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The theme for this month is the use and value of
the internet as a tool for general communica-
tion. The revolution

brought on by the onset of
this electronic means of com-
munication is extraordinary.
Its long-term impact is incal-
culable. Some welcome it as
the harbinger of greater free-
dom for humanity, a means of
breaking down barriers,
expanding knowledge, and
democratizing politics across
the planet. Others see it as an
omen of further fragmenta-
tion and alienation of human
communication, leading to
greater secularization of cul-
ture and deepening of the
contemporary spiritual crisis
in modern civilization. Which
is the true vision? 

The first part of this supple-
ment introduces the topic via
an article by John Foley, presi-
dent of the Pontifical Council
for Social Communications.
The essay, Ethics in Internet,
provides an important
overview of the significance of this new mode of per-
sonal and international communication and the atten-
dant ethical issues related to it. It is obvious that the
Church has a remarkable understanding of the
Internet and its many uses. 

The second segment addresses one particular exam-
ple of how the Internet can enable a movement to
reach its supporters and  influence the course of
events. The article is by Eli Schuster and is from the
May, 2005 edition of The Interim.

ETHICS IN INTERNET
INTRODUCTION

1. “Today’s revolution in social communications
involves a fundamental reshaping of the elements by
which people comprehend the world about them,
and verify and express what they comprehend. The
constant availability of images and ideas, and their
rapid transmission even from continent to conti-
nent, have profound consequences, both positive
and negative, for the psychological, moral and social

development of persons, the structure and function-
ing of societies, intercultural communications, and
the perception and transmission of values, world
views, ideologies, and religious beliefs”.1

The truth of these
words has become
clearer than ever dur-
ing the past decade.
Today it takes no great
stretch of the imagina-
tion to envisage the
earth as an intercon-
nected globe humming
with electronic trans-
missions – a chattering
planet nestled in the
provident silence of
space. The ethical
question is whether
this is contributing to
authentic human
development and help-
ing individuals and
peoples to be true to
their transcendent des-
tiny.

And, of course, in
many ways the answer
is yes. The new media
are powerful tools for
education and cultural

enrichment, for commercial activity and political
participation, for intercultural dialogue and under-
standing; and, as we point out in the document that
accompanies this one,2 they also can serve the cause
of religion. Yet this coin has another side. Media of
communication that can be used for the good of per-
sons and communities can be used to exploit,
manipulate, dominate, and corrupt.
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Questions

1. What is meant by a revolution in social commu-
nications?

2. Does this change really affect how people com-
prehend the world about them?

3. Identify some positive and negative conse-
quences of what the internet makes possible.
How does the internet impact those areas out-
lined above?

4. “A chattering planet nestled in the provident
silence of space.” Is this an apt description of
earth today? 



2. The Internet is the latest and in many respects
most powerful in a line of media – telegraph, tele-
phone, radio, television – that for many people have
progressively eliminated time and space as obstacles
to communication during the last century and a half.
It has enormous consequences for individuals,
nations, and the world.

In this document we wish to set out a Catholic view
of the Internet, as a starting point for the Church’s
participation in dialogue with other sectors of socie-
ty, especially other religious groups, concerning the
development and use of this marvelous technologi-
cal instrument. The Internet is being put to many
good uses now, with the promise of many more, but
much harm also can be done by its improper use.
Which it will be, good or harm, is largely a matter of
choice – a choice to whose making the Church
brings two elements of great importance: her com-
mitment to the dignity of the human person and her
long tradition of moral wisdom.3

3. As with other media, the person and the commu-
nity of persons are central to ethical evaluation of
the Internet. In regard to the message com-
municated, the process of communicating,
and structural and systemic issues in com-
munication, “the fundamental ethical prin-
ciple is this: The human person and the
human community are the end and meas-
ure of the use of the media of social com-
munication; communication should be by
persons to persons for the integral devel-
opment of persons”.4

The common good – “the sum total of social condi-
tions which allow people, either as groups or as
individuals, to reach their fulfillment more fully and
more easily”5 – provides a second basic principle for
ethical evaluation of social communications. It
should be understood inclusively, as the whole of
those worthy purposes to which a community’s
members commit themselves together and which
the community exists to realize and sustain. The
good of individuals depends upon the common
good of their communities.

