COMM2101- Lecture Notes: March 5th 2012

Politics of Communication

· We are going to think about the concept of participation in politics

Why do we finish the class by thinking about politics? What is the reasoning behind the shift of emphasis from materiality to politics?
· The simple answer is that we have come to now see a number of things in life as political. We turn our attention to politics because over time, we have come to see lots of things as political. We now talk about lots of different things as political. 
· Politics of race, technology, sexuality, etc. 
· Thinking of things as political allows us to think in a range of ways about different things. 

The very idea of thinking of lots of things as political beyond the sphere of politics is a fairly new concept. 

Most communication are used in the political realm. One might argue that the caring forth of politics is deeply communicative. Whether we are talking about speeches, press conferences, advertising, propaganda campaigns, etc. 
- It stands to reason that if the government of societies is inherently bound up of communication. 

Thinking of things as political represents a powerful way in which academics argue. To think of things in political terms, represents one of the powerful analytical weapons that academics used to access things like questions of communication. 

Kelshaw 
· Makes the argument that all forms of communications are political. 
· Communication is a deeply political problem
· Ex. What is a conversation between two people? Catching up, reestablishing bonds of friendship it is deeply social. 
· If you’re having a conversation on skype, 

The fact that we can communicate with people through technological means, means that you can only communicate if you have a computer, and internet access. Some people may not have the ability to stay connected if they lack the money. 
· To think of things as political is to privilege questions of power over other kinds of questions. 
· [bookmark: _GoBack]To think about communication as political and being tied up in politics is to privilege the idea that communication is about power. And with it, comes questions about inequality. Who has the power to speak, listen, decide that you cannot speak? Who has the power to say that you should speak as opposed to sing? etc. 

In order for us to speak, who must suffer? Who must be exploited in order for us to speak?
And with it, question with participation. Who can participate in this conversation? Why? Why not?
· Thinking of communication as political draws attention to power. As those questions are applied in government, they are now being applied in other questions of life. 
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