerged, this work explores how and in what ways digital networks are

affecting and changing intellectual inquiry, and the degree to which they are being used

(or can be used) to recast the terms of public debate.

Throughoutthisdi ssertation, | referusontefineromgdaedursk as fit
AAnonymous n et wéachkusagd shauld lhe wralerdtosd. as referenciegrark of
networks nota singular network or a singulgroup
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Chapter 5 The Aronymous Network of Networks

5.1 From Lulz to Civic Ation in Defense of the Oppressed
Although it was not rare to see handfuls of protestors outside the Church of

Scientology, the gathering that formed on February 10, 2008, was unlike anything the
memberof the Church had seen before. More than 500 people, engaged in loud and

animated protest, filled the sidewalks, where they danced, sung, passed out fliers,

Figure 2: Project Chanology Protests

shoutedon megaphones, and led chants accusing the Church of a range of human rights

abuses and unethical a¢isgure 2) These were not the same people from the several
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small groups that had been picketing the church for years; they were young people, many

oft hem high school and college students, wh
corruption and who had used digital networks to rapidly organize a sgectacl

carnivalesque proportions.h&y were boisterous, unabashed, and, with many wearing

Guy Fawles masks, they were largely unidentifiable. Throughout the day, this scene was
repeated in cities around the world, as global demonstrations orchestrated by an
enigmatic figroupo known as Anonymous, emer

(Figure 3).

| SCIENTBLSG

3
UIAL

Belgium

Germany Australia Canada

Figure 3: Global Protests at the Church of Scientology

Prior to the public protests, dubbed @AP
public had never heard of Anonymous, for although it began in 2003, it emerged on

4chan.org,®dul | et in board where Anerdy techies,
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nonconformistso went trolling in shamel ess
however, with the |l aunching of AProject Ch
ideologicd turn, began functioning in politically distinct and discernible ways, and

became something else.

5.2 Project Chanology and the Advent of a New Anonymous
Anonymous began Project Chanology in January, 2008, after the Church of

Scientology attempted tagvent the publication of a biography on Tom Cruise that
depicted the Church in a negative light. Asserting that the claims in the book were
defamatory and libelous, the Church threatened publishers with legal action and
successfully prompted severalpuld her s in the United Kingdom
production. The Church, however, was <c¢cl| ea
the ways in which attempts to censor information often have an inverse effect), for its
efforts to conceal the book onlydurght the book greater attention.
As discussion of the controversy grew online, on JanudPyddideo featuring
Tom Cruise praising the virtues of Scientology was leaked and posted on several
extremely popular, higkraffic websites, including YouTubsom and Gawker.com.
Nearly ten minutes long, the video casts a deeply fanatical and neurotic depiction of both
the celebrity and the Church, as Cruise not only makes unfounded claims (asserting, for
example, that Scientologists have extraordinary poweisd s houl dhebe seen a

aut horities on the mindod) Ibetweenlbysterichkke s a man
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laughter and intense seriousness, as he extols the power and superiority of the Church of
Scientology?®

As the video spread to various webs#esl rapidly gained a mass audience, the
Church took immediate action, accusing YouTube and Gawker of violating the Digital
Millennium Copyright Act 17 U.SCode § 51% and demanding that they remove the
video from their websites. While YouTube quickly andetly complied, Gawker did
not and, arguing that its use of the video was protected by the fair use clause (detailed in
Title 17 U.S. Code § 107Limitations on exclusive rights: Fair U88), Gawker kept the
video on its website. Yet, even if Gawkedhapr ompt |y compl i ed with
demand, it would have already beén fAtoo | a
wherein individuals and communities can organize, collaborate, and communicate across
time, space, and geography, and outside of thardint channels of mainstream media,
and within mere seconds can view, embed, download, save, sha, end
reappropriate contedt circulation simply cannot be controlled.