The virtue disposing people to protect and promote
the common good is solidarity. It is not a feeling of
“vague compassion or shallow distress” at other peo-
ple’s troubles, but “a firm and persevering determi-
nation to commit oneself to the common good; that
is to say to the good of all and of each individual,
because we are all really responsible for all”.6

Especially today solidarity has a clear, strong inter-
national dimension; it is correct to speak of, and
obligatory to work for, the international common
good.

4. The international common good, the virtue of sol-
idarity, the revolution in communications media and
information technology, and the Internet are all rel-
evant to the process of globalization.

To a great extent, the new technology drives and
supports globalization, creating a situation in which
“commerce and communications are no longer
bound by borders”.7 This has immensely important
consequences. Globalization can increase wealth

and foster development; it offers advantages
like “efficiency and increased production...
greater unity among peoples... a better serv-
ice to the human family”.8 But the benefits
have not been evenly shared up to now.
Some individuals, commercial enterprises,
and countries have grown enormously
wealthy while others have fallen behind.
Whole nations have been excluded almost
entirely from the process, denied a place in
the new world taking shape. “Globalization,

which has profoundly transformed economic sys-
tems by creating unexpected possibilities of growth,
has also resulted in many people being relegated to
the side of the road: unemployment in the more
developed countries and extreme poverty in too
many countries of the Southern Hemisphere contin-
ue to hold millions of women and men back from
progress and prosperity”.9

It is by no means clear that even societies that have
entered into the globalization process have done so
entirely as a matter of free, informed choice. Instead,
“many people, especially the disadvantaged, experi-
ence this as something that has been forced upon
them rather than as a process in which they can
actively participate”.10

In many parts of the world, globalization is spurring
rapid, sweeping social change. This is not just an
economic process but a cultural one, with both pos-
itive and negative aspects. “Those who are subjected
to it often see globalization as a destructive flood
threatening the social norms which had protected
them and the cultural points of reference which had
given them direction in life....Changes in technology
and work relationships are moving too quickly for
cultures to respond”.11
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Questions

1. Make a list of the good uses of the Internet and a
list of its harmful uses. Should there be any con-

trols placed on its uses? If so, what kind, and by
whom?

2. On the question of choice in this matter, what
does a moral guide like the Church bring to the
discussion?

3. What is the chief criterion from the Church’s
viewpoint re: the ethical use of the Internet? What
are the Church’s two fundamental principles that
underlie all forms of media and communication?

4. How is solidarity a virtue in the pursuit of the
common good?



5. One major consequence of the deregulation of
recent years has been a shift of power from national
states to transnational corporations. It is important
that these corporations be encouraged and helped
to use their power for the good of humanity; and
this points to a need for more communication and
dialogue between them and concerned bodies like
the Church.

Use of the new information technology and the
Internet needs to be informed and guided by a res-
olute commitment to the practice of solidarity in the
service of the common good, within and among
nations. This technology can be a means for solving
human problems, promoting the integral develop-
ment of persons, creating a world governed by jus-
tice and peace and love. Now, even more than when
the Pastoral Instruction on the Means of Social
Communications Communio et Progressio made the
point more than thirty years ago, media have the
ability to make every person everywhere “a partner
in the business of the human race”.12

This is an astonishing vision. The Internet can help
make it real – for individuals, groups, nations, and
the human race – only if it is used in light of clear,
sound ethical principles, especially the virtue of sol-
idarity. To do so will be to everyone’s advantage, for
“we know one thing today more than in the past: we
will never be happy and at peace without one anoth-
er, much less if some are against others”.13 This will
be an expression of that spirituality of communion
which implies “the ability to see what is positive in
others, to welcome it and prize it as a gift from God,”
along with the ability “to ‘make room’ for our broth-
ers and sisters, bearing ‘each other’s burdens’ (Gal.
6, 2) and resisting the selfish temptations which con-
stantly beset us”.14

6. The spread of the Internet also raises a number of
other ethical questions about matters like privacy,
the security and confidentiality of data, copyright
and intellectual property law, pornography, hate
sites, the dissemination of rumor and character

assassination under the guise of news, and much
else. We shall speak briefly about some of these
things below, while recognizing that they call for
continued analysis and discussion by all concerned
parties. Fundamentally, though, we do not view the
Internet only as a source of problems; we see it as a
source of benefits to the human race. But the bene-
fits can be fully realized only if the problems are
solved.

