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Role	
  of	
  media:	
  an	
  overview	
  of	
  history	
  
•  First	
  many	
  newspapers	
  in	
  a	
  town,	
  each	
  represen8ng	
  
par8cular	
  interests	
  –	
  media	
  were	
  advocates	
  of	
  
poli8cal,	
  economic	
  and	
  social	
  forces	
  –	
  extensions	
  of	
  
ins8tu8onal	
  power	
  pursuing	
  par.san	
  journalism	
  	
  

•  Later	
  concentra8on	
  led	
  to	
  few	
  papers	
  detached	
  
from	
  par8cular	
  interests	
  –	
  media	
  claiming	
  to	
  be	
  
trustees	
  of	
  their	
  publics	
  –	
  non-­‐par8san,	
  universal	
  
plaRorm	
  pursuing	
  objec.ve	
  journalism	
  

•  These	
  media	
  were	
  largely	
  supported	
  by	
  adver8sing	
  
–	
  integrated	
  to	
  market	
  forces	
  

•  Countertrends	
  by	
  social	
  media	
  and	
  civic	
  journalism	
  	
  



Tolerance	
  &	
  pluralism	
  in	
  media	
  history	
  

•  In	
  the	
  first	
  stage	
  of	
  many	
  parallel	
  advocate	
  media	
  
pluralism	
  was	
  built	
  into	
  the	
  media	
  system,	
  while	
  
tolerance	
  depended	
  on	
  underlining	
  social	
  forces	
  

•  In	
  the	
  second	
  stage	
  of	
  concentrated	
  monopoly	
  media	
  
pluralism	
  was	
  condi8oned	
  by	
  the	
  universal	
  plaRorm	
  
and	
  market	
  forces,	
  with	
  tolerance	
  following	
  the	
  suite	
  

•  Later	
  countertrends	
  with	
  social	
  media	
  and	
  civic	
  
journalism	
  increase	
  pluralism	
  but	
  no	
  longer	
  in	
  a	
  
common	
  plaRorm,	
  while	
  tolerance	
  is	
  reduced	
  rather	
  
than	
  increased	
  by	
  separa8st	
  groupings	
  



Democracy	
  and	
  public	
  sphere	
  

•  Conven8onal	
  concept	
  of	
  democracy	
  is	
  based	
  on	
  the	
  
idea	
  of	
  an	
  informed	
  and	
  ac.ve	
  ci.zenry	
  supported	
  
by	
  a	
  public	
  sphere	
  through	
  the	
  media	
  

•  The	
  public	
  sphere	
  is	
  supposed	
  to	
  provide	
  for	
  
ci8zens	
  both	
  supply	
  of	
  informa.on	
  and	
  means	
  for	
  
them	
  to	
  exchange	
  opinions	
  

•  This	
  requires	
  abundant,	
  manifold	
  informa.on	
  and	
  
open	
  debate	
  facilita8ng	
  ra8onal-­‐cri8cal	
  delibera8on	
  

•  Ideally	
  this	
  is	
  known	
  as	
  deliberate	
  democracy	
  



Example	
  of	
  contemporary	
  posi8on	
  
The	
  Representa8ve	
  on	
  Freedom	
  of	
  the	
  Media	
  of	
  the	
  
Organiza8on	
  for	
  Security	
  of	
  Co-­‐opera8on	
  in	
  Europe	
  
(OSCE)	
  organized	
  media	
  conference	
  in	
  South	
  
Caucasus	
  in	
  Tblisi,	
  Georgia,	
  in	
  October	
  2011,	
  
declaring	
  that	
  

”...media	
  pluralism	
  is	
  a	
  key	
  value	
  and	
  one	
  of	
  the	
  	
  	
  	
  
most	
  important	
  condi.ons	
  for	
  the	
  existence	
  of	
  a	
  
democra.c	
  society	
  in	
  which	
  Internet	
  plays	
  a	
  	
  	
  	
  
crucial	
  role.”	
  



Pluralism	
  revisited	
  
•  Pluralism	
  means	
  that	
  there	
  are	
  many	
  and	
  different	
  
voices	
  –	
  preference	
  for	
  mul8plicity	
  over	
  unity	
  and	
  
diversity	
  over	
  uniformity	
  

•  Yet	
  in	
  truth	
  seeking	
  abundance	
  may	
  disturb	
  rather	
  
than	
  help	
  –	
  equal	
  a`en8on	
  to	
  all	
  opinions	
  supports	
  
prejudices	
  and	
  prevents	
  scien8fic	
  world	
  view	
  

•  Too	
  much	
  pluralism	
  may	
  turn	
  healthy	
  diversity	
  into	
  
unhealthy	
  dissonance	
  elimina8ng	
  any	
  consensus	
  

•  Naïve	
  pluralism	
  counts	
  on	
  neo-­‐liberal	
  free	
  choice	
  –	
  
resis8ng	
  any	
  central	
  planning,	
  social	
  policy	
  and	
  
poli8cal	
  economy	
  of	
  ins8tu8onal	
  structures	
  



Contemporary	
  reali8es	
  

•  Media	
  supply	
  in	
  most	
  countries	
  is	
  far	
  from	
  ideal	
  
diversity	
  –	
  despite	
  abundance	
  it	
  remains	
  
ideologically	
  quite	
  uniform	
  

•  On	
  the	
  other	
  hand	
  there	
  has	
  been	
  a	
  shib	
  from	
  
ideological	
  control	
  to	
  cultural	
  chaos	
  with	
  more	
  
dissent	
  and	
  openness	
  rather	
  than	
  homogeneity	
  

•  However,	
  fragmenta8on	
  prevents	
  public	
  sphere	
  
from	
  providing	
  ra8onal	
  delibera8on	
  &	
  consensus	
  

•  Tolerance	
  is	
  loosing	
  ground	
  
•  Need	
  for	
  rethinking	
  pluralism,	
  choice	
  and	
  regula8on	
  	
  