Perhaps as important as the number of people who had seen the video, however,

waswhohad seen it, for although various groups had long been protesting the Church of

% This video can be found on numerous websites and, as of September, 2015, was available on:
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=UFBZ_uAbxS0

“The full t elXW.S. Gdde §5h2imitatlorssan ligbfiity relating to material onlide) ¢ a n
be foundat: http://copyright.govi/title17/92chap5.html#512

1% The full text of this law {17 U.S. Code § 107Limitations on exclusive rights: Fair usgcan be found
at: http://www.copyright.gov/title17/92chapl.html#107
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Scientologyo6s alleged abuses, they had bee
Anonymous achieved in one month. Utilizing and leveraging an array of new media and
numerous digital platforms, Anonymous announced Project Chanology with a video it
posted on YouTube, entitled fAMessage to Sc
Guy Fawkes mask who speaks in a compgtarerated the voice, the video lambasts the
Chursci@ampaigns of misinformatftand, o and it
declares Anonymousds i nt éhFRollowing the mleadesdb t r 0y
the video, members of Anonymous executed a barrage of multimedia tactics, both in

digital and physical realms, that not only created public awareness but garnered public

support; they wrote and distributed press releases onftheCc h6s abuses and

191 The Church of Scientology has beerwsed of financially exploiting its members, and blackmailing
members who attempt to leave the church, among other abuses.

2T he vi deHello,Stiemtblayg We die Anonymou€ver the years, we have been watching you.
Your campaigns of misinformian; suppression of dissent; your litigious nature, all of these things have
caught our eye. With the leakage of your latest propaganda video into mainstream circulation, the extent of
your malign influence over those who trust you, who call you leadshéen made clear to us.

Anonymous has therefore decided that your organization should be destroyed. For the good of your
followers, for the good of mankirdor the laughswe shall expel you from the Internet and systematically
dismantle the Church of ntology in its present form. We acknowledge you as a serious opponent, and
we are prepared for a long, long campaign. You will not prevail forever against the angry masses of the
body politic. Your methods, hypocrisy, and the artlessness of your ortjanihave sounded its death

knell. You cannot hide; we are everywheiMe cannot die; we are forever. We're getting bigger every day
-and solely by the force of our ideas, malicious and hostile as they often are. If you want another name for
your opponentthencall us Legion, for we are manyet for all that we are not as monstrous as you are;

still our methods are a parallel to your own. Doubtless you will use the Anon's actions as an example of the
persecution you have so long warned your followersldvoome; this is acceptable. In fact, it is

encouraged. We are your SRaradually as we merge our pulse with that of your "Church", the

suppression of your followers will become increasingly difficult to maintain. Believers will wake, and see
that salvéion has no price. They will know that the stress, the frustration that they feel is not something that
may be blamed upon Anonymous.-Nbey will see that it stems from a source far closer to each. Yes, we
are SPs. But the sum of suppression we couldrauster is eclipsed by that of the RTRnowledge is

free. We are AnonymousWe are Legion.We do not forgive.We do not forget.Expect u See

i Message t o httf:ewwe. yotitubé.confvatch?v=JCbKvIViLiQ
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plan to end its corruption; they made prank calls, sent black f&esd used distributed
deniatof-service attacks (DDo¥ft o t ake down the Churchodés we
operations, and using social media to coordinassnefforts, effectively organized

protests that reached around the world. In a matter of days, a nebulous, decentralized and
leaderless group had mobilized thousands of individuals in 50 countries, bound by

newfound knowledge and united in a common caasd had captured the attention of

mainstream media and the general public.

5.3 Misnomers, Labels, and Depictions of Dissenters
While a great deal of excitement surrounded the public emergence of

Anonymous, its member s o6 suseptible fodefamatiengaamd t ac
a multitude of mainstream media outlets quickly vilified them. TheArmgeles Fox
affiliate KTTV, for one, dubbedthemic yber bul |l i eso and fAhacker

affiliate even went nseos tfiacr taesr rtoor icsatlslo twhhei |

103 A black fax is a method of disrupting a fax machine by disabling it or causing it to run out of toner. A
black fax is sent by repeatedly sending a completely black page through a fax transmission to another fax
machine. In adtion to causing the excessive use of ink and toner, this transmission can cause the machine
to become mechanically or electronically overwhelmed and to shut down.

104 A distributed denial of service attack (commonly abbreviated as DoS or DPa®)eans of taking

down a website or other online contentrbpderinghe server on which the content is hosted unreachable

by other computersAlthough here are multiple we to accomplish this, itoftenn vol ves t he att ac
computer bombarding ¢htarget server with fraudulent requests for information, or by exploiting network

protocol in a way that causes the targeted server to utilize all of its availahlecessin attempts to

connect withanother machine (Molsa, 2005).
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unrelated video clip of an exploding vaft.to serve as a depiction of the terrorist threat

that Anonymous supposedly pogegure 4).