II

ABOUT THE INTERNET

7. The Internet has a number of striking features. It
is instantaneous, immediate, worldwide, decentral-
ized, interactive, endlessly expandable in contents
and outreach, flexible and adaptable to a remarkable
degree. It is egalitarian, in the sense that anyone
with the necessary equipment and modest technical
skill can be an active presence in cyberspace, declare
his or her message to the world, and demand a hear-
ing. It allows individuals to indulge in anonymity,
role-playing, and fantasizing and also to enter into
community with others and engage in sharing.
According to users’ tastes, it lends itself equally well
to active participation and to passive absorption into
“a narcissistic, self-referential world of stimuli with
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Questions

1. Are national governments still in charge in an age
of increasing globalization?

2. How can media be a means for solving human
problems? How can it promote the “integral
development of human persons”?

3. What prevents media from being a means “to
make every person everywhere a partner in the
business of the human race”?

4. What are some of the most thorny ethical issues
associated with the internet?

5. Who has responsibility for tackling thse prob-
lems? What role can individuals play?

Questions

1. What is meant by globalization?
2. How are these dramatic changes in communica-

tion helping to bring about the process of global-
ization?

3. Assess the relative merits of globalization. What
are some of the benefits and some of the draw-
backs? Which groups/nations/individuals gain and
which lose?

4. Has globalization become largely inevitable? Is it
a voluntary process?

5. How is globalization creating sweeping social
changes? How is it threatening established social
norms?



near-narcotic effects”.15 It can be used to break down
the isolation of individuals and groups or to deepen
it.

8. The technological configuration underlying the
Internet has a considerable bearing on its ethical
aspects: People have tended to use it according to
the way it was designed, and to design it to suit that
kind of use. This ‘new’ system in fact dates back to
the cold war years of the 1960s, when it was intend-
ed to foil nuclear attack by creating a decentralized
network of computers holding vital data.
Decentralization was the key to the scheme, since in
this way, so it was reasoned, the loss of one or even
many computers would not mean the loss of the
data.

An idealistic vision of the free exchange of informa-
tion and ideas has played a praiseworthy part in the
development of the Internet. Yet its decentralized
configuration and the similarly decentralized design
of the World Wide Web of
the late 1980s also proved
to be congenial to a mind-
set opposed to anything
smacking of legitimate reg-
ulation for public responsi-
bility. An exaggerated indi-
vidualism regarding the
Internet thus emerged.
Here, it was said, was a new
realm, the marvelous land
of cyberspace, where every
sort of expression was
allowed and the only law
was total individual liberty
to do as one pleased. Of
course this meant that the only community whose
rights and interests would be truly recognized in
cyberspace was the community of radical libertari-
ans. This way of thinking remains influential in some
circles, supported by familiar libertarian arguments
also used to defend pornography and violence in the
media generally.16

Although radical individualists and entrepreneurs
obviously are two very different groups, there is a
convergence of interests between those who want
the Internet to be a place for very nearly every kind
of expression, no matter how vile and destructive,
and those who want it to be a vehicle of untram-
meled commercial activity on a neo-liberal model
that “considers profit and the law of the market as its
only parameters, to the detriment of the dignity of
and the respect due to individuals and peoples”.17

9. The explosion of information technology has
increased the communication capabilities of some
favored individuals and groups many times over.
The Internet can serve people in their responsible
use of freedom and democracy, expand the range of
choices available in diverse spheres of life, broaden
educational and cultural horizons, break down divi-
sions, and promote human development in a multi-
tude of ways. “The free flow of images and speech
on a global scale is transforming not only political

and economic relations
between peoples, but even
our understanding of the
world. It opens up a range of
hitherto unthinkable possibili-
ties”.18 When based upon
shared values rooted in the
nature of the person, the
intercultural dialogue made
possible by the Internet and
other media of social commu-
nication can be “a privileged
means for building the civiliza-
tion of love”.19

But that is not the whole story.
“Paradoxically, the very forces

which can lead to better communication can also
lead to increasing self-centeredness and alien-
ation”.20 The Internet can unite people, but it also
can divide them, both as individuals and as mutual-
ly suspicious groups separated by ideology, politics,
possessions, race and ethnicity, intergenerational
differences, and even religion. Already it has been
used in aggressive ways, almost as a weapon of war,
and people speak of the danger of ‘cyber-terrorism.’
It would be painfully ironic if this instrument of
communication with so much potential for bringing
people together reverted to its origins in the cold
war and became an arena of international conflict.
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Questions

1. Of the “striking features” of the Internet, which
pose the greatest challenges? Which is most valu-
able? 

2. Research the origins of the Internet. Explain how

and why it came into being and how it has
changed over the years. What were some of the
key changes along the way?

