Technology and war 

LO1 : to highlight the main drivers of high tech is the military sector 
LO2 : to underscore no matter how tech our society is, apparent risk (we got to be careful about what we create)

· Chapter 7 (F&S): focused on creativity, the dark side of creative expressed in MIC. F&S: creative expression enabled by web 2.0, moment when everybody could generate content online (peer production and user generated content) F&S : Richard Florida, speaks about vibrant communities, i.e. the Google the complex (20% creative time, sports facilities, trying to foster creativity, giving latitude and encouraged to think outside the box). Looking at this context for creativity; vibrant communities as having the 3Ts: technology, talent and tolerance. First 2 : access to the tools, access to trained employees. Tolerance: referring to diversity, as a basis for vibrant communities, all sorts of different people within a community, context of our differences, we foster a richer space/challenging space to foster new forms thinking and ideas and. Having gender split 50/50 in the workspace. Contrary to many of us are thought/told, creativity isn’t something we are born with, something that emerges when the environment is right. Challenging this idea that creativity is something we are born with. 
· Tension between artist and entrepreneur (driven, succeed) looking to make profit. Earlier ideas of artist are immerse in their art, when they are isolated. The grain of truth in this stereotype. Are we digital dummies video, how distracted we are, distraction gets in the way of creativity, innovation and deep thinking (Carr). Focus in depth for very length of time can be challenging. Also, we have the sense of always needed to be amused (i.e. kids a car need games). 
· In the past, we have focused on creative brilliance with the artist isolation, we have seen this transformed in the present day. Linkage : our use of tech and where we value creative brilliance. In this day in age, we don’t associate creative brilliance with the arts at all but with the tech guru, folks like Bill Gates, Steve Jobs, Mark Zucherberg. The tech guru is not only idealized because his creative brilliance but also because of this brilliance has accumulation of wealth. Brilliance and wealth transformed way we think about creativity : creativity defined by a person ability to harness a new technology, to do it in a way that is innovation and profitable in order to get the recognition. 
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Consequence: change of meaning of creativity, public expression of being creative is no longer tied to expression of the arts but what you can do in the market place that brings you recognition. The fact that ICT’s are implicated in the expression of ourselves (mediation of our communication), had also had the consequences about commodifying the content we express (online world increasingly being monetized). We know that FB and Google own the info we communicate about ourselves using these platforms.
· Growing emphasis within MIC (military industrial complex) : the MIC is single largest sector for global investment, it includes global investment (R&D, production and distribution of military armaments, hardware by states, industry and so called middle man). The MIC is the locus of military production and consumption, focal point for creative expression and innovation in technology.

Remote control war (42min) – emphasis on when creative genius intercepts with challenges we face with tech, creativity and pursuit of military supremacy 
1. What relationship does the tech we use as consumers have with those tech created in the MIC (military industrial complex)? We’ve seen a lot of technology from war being created in the form of toys, all of the devices, so there is a very close relationship.
2. How likely is it that one side in a war, will have technological supremacy indefinitely? We don’t want to act as a supremacy since it can change 
3. What drives the development of new weapons technology? Defense contractors are driven by profit. Primary interest of commercial operations is profit. We want to frame that for social reasons (for savings) but the reality is it is for profit. Defense contractor “this could have been a solider” every robot that gets destroyed instead of a soldier increases the bottom line of the company, this is a profit driver.

Flew and smith chapter 10
· Issues for consideration: whether access to the internet ought to be defined as a human right (i.e. refer back CRTC and landline phones) . There should be no barriers to access the Internet. Internet enables infrastructure (technology) for rural area populations. Democratic society  - obligation to enforce your right, you have to go to court; corresponding obligation is the limitation is imposed. Obligation to be informed, where we can fulfill this obligation. In 2010, peoples used of Internet surpassed people using television, the Internet became more notable. Growing reliance on the Internet, Internet replacing television but if it does the same = would be shame. Internet communication is 2way communication; we need to make use it. F&S talked about mobility an is important factor, recognition that this is great but also comes with challenges, carrying this tech with us, enabling our access that is 247 (activity never stops). F&S also tried to capture the sense that we feel how powerful this technology is but that there is also doing the same thing, he refers to this “high mind” , exerting control over people, less inclined to imagine that we are innocently adopting and assuming this way but we are replicating exactly everybody else. F&S talks about the Internet of things, stuff we have, deal with (artifacts) are increasingly being connected to the Internet. The Internet as a place to itself (i.e. automated houses), continual preoccupation about things that are wired, easier, convenient, focus on our devices. What are losing out on? Screens as the basis for technologies, so compelling, tendency to gaze at screen. At the basis of tech, its just lights. Reflect on our own sense of technology, the potential, at some level, we are doing very little.

Article from course pack in the documentary peter sinker 

“the new technologies will bring every individuals into immediate +effective communication with every other, potentially obliterating political geography and make free trade universal. Thanks to technological advance, there are no longer any foreigners, and we can look forward to the general adaption of a common language”

NOTES:   
· The digital divide: some people have access, some do not 
· Economic marginalization 
· Common language: suggesting English will be common adapted language, could be convenient, but the content of the Internet changing to more languages other than languages. Common language: HTML, language of computer 
· This quote does not talk about the Internet or computers, published in 1880s in the cosmopolitan, talking about the impact of the telegraph. Relevant because how much we can image what we are thinking about relating this quote to comptemporary technologies. The Internet today (considerations) was the same kinds of considerations that people were seeing earlier. People seeing that potential impact of technology.
· Suggesting of regardless of what we are thinking, same thoughts in the past around a different technology. Looking towards the future: the author of this quote was imagining the evolution of the telegraph. 
· Nothing is new, everything is the same (and their issues)

Technology and war.
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