Demonstration

Figure 4: Fox Depiction of Anonymous

The mediabs coverage of Anonymous i s not
reminiscent of how media outlets have traditionally treated subcultures. As Dick
Hebdige explains,
The emergence of a spectacular subculture is invariably accompanied by a
wave of hysteria in the press. This hysteria is typically ambivalent: it
fluctuates between dread and fascination, outrage and amusement. Shock

and horror headlines dominate the front page while, inside, the editorials

105The Fox broadcasta be viewed dittp://knowyourmeme.com/memes/interhetemachine The
described scene occurs 52 seconds into the video.
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positivel yebriioutsl & ommemtéar yé and t he
supplements contain delirious accounts of the latest fads and rituals.
(Subculture, the Meaning of Style -93)
According to Hebdige, It 1s typically a #ds
atract t he mediads attention. o The media th
Adeviant , 0 frames them as a Atransgression
or encourage fAmoral panico (93). Ist i s a
proven to be frighteningly effective.
Remar kabl vy, however, despite Foxo6s (and
provoke public fear of the group, the work that Anonymous has done since Project
Chanology has drawn the celebration and support of méllaf people. As Fruzsina
Eordogh, a writer folhe Guardiardescribel it i n 2013, AThe spook"
of Anonymous has melted from the public consciousness, to be replaced with an image of
strangers in pale masks passionate about improvingsdcy , one cAuse at a
More specifically, in the years since it launched Project Chanology, Anonymous
has increasingly shown itself to be not a group of dangerous delinquents, but a network
that claims a deep commitment to justice in theory andaatge; its members, no

longer reducible to pranksters or trolls, have become staunch defenders of free speech,

Thi s ar tiHoWAnonymoushave beeothe digital cutiisrprotest herodsippeared in The
Guardian on April 15, 2013
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actively fighting censorship and combating
state has never been motantly shiftimgnts tactiosdnd ( Le on a
utilizing new digital spaces, Anonymous lrasbilized a growing number of individuals

who, acting in defense of human rights, have waged impactful campaigns &gg/Rsl,

Fox News, Citigroup, Amazon, the FBI, the CIA, Saond Yard, and the Vatican, among

many others. As a collective, Anonymous has educated the public, exposed corruption,

and sought justice on a variety of fronts, from protecting free speech, to freeing

hostaged® to defending rape victim$? Its activities have been making headlines

around the world every week for several years, and it has become the subject of serious

and sustained analyses, with some authors sympathetic to its goals and others concerned

about its practices and the potential for negatwomes.

5.4 Defining Anonymous
Nearly (if not) all accounts of Anonymous confer that it emerged in 2003, on the

/bl message board on 4chan.org, an uncensored forum on which anonymous users (also
known as Anons) post and discuss a wide range of corlbar#cribed by Christian Fuchs

as a site that i s nat the same time anarch

97 The group effectively facilitated the release of an Anonymous member who had been kidnapped by Los
Zetas. See NBC News, AAnonymous wins victory in dr
http://www.nbcnews.com/id/45169382/ns/technology and_sciseoerity/t/anonymousvins-victory-
drugcartetfight/#.UW8mqgsrQhBo

198 Anonymous sougtjtistice for the now deceaséd-yearold Rehtaeh Parsons, an alleggahg rape
victim who killed herself aftebeing bulliedby her Nova Scotian classmate3ee
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/northamerica/canada/9991536/R&latseinsCanadian
policere-opencaseinto-rapeof-suicideteen.html
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creative, playful, [and] sarcastico (89),
i mages and nasty | mowrefa thdr tradingdndishameleasparsuis b e s
oftheluld t hat is, acts to incite laughter at s
createdthenow amous LOLcats memes, began #dArickrol
which hyperlinks that appear be relevant instead lead to a video of the 1987 Rick
Astl ey song, fANever Gonna Give You Upod) an
etiquette.
As users of a censorshigee site, Anons reappropriate discourse and regularly
wield a variety of words thatociety deems ofimits. As Parmy Olson, the author of We
Are Anonymous: Inside the Hacker World of LulzSec, Anonymous, and the Global
Cyber Insurgency, explains:
Racist comments, homophobia, and jokes about disabled people were the
norm. ltwasast omary for users to call one
or just Afag. o New 4chan users were
were britfags, homosexuals were fagfags or gayfags. It was a gritty world
yet strangely accepting. It becametaboo i dent i fy onebs se
Stripping 4chan users of their identifying features made everyone feel
more like part of a collective, and this is what kept many coming back.
(34)
Despite the use of labels to categorize and differentiate mepfsons developed a
sense of solidarity and unity through the culture of 48hanspace that emphasizes the