3. Why is decentralization so important? Who oppos-
es controls being placed on the Internet?

4. How would the Internet be changed or harmed if
controls were put in place?

Questions

1. What is paradoxical about the impact of the inter-
net? Can you provide several examples?

2. In the Old Testament one finds the story of the
Tower of Babel. Human arrogance brought about
division and confusion in human communica-
tions. Is the internet a further expansion of this
division and an obstacle to human understand-
ing?



III

SOME AREAS OF CONCERN

10. A number of concerns about the Internet are
implicit in what has been said so far.

One of the most important of these involves what
today is called the digital divide – a form of discrim-
ination dividing the rich from the poor, both within
and among nations, on the basis of access, or lack of
access, to the new information technology. In this
sense it is an updated version of an older gap
between the ‘information rich’ and ‘information
poor’.

The expression ‘digital divide’ underlines the fact
that individuals, groups, and nations must have
access to the new technology in order to share in the
promised benefits of globalization and development
and not fall further behind. It is imperative “that the
gap between the beneficiaries of the new means of
information and expression and those who do not
have access to them...not become another
intractable source of inequity and discrimination”.21

Ways need to be found to make the Internet accessi-
ble to less advantaged groups, either directly or at
least by linking it with lower-cost traditional media.
Cyberspace ought to be a resource of comprehen-
sive information and services available without
charge to all, and in a wide range of languages.
Public institutions have a particular responsibility to
establish and maintain sites of this kind.

As the new global economy takes shape, the Church
is concerned “that the winner in this process will be
humanity as a whole” and not just “a wealthy elite
that controls science, technology and the planet’s
resources”; this is to say that the Church desires “a
globalization which will be at the service of the
whole person and of all people”.22

In this connection it should be borne in mind that
the causes and consequences of the divide are not
only economic but also technical, social, and cultur-
al. So, for example, another Internet ‘divide’ oper-
ates to the disadvantage of women, and it, too,
needs to be closed.

11. We are particularly concerned about the cultural
dimensions of what is now taking place. Precisely as
powerful tools of the globalization process, the new
information technology and the Internet transmit
and help instill a set of cultural values – ways of
thinking about social relationships, family, religion,
the human condition – whose novelty and glamour
can challenge and overwhelm traditional cultures.

Intercultural dialogue and enrichment are of course
highly desirable. Indeed, “dialogue between cul-
tures is especially needed today because of the
impact of new communications technology on the
lives of individuals and peoples”.23 But this has to be
a two-way street. Cultures have much to learn from
one another, and merely imposing the world view,

values, and even language of one culture upon
another is not dialogue but cultural imperialism.

Cultural domination is an especially serious prob-
lem when a dominant culture carries false values
inimical to the true good of individuals and groups.
As matters stand, the Internet, along with the other
media of social communication, is transmitting the
value-laden message of Western secular culture to
people and societies in many cases ill-prepared to
evaluate and cope with it. Many serious problems
result – for example, in regard to marriage and fam-
ily life, which are experiencing “a radical and wide-
spread crisis”24 in many parts of the world.

Cultural sensitivity and respect for other people’s
values and beliefs are imperative in these circum-
stances. Intercultural dialogue that “protects the dis-
tinctiveness of cultures as historical and creative
expressions of the underlying unity of the human
family, and...sustains understanding and commun-
ion between them” 25 is needed to build and main-
tain the sense of international solidarity.

12. The question of freedom of expression on the
Internet is similarly complex and gives rise to anoth-
er set of concerns.

We strongly support freedom of expression and the
free exchange of ideas. Freedom to seek and know
the truth is a fundamental human right,26 and free-
dom of expression is a cornerstone of democracy.
“Man, provided he respects the moral order and the
common interest, is entitled to seek after truth,
express and make known his opinions...he ought to
be truthfully informed about matters of public inter-
est”.27 And public opinion, “an essential expression
of human nature organized in society,” absolutely
requires “freedom to express ideas and attitudes”.28

In light of these requirements of the common good,
we deplore attempts by public authorities to block
access to information – on the Internet or in other
media of social communication – because they find
it threatening or embarrassing to them, to manipu-
late the public by propaganda and disinformation,
or to impede legitimate freedom of expression and
opinion. Authoritarian regimes are by far the worst
offenders in this regard; but the problem also exists
in liberal democracies, where access to media for
political expression often depends on wealth, and
politicians and their advisors violate truthfulness
and fairness by misrepresenting opponents and
shrinking issues to sound-bite dimensions.

