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“Global information is the natural enemy of local government, for it reveals the true context in which that government is operating. Global television is directly responsible for the political turmoil that is increasing around the world today.” ​
I sure wish what Youngblood had said still held true today. For any political establishment not to acknowledge the revolutionary potential of “global information” as such would be to forfeit their authority outright. Over the last half century, those who control nations have done everything in their power to turn television into an agent as oppressive as Youngblood  had prophesized it be liberating. To describe television as a “sleeping giant” soon to be weaned from the “breast of commercial sponsorship” is comical knowing what we do today. Whereas Youngblood saw the television as something with the potential to redistribute the authority that information now entails, television as it exists today barely falls short of being an agent of mind-control—it exists not to so much to proliferate varied perspectives on reality as it does to revise reality altogether. Whereas Youngblood saw television as something with the potential to incite revolution, television has just begun to rear a third generation of children who may very well turn out to be more complacent than the two who precede them. The error in Youngblood’s prophecy that television would act as an “implosive, self-revealing, consciousness-expanding” agent in society obviously has to do with those who have come to control it. Television media does not act so much as a melting-pot of information as it does a bottleneck. It serves to amplify the echo-chamber of our collective consciousness, effectively homogenizing information and opinions at the whim of monolithic corporate entities. Its hard to keep your wallet fat while being subversive, and its near impossible to address the masses without a fat wallet.

Above all, some sixty years after its inception, there’s still close to nothing about television that’s interactive, so I have a hard time calling the act of watching television a “communicative” process. Citing the proliferation of consumer level videotape recorders (“By 1972 more than 200,000 low cost videotape recorders will be in use in the United States”), did Youngblood foresee this footage making its way onto public airwaves? Kudos to him for anticipating the development of something like YouTube. Though the general scope of what the public has done with such a product is less than inspiring, the Internet is where I see this “implosive, self-revealing” potential that Youngblood placed in television. Being a decentralized network where television is ultimately centralized, the Internet has resisted homogeneity and has ultimately amplified the peon’s voice in a way that television never could. The future will test whether or not government can strangle the Internet in the same way they did the television. If Telecom companies succeed in implementing the same “tiered” service model that quashed the revolutionary potential of TV and radio alike, selling our minds to the highest bidder, then Gene Youngblood will be wrong twice.