importance of the freedom of information and which objects to only two things: child
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pornogr aphy, 0ahatds, usersowheoppfosedciam vi |l e cont ent
attempt to intervene, or fiworse, 0 as Ol son
of wrongdoingo (Olson 35). Anonymous memb
no commitment of any kind to anyone or anything. Adsut2008, when discussions

of the Church of Scientology and its abuses began to inundate the /b/ board, with users
coordinating efforts to intervene and dism
distinct factions: those it in for the lulz and#e in it for social justice (aka moralfags).

As discussions about the CoS began to monopolize the /b/ board, (and stifle other

di scussion topics) site moderators created
solely to discussions of Chanology (Olsg8).

While nearly all sustained accounts of Anonymous deem Project Chanology a
definitive turning point in the collective
eschewed pure lulz in favor of focused, di
Anonymous has proven difficultComprised of unknown number of unidentifiable
individuals who utilize a wide range of tactics, Anonymous troubles many conceptual
categories, and has |l eft Athe media at a |
Norton, a journalist for Wired, explains,

Webve tried hacker group, notorious
Hate Machine, pimphfaced, basemesttwelling teenagers, an activist
organization, a movement, a collective, a vigilante group, otdimerists,

and any number of other fantastical and colorful terms. None of them have

ever really fit. Anonymous has constantly forced us to reach for the
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thesauru® revealing that as a whole, we in the media have no idea what
Anonymous reallys or what it mean¥”’
While some, like Norton propose that Anonymous be understood as a culture that has
own aesthetics and values, art and literature, social norms and ways of production, and
even its own dialectic leranowgmentgstllmtherstlikeer s de
Gabriella Col ebh@axnigr islmiyng t ®As0 bymdius as fione

movements to have arisen almost directly f

defines Anonymous as a hacktivist culture whdsesat egi es i nclude fApar
action, part human rights technology actiyv
Freedom 210) . Anonymous members are fAhack

advocates and geeksactwihons ragmalniirce arod | efcftlii
political causesoOo but also simply Afor she
More specifically, she contends that altho

energies to (and become known for)i@igdissent and direction action around various

6ops, 6 it has no definitive trajectory, o0 a
(84) . |l ts operations, she asserts, Aoften
overar ching siAtArnaotne/gno,ucs 6msa koivreg al | directi on
even to those on the insideo (85).

19 This article entittedi An onymous 101: | npappedredintWiredron Nowemher8e L ul z
2011.
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While some think Anonymous has the potential to be an agent of social change,
others deem it a sincere threat to Cybersecurity. There is no census on who or what
Anonynousis; however persistent across a variety of accounts is the tendency to
describe Anons as hackers (i.e. people who utilize technology in ways deemed disruptive)
or hactivists (i.e. people who hack for a political cause). More problematic than the way
these designations reduce members of Anonymous to mere manipulators of computer
systems and denote criminal activity, is that the Anonymous network itself has repeatedly
addressed and rejected these labels. In a press release issued in 2010, forteeeample,
net work stated, AAnonymous IS not a group
ourselves and our motivation is a collective sense of being fed up with all the minor and
major injustices™ve witness every day. o

While members of the Anonymougtworks utilize technological skills, illegally
taking down websites is just one of the many strategiegdbate and certainly not all)
members of Anonymous employ and most members, in fact, utilize only legal tactics.
Whil e some of Ameohones and is eemisiscanttoittie backer ethos that
values free information and access to that information, since 2008, Anonymous has
become a highly organized and unique network of networks that takes action against a
wide array of human rights abuseslaifectively organizes international campaigns to

oppose such abuses. Hackers dondét write p

videos claiming responsibility for their h

110 See http://news.cnet.com/83613506 32002528817.html
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campaigns to educate and mobilire public in defense of civil liberties, and leverage
their collective skills in political ways to get their particular demands met. Anonymous
does.

