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is useful here to acknowledge that print indeed played a role in the political liberalization
of Europe during the seventeen hundreds and much of the rest of the world thereafter.
However I argue that the role played by print was that of a malleable tool, not a
determinant factor. Indeed I would contend that much of this period saw the use of these
technologies simultaneously toward competing ends. One can say that the Internet,
likewise, could prove to be a useful tool for dissent but this is totally different from
claiming that it is a causal factor of dissidence.

What is crucial here is to recognize that a pre-requisite for change and a causal
determinant of change are not the same thing. These are two separate concepts which
theories of determinant technology uncritically, yet necessarily, conflate in order to
appear feasible. Likewise to assume that this causality only flows in one directién would
be incorrect. Even when determinists suggest that causality can flow both ways, they
simultaneously deny society any determinant power unless this is liberalizing, failing to

recognise that societal determinacy may also restrict certain usages of a technology:

“Even if a causal argument positing an alternative explanation of the correlation,
such as ‘greater democracy causes greater interconnectivity’ could be established
with complete irrefutability, the existence of such an argument does not negate or
diminish the importance of a likely stream of causality in the opposite direction.
Furthermore, the total weight of evidence makes denying the likelihood of the

latter causal flow nearly untenable”*

2 Kedzie, 1997, p39.
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Kedzie claims that “The evidence does not support any alternative to the causal link
leading from interconnectivity to democracy”;295 to the contrary, given the case of
Singapore, and more widespread anecdotal examples, I would claim that this simply
indicates that Kedzie’s evidence is lacking.

Softer determinists might argue that the cases which I have chosen should be
considered anomalies to a generalized rule, or that technology is a secondary causal agent
and simply requires some contextual caveats in order to fulfill its potential. However, I
believe that both the cases (of movable type in Europe and the Internet in Singapore)
should not be considered anomalies to a general rule of determinism, but are more likely
to be examples of an entirely different, yet equally plausible, outcome of the interaction
between society and technology. I would argue first that, to be forced to add any
situational caveats to the conception of technological determinism substantially
undermines the supposedly determining power of the technology. In response to this it
could be contended that given certain obstacles the technology is not determinant enough
to overcome these obstacles, yet its basic potential still lies in the direction of
liberalization despite its inability to overcome particular barriers. Yet I find this argument
unsatisfactory for three reasons:

1) It would mean that the technology did not continue to be malleable after the
event of its initial invention and diffusion. Both the cases of print and the

Internet would suggest that this is far from the case?

23 Kedzie, 1997, p38.
¢ 1 could also be accused of falling into a position which I critique by describing technologies as if they

are static — yet I do not intend to do so, but rather to highlight particular manifestations of a technology in
particular circumstances as a means of questioning the conception that it will have this manifestation

everywhere.
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2) That the society into which the technology is introduced is itself incapable of
change or adjustment

3) That the technology could not be applied toward a variety of different ends. It
is not the technology which determines which of these various potentials are

exploited, but rather the social context.

Thus on both a theoretical and practical level (informed by my case studies) I
question both of the fundamental assumption which underlie the ‘dictator’s dilemma’.
1) That a technology can in itself both facilitate, and overcome barriers to
the facilitation of, ideational pluralism
2) That any determinant connection exists between ideational pluralism
and its manifestation in a ‘marketplace of ideas’ and political
liberalization
It is my belief that if either one of these theoretical contentions proves to be questionable
then this jeopardises the connection between a determinant technology and liberalization
as a political outcome. I contend that, given both the theoretical and empirical

conclusions reached here, not one but both contentions remain highly problematic.
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