13. In this new environment, journalism is undergo-
ing profound changes. The combination of new
technologies and globalization has “increased the
powers of the media, but has also made them more
liable to ideological and commercial pressures”,29

and this is true of journalism as well.

The Internet is a highly effective instrument for
bringing news and information rapidly to people.
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But the economic competitiveness and round-the-
clock nature of Internet journalism also contribute to
sensationalism and rumor-mongering, to a merging of
news, advertising, and entertainment, and to an
apparent decline in serious reporting and commen-
tary. Honest journalism is essential to the common
good of nations and the international community.
Problems now visible in the practice of journalism on
the Internet call for speedy correcting by journalists
themselves.

The sheer overwhelming quantity of information on
the Internet, much of it unevaluated as to accuracy
and relevance, is a problem for many. But we also are
concerned lest people make use of the medium’s
technological capacity for customizing information
simply to raise electronic barriers against unfamiliar
ideas. That would be an unhealthy development in a
pluralistic world where people need to grow in mutu-
al understanding. While Internet users have a duty to
be selective and self-disciplined, that should not be
carried to the extreme of walling themselves off from
others. The medium’s implications for psychological
development and health likewise need continued
study, including the possibility that prolonged immer-
sion in the virtual world of cyberspace may be dam-
aging to some. Although there are many advantages in
the capacity technology gives people to “assemble
packages of information and services uniquely
designed for them”, this also “raises an inescapable
question: Will the audience of the future be a multi-
tude of audiences of one?...What would become of
solidarity – what would become of love – in a world
like that?” 30

14. Standing alongside issues that have to do with
freedom of expression, the integrity and accuracy of
news, and the sharing of ideas and information, is
another set of concerns generated by libertarianism.
The ideology of radical libertarianism is both mistak-
en and harmful – not least, to legitimate free expres-
sion in the service of truth. The error lies in exalting
freedom “to such an extent that it becomes an
absolute, which would then be the source of val-
ues....In this way the inescapable claims of truth dis-

appear, yielding their place to a criterion of sincerity,
authenticity and ‘being at peace with oneself ”’.31

There is no room for authentic community, the com-
mon good, and solidarity in this way of thinking.

IV

RECOMMENDATIONS AND CONCLUSION

15. As we have seen, the virtue of solidarity is the
measure of the Internet’s service of the common
good. It is the common good that supplies the con-
text for considering the ethical question: “Are the
media being used for good or evil?” 32

Many individuals and groups share responsibility in
this matter – for example, the transnational corpora-
tions of which we spoke above. All users of the
Internet are obliged to use it in an informed, disci-
plined way, for morally good purposes; parents
should guide and supervise children’s use.33 Schools
and other educational institutions and programs for
children and adults should provide training in dis-
cerning use of the Internet as part of a comprehensive
media education including not just training in techni-
cal skills – ‘computer literacy’ and the like – but a
capacity for informed, discerning evaluation of con-
tent. Those whose decisions and actions contribute to
shaping the structure and contents of the Internet
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Questions

1. What is meant by the digital divide? Is it real or
imaginary? Is it cultural, economic, or political in
nature?

2. Can you think of ways by which the Internet can
be made more accessible to less advanced groups
in the world?

3. Is the Internet bringing about cultural homoge-
nization? Whose culture is seemingly dominant in
the world today, and why? What is the danger of
cultural imperialism?

4. Is Canada stronger or weaker in its national iden-
tity today as a consequence of the Internet?

5. How is freedom of expression on the Internet a
complex issue and how is it a concern?

6. Has the Internet levelled the playing field some-
what when it comes to political ideas, campaigns,
spreading a political viewpoint? (see the following
article by Eli Schuster)

7. How has journalism itself changed because of the
availability of Internet sources of news?

8. Is the information on the internet reliable?
Factual? Objective? Unbiased?

9. Who is the audience on the Internet? How is the
audience now a participant in the making of the
news?

10. How and why is “libertarianism” a danger and a
problem?
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have an especially serious duty to practice solidarity
in the service of the common good.

16. Prior censorship by government should be avoid-
ed; “censorship...should only be used in the very last
extremity”.34 But the Internet is no more exempt than
other media from reasonable laws against hate
speech, libel, fraud, child pornography and pornog-
raphy in general, and other offenses. Criminal behav-
ior in other contexts is criminal behavior in cyber-
space, and the civil authorities have a duty and a right
to enforce such laws. New regulations also may be
needed to deal with special ‘Internet’ crimes like the
dissemination of computer viruses, the theft of per-
sonal data stored on hard disks, and the like.