The Anonymous networkso identity is bas
motivations, not on their proficegc wi t h t echnol ogy. 't s memb
decidedly ideological, not technological. And, collectively, its members have become an
influential force around the world, not due to their technical skills (as mamuseis
have thos@ so many, in factthat Anonymous operations have been able to occur) but
due to their passionate insistence on social justice and commitment to their causes; their
ability to quickly organize at local, national and international levels; their creative and
innovative strateigs; and their incredibly effective branding. To be clear, they are much
more than hackers or hactivists, and, and given the major gains they have made, it is
likely that a great deal can be learned from the methods and practices they have utilized
andde el oped since 2008, when members stoppec

became dvoted agents of social justice.

5.5 Anonymous Tactics
As a leaderless and faceless collective of individuals whose identities are

concealedAnonymousis, in many waysa nebulous, amorphous, and mysterious

network of networks. However, since 2@0®&hen, as the New Yorker put it, the
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network outgrew 4chad, *** Anonymous has established a distinct (albeit dynamic)

identity based on particular motives and organized arounidydar actions. In a video

posted to YouTube in January, 2008, the network stat¥®¢¢ ar e a col l ect i o1

individuals united by ideas. You likely know Anonymous, although you don't know

exactly who we are. We are your brothers and sisters, your parehthildren, your

superiors and your underlings. We are the concerned citizens standing next to you.

Anonymous is ever Ywherae,o tyheetr mwdwleeor,e.id¢c des

collective of individuals united by an awareness that someone mtisé dight thing,

that someone must bring light to the darkness, that someone must open the eyes of a

public that has sl™mbered for far too l|long
In the years since Project Chanology, the network has pursued its stated

commit ment tongi@doarndc, trhrgdaugh har gani zed Ope

AnonOps), has confrontexwide array of human rights injustices and taken action

against numerous governmental, corporate, and political targets. Consider for example,

Operation Iran. In June, 2009, after the Iranian presidential election (in which Iran's

incumbent President Maloud Ahmadinejad was declared the winner), thousands of

MlKushner Davi d. fThe ThaNekworter8/Sept 804 e dlewdrorketWeb. 29
Nov. 2015. Seéhttp://www.newyorker.com/magazine/2014/09/08/mas&eengers

M2 This definition is stated in a YouTube video, entitidéin Anonymous Warning Against Scientology
See:https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=HVIiNfYHw228

113 This definition is stated in a YouTube video, releasedasmary28th 2 0 0 8 . EntitbedofcCall
it cited abuses by the Church of Scientology and called for organized protests to take place at Church

centers around the wortth February 10, 2008 he video can be accessed at the following url:
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=YrkchXCzY70
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Iranians accused the government of vagging and protested in public demonstrations.
When Iranian authorities attempted to stifle the opposition by disrupting rpiioiee
connections and blockingppositional websites and other media, Anonymous launched
Operation Iran and, in collaboration with The Pirate Bay and an unknown number of
Iranian hackers, created websites and materials to support the protestors. Providing users
with tools to fight thdranian government's censorship, they distributed information
explaining how to launch DDoS attacks against government websites, how to protect
against surveillance, and how to safely organize impactful and nonviolent modes of
resistance. Then, showingko i t 6s done, Anonymous dismant |
government websites and leaked more than 10,000 government emails, bringing
worldwide attention to not only a serious crisis, but to a variety of ways others could aide
in and join the resistance.

Anonymaus intervened and lent support in a similar manner in January, 2011,
when in Egypt more than two million people took to the streets to peacefully protest the
continuing reign of corrupt and abusive dictator, Hosni Mubarak. When Egyptian
security forces taliated with a wide range of violent acts, with officials shooting,
stabbing, beating, te@assing, sexually assaulting, and killing unarmed citizens,
Anonymous launched Operation Egypt and immediately dismantled the Egyptian
government & Muslim Brothedod websites with DDoS attacks. It then created Twitter
and Facebook accounts for #OpEgypt and released (what it describes as, and what most
members of the civilized world would consi

Abar bari c cr ac kwoownesositess 0N Eebruasyd t, BDajicst
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eighteen days after the protests bégano s n i Mubarak, the country
years, resigned from his post as president.