Regulation of the Internet is desirable, and in princi-
ple industry self-regulation is best. “The solution to
problems arising from unregulated commercializa-
tion and privatization does not lie in state control of
media but in more regulation according to criteria of
public service and in greater public accountability”.35

Industry codes of ethics can play a useful role, pro-
vided they are seriously intended, involve representa-
tives of the public in their formulation and enforce-
ment, and, along with giving encouragement to
responsible communicators, carry appropriate penal-
ties for violations, including public censure.36

Circumstances sometimes may require state interven-
tion: for example, by setting up media advisory
boards representing the range of opinion in the com-
munity.37

17. The Internet’s transnational, boundary-bridging
character and its role in globalization require interna-
tional cooperation in setting standards and establish-
ing mechanisms to promote and protect the interna-
tional common good.38 In regard to media technolo-
gy, as in regard to much else, “there is a pressing need
for equity at the international level”.39 Determined
action in the private and public sectors is needed to
close and eventually eliminate the digital divide.

Many difficult Internet-related questions call for inter-
national consensus: for example, how to guarantee
the privacy of law-abiding individuals and groups
without keeping law enforcement and security offi-
cials from exercising surveillance over criminals and
terrorists; how to protect copyright and intellectual
property rights without limiting access to material in
the public domain – and how to define the ‘public
domain’ itself; how to establish and maintain broad-
based Internet repositories of information freely avail-
able to all Internet users in a variety of languages;
how to protect women’s rights in regard to Internet
access and other aspects of the new information tech-
nology. In particular, the question of how to close the
digital divide between the information rich and the
information poor requires urgent attention in its
technical, educational, and cultural aspects.

There is today a “growing sense of international soli-
darity” that offers the United Nations system in par-

ticular “a unique opportunity to contribute to the
globalization of solidarity by serving as a meeting
place for states and civil society and as a convergence
of the varied interests and needs...Cooperation
between international agencies and nongovernmen-
tal organizations will help to ensure that the interests
of states – legitimate though they may be – and of the
different groups within them, will not be invoked or
defended at the expense of the interests or rights of
other peoples, especially the less fortunate”.40 In this
connection we hope that the World Summit of the
Information Society scheduled to take place in 2003
will make a positive contribution to the discussion of
these matters.

18. As we pointed out above, a companion document
to this one called The Church and Internet speaks
specifically about the Church’s use of the Internet and
the Internet’s role in the life of the Church. Here we
wish only to emphasize that the Catholic Church,
along with other religious bodies, should have a visi-
ble, active presence on the Internet and be a partner
in the public dialogue about its development. “The
Church does not presume to dictate these decisions
and choices, but it does seek to be of help by indicat-
ing ethical and moral criteria which are relevant to the
process – criteria which are to be found in both
human and Christian values”.41

The Internet can make an enormously valuable con-
tribution to human life. It can foster prosperity and
peace, intellectual and aesthetic growth, mutual
understanding among peoples and nations on a glob-
al scale.

It also can help men and women in their age-old
search for self-understanding. In every age, including
our own, people ask the same fundamental ques-
tions: “Who am I? Where have I come from and where
am I going? Why is there evil? What is there after this
life?” 42 The Church cannot impose answers, but she
can – and must – proclaim to the world the answers
she has received; and today, as always, she offers the
one ultimately satisfying answer to the deepest ques-
tions of life – Jesus Christ, who “fully reveals man to
himself and brings to light his most high calling”.43

Like today’s world itself, the world of media, includ-
ing the Internet, has been brought by Christ,
inchoately yet truly, within the boundaries of the king-
dom of God and placed in service to the word of sal-
vation. Yet “far from diminishing our concern to
develop this earth, the expectancy of a new earth
should spur us on, for it is here that the body of a new
human family grows, foreshadowing in some way the
age which is to come”.44

Vatican City, February 22, 2002, Feast of the Chair of
St. Peter the Apostle.
John P. Foley
President
Pierfranco Pastore
Secretary
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Blogging is opening doors for 

social conservatives

Eli Schuster, The Interim, page 15, May, 2005

In the bad old days, when communists ruled Eurasia
from the Elbe to the Bering Sea, dissidents were
forced to meet in clandestine situations and copy
banned Samizdat literature, either by hand or on unre-
liable mimeograph machines. Today, individuals who
dislike the Western world’s culture of death employ a
more high-tech means of commiserating, spreading
opinions and information, and speaking truth to
power: the internet and what some have called the
“blogosphere.”

Popularized just a decade ago, the World Wide Web
has done wonders for spreading the pro-life and pro-
family messages. Canadian social conservatives (“so-
cons”) today have a dizzying array of websites at their
disposal for news and activism: Campaign Life
Coalition (www.campaignlifecoalition.com), REAL
Women of Canada (www.realwomenca.com), Focus
on the Family Canada (www.fotf.ca), the Family Action
Coalition (www.familyaction.org), Free Dominion
(www.freedominion.org), and LifeSiteNews (www.life-
site.com), to name only a few.

LifeSite’s John Henry Westen told The Interim his
site’s “official mandate is to educate and activate” and
to provide balance and a more accurate coverage on
culture, life and family matters than is often given by
other media. LifeSite began as a news service in 1995
and went online two years later with the help of Steve
Jalsevac.

“With the mainstream press providing inaccurate,
biased and poor coverage of issues related to life,

Questions

1. What arguments are there for placing some con-
trols on Internet content and usage?

2. Are there Internet related crimes? How do old
criminal activities gain more notoriety because of
the Internet?

3. Is information via the Internet simply cus-
tomized? Is the Internet simply a powerful
research tool useful to the production of new
knowledge?

4. What is cyberspace ands virtual reality?
5. Does the Internet expand human freedom or

limit it?
6. If knowledge is power, what does this old adage

mean in the age of Internet?
7. Identify and briefly discuss the problems

involved in trying to reach a workable consensus,
a proper balance between freedom and privacy
on the one hand and the achievement of the

common good on the other hand?
8. On balance should we embrace the Internet as a

tool useful to evangelization of the Word?
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faith, family and freedom, we felt it was necessary to
give voice to life and family concerns across Canada
and indeed the world,” said Westen, noting the site
receives about eight million hits every month, and its
stories are reproduced online by over 65,000 web-
sites.

While large, professional-looking websites have
been around for some time, the sudden appearance of
“weblogs” or “blogs” – small, personalized websites –
has already altered the political landscape in the
United States. “The cancellation of CBS’s The Reagans,
the mixed public reception received by Richard
Clarke’s Bush-bashing book, the Swift Boat veterans’
controversy, and of course, the revelation of how
CBS’s Bush memos were fakes, all would have played
out differently, or not played out at all, in a pre-blog
age,” said Brian Anderson, author of South Park
Conservatives, in a recent media interview.

Anderson added that the internet has given the
American right “at least four major gifts:” it has “mas-
sively increased” the amount of right-of-centre opin-
ion and analysis and made it much more difficult for
traditional media outlets to
get away with political bias.
The internet has given right-
wing arguments a chance to
be heard before elite opinion
has formed, made “an incredi-
ble amount of local knowl-
edge and expertise” readily
available to the public, and
has empowered the political
left’s web presence. “This has
hurt (the Democratic party’s)
chances nationally, since most
Americans find that worldview
offensive,” noted Anderson.

Pro-life and pro-family
Canadians have noticed these
trends and enlarged the blogosphere in this country.
“I suppose that I started blogging because it was an
outlet for my political frustrations,” said “Michael
Dabioch,” a Toronto-area blogger who operates under
a penname, to The Interim. “I am a proud, working
Canadian, but I was seeing my country morph into a
quasi-socialist state before my eyes. Homosexual mar-
riages, huge taxes, abortion on demand, anti-
American attitudes, a military in shambles, unprece-
dented government corruption, an ever-expanding
state and significant erosions of individual and prop-
erty rights,” said Dabioch, whose opinions can be
found at www.dabioch.blogspot.com. “I think blog-
ging can have an impact on mainstream thinking and
this has an impact on political decisions.”

Kate McMillan, the publisher of www.smalldeadani-
mals.com (the name comes from a fringe humour
page she used to publish on her regular website), told
The Interim she started her blog because “I’m one of

those people who yells at the radio. Blogging is like
yelling at the radio, except that the radio can hear
you.”

Asked if there is a “typical” or “average” so-con blog-
ger, McMillan replied that she might be the wrong per-
son to ask, as her own social conservatism stems from
reason rather than faith. “I’m more libertarian than
social conservative,” she said. “My social conservatism
is pragmatic - I’m an atheist. I see so-called ‘conserva-
tive moral values’ as anthropological and evolutionary
– a framework that has developed that best protects
and encourages the extended family structures that
create stable communities. Organized religions recog-
nize that truth – they do not create it.”