These examples are not intended to imply that Anonymous was the sole or most
Important factor in these uprisings and social movements (nor am | implying that
Anonymous was responsible for overthrowing a dictator); furthermore, given the
daunting challenges that remain in Iran and Egypt, it is difficult (and, in many ways, not
yet passible) to assess the impact or success of these interventions. However, among the
things these example® reflect is that Anonymous is devoted to protecting far more than
just the freedom of information and, indeed, has developed a distinct and tigcerni
identity based on a staunch commitment to social justice. As an Anon, speaking with a
reporter for the Guardian in 2010 put it,

the same kind of idealso and who @Fiegwoe k5
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CHAOTIC GOOD

"A chaotic good character favors change for the greater good, disdains
bureaucratic organizations that get in the way of social improvement, and
places a high value on personal freedom."

\o/ MotivatedPhotos.com

Figure 5: The Chaotic Good

|l ndeed, Al oosed Iis the operjaningve wor d,
Anonymous; it has no membership requirements or registration, no command structure or
organized leadership;po | og t hat tracks participantsod |
demographic data. Theayp is constantly changing and adapting, losing followers and
gaining them, yielding a highly dynamic and unfixed collective that is remarkably fluid
and adaptableMembers exhibit distinct differences and behave in vastly different ways
(in their technological prowess, the methods they use, the legal or illegal tactics they
endorse or oppose, and the ethical frameworks to which they subscribe, to name just a

few), with some only prompted to action to support specific causes, and others committed
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to leading the charge against any identified human rights abuse. They come from
different backgrounds, have different motivations, skills, allegiances, ethical standards,
ard levels of involvement, and together reflect a plurality of interests and codceets
they have nonetheless formed a uniteoht and have executed Operations using a

variety of tactics that reflect a diverse range of collective skills (Figure 6).

We are among you.

We are you, everyone you
speak with can be a
member of Anonymous.

Figure 6: We Are Among You

5.6 Members of the Chaotic Good
Crucial to Anonymous Operations are Internet Relay Chat networks (IRCs),

digital communication platforms that, as A
of ideasand communication without fear of third party interception, monitoring,
intimidation or coercion. o Designed to AP

projects and/ or groups with a humanitarian
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linesofconmuni cati on bet ween users, o | RCs fAstor
oper ati on d'fandshree asteetsite ofdikcossion for Anonymous members.
It is on IRCs that Operations are born, as it serves as the channel by which members
share information, discuss human rights abuses, and propose, debate, and initiate each
Anonymous Operation.
When a target has been identified, Anons create a video, which they publish on
YouTube, and write a press release, which they distribute across a vadejiyadf
platforms, detailing the new Operation and its objectives. Each video, hosted by a figure
wearing a Guy Fawkes masio speaks i computeigenerated voice, clearly cites a
specific abuse and identifies the definitive target responsible fobtlseawith the
i dentity of the videods ho acourages deoplertoe at or s
actd not based on the influence of a popular figurehead, celebrity, or established
authority (indeed, perhaps in spite of the sight of a masked figurensbme viewers
may be quick to dismiss or ridicul®) but based on the merit of the information and
evidence it present§igure 7) Each video also leverages social media by announcing
the Operations assigned name and hashtagtablishing the shorthatxy which
members and new supporters can immediately organize, collaborate, and share
information on high traffic sites like, Twitter, Facebook, and Instagram, and across a

variety of digital platforms.

114 Seehttp://site.anonnet.org/
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Figure 7: Anonymous Video

Whil e spreading the word of a cited inj
equally crucial are its efforts and its ability to substantiate its claims. By coordinating
fact-finding missions on each cited injustice, and compiling and organiziexgrg
information into collections referred to a
only to support their allegations with concrete evidence, but to educate the public by
posting dox on various websites and by distributing them via email,, ldadssocial
networking services. Though some (if not all, or perhaps the majority) of the information
compiled in a dox is already public, these collections sometimes reveal private and
sensitive information, such adress,phoreoneds n

number, social security number, and credit card data. For example, in March, 2013,
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