McMillan admits that blogging hasn’t had a big
impact on the Canadian political scene so far, but is
just beginning to get information “into the stream that
the Liberal mainstream media party tries to downplay
or ignore.” She told of a recent incident in which a
friend of hers mocked the Texas Air National Guard
record of U.S. President George W. Bush. “I happen to
have done quite a bit of blog surfing during the U.S.

election, and knew the facts
pretty well,” she said. “I was
able to refute the standard
canards – that he jumped ahead
of the line, that he didn’t serve
his required hours. It was inter-
esting to see the look on my
friend’s face – he’s a lawyer,
and the expression was, ‘Oh.
Maybe there’s more to this than
I’ve been told.’”

Both McMillan and Dabioch
are regular contributors to The
Shotgun (www.westernstan-
dard.blogs.com), a blog estab-
lished by the Alberta-based
Western Standard magazine,

which is considered friendly to both libertarians and
so-cons. The Shotgun receives “between 5,000 and
15,000 unique visitors a day,” according to publisher
Ezra Levant. (Interim editor Paul Tuns also contributes
to The Shotgun).

Asked about the Shotgun’s purpose, Levant candid-
ly told The Interim “the mandate of the Shotgun is to
help the Western Standard make money,” although he
added that it also allows staff to interact with non-sub-
scribers and deal with news that breaks between its
fortnightly print editions.

Levant argued that “blogs, especially of the conser-
vative variety, fill in the gaps left by the mainstream
media, which is at best tone-deaf on social conser-
vatism, and at worst hostile or censorious.”

While Levant said that “newspapers will never die,
just as books will never die,” he sees a fragmented
media market emerging. “We believe the Western
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Standard, for example, is an example of a
niche market magazine that will eat away at
the bland monolith called Maclean’s. We
happen to believe that this conservative
‘niche’ in Canada is actually huge and under-
serviced.”

While the Shotgun is often credited with
establishing an unfiltered dialogue between
libertarians, so-cons and others, McMillan
sometimes wonders if its participants use the
forum to talk at each other instead of engage
in a real give-and-take debate. “I’ve been giv-
ing some of my (pro-same sex ‘marriage’) lib-
ertarian friends some grief for complaining
about the so-cons in the Conservative party
and their opposing position on same sex
‘marriage,’” she said. “I’d give my socially
conservative friends the same advice – this is
not the time to quibble over details. For
once, have the foresight to recognize that the
best place to hash out our differences isn’t in
policy convention, but in government.”

That is more likely as conservatives of all
stripes can get their messages out to people
directly through their websites and blogs,
without it being spun and ridiculed by the
mainstream media.

Eli Schuster is a Toronto-based freelance
writer and publisher of www.grumpyy-
oungcrank.blogspot.com.

Question

1. How has the Internet changed the means/rules of commu-
nication among groups and among individuals?

2. Who has benefited from this change? Which groups may
have lost influence in the process?

3. What is the “blogosphere”? How does it work?
4. Using the example of the pro-life movement, how has the

internet presented new possibilities for getting its message
across?

5. What criticism does John Henry Westen of LifesiteNews
direct toward the mainstream press regarding pro-life
news? Is he right? Cite evidence.

6. Judging from the recent American presidential election,
what impact did the bloggers have on the conduct and out-
come of the election?

7. How and why has the political “right” in the U.S. benefited
from the proliferation of blogger sites? Has there been any
fallout on the Canadian scene?

8. Who are the “so cons” in Canada? What distinguishes them
from mere libertarians?

9. Who is Ezra Levant? What is The Shotgun? What is its pur-
pose?

10. Has the internet affected newspapers and other print
media and their readership? How?

11. In his conclusion, what does Eli Schuster like about the
Internet from a “conservative” point of view?

For further research and discussion, consider how various organized groups have taken advantage
of the internet to get their message broadcast to larger audiences or even to specific targets: polit-

ical parties; non-governmental agencies; environmental groups; music lovers; business investors;
advertising firms; educational institutions; etc.

Debate the following 
resolutions:

1.The Internet is primarily a
tool used to exploit, manipu-
late, dominate, and corrupt.

2. The Internet is the great
equalizer between individuals
and between nations.

3. The Internet is just an elec-
tronic Tower of Babel.


