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IBack in the day, there were no protesters outsidgocate headquarters in Silicon Valley, no one dadsition on net
neutrality because no one knew what is was, ar’nht&ogy journallsts were breathlessly trying tofk@ace with new technologies and companies insitad
holding forth on civil rights and liberties or neivk engineering protocols.

But ten or 15 years in the life of the Internedibng time. The Internet is the transformativer@menon of our time and its role in our liveseaiserious
questions about who the Internet “belongs” to, Whett is used for good or ill, what are its teclmgical limits, and what role government has asterfof its
future. The debates on these and other questambdrtome passionate and shrill, generating mertetten light at times. A person trying to follole debate
might need a field guide to sort through the wid@yof groups and their philosophical or econoarientation. Allow me to offer up this breakdowine details
of which are spelled out ilWho's Who ininternet Politics: A Taxonomy of Information Teaogy Policy; a new report from thiaformation Technology and
InnovationFoundation.

In the report, ITIF lays out the following eighttegories:

Cyber-Libertarians — Think of them as the origifretizens” and purists who believe the Internetidtidoe governed solely by its users that and fimiztion
wants to be free.” Privacy and piracy will takeecaf themselves by the individuals who make upatfynic and living Internet and not by governm@&roups
include the Free Software Foundation and the EaatrFrontier Foundation

Social Engineers — Mostly liberal, they see a fggaod in the Internet as an education and comnatipits tool but they worry about the “digital dieid privacy,
net neutrality, and a concentration of power byhlgmivernment and major corporations. These issoiglsl erode the Internet’s capacity to be a toobfwod for
all. Among groups are the Benton Foundation, GdbteDemocracy and Technology, Center for Digib@mocracy, Civil Rights Forum on Communication
Policy, Consumer Project on Technology, Electrdhizacy Information Center, Free Press, Media Asé&®ject, and Public Knowledge, and scholars ssch
Columbia’s Tim Wu, MIT Media Laboratory’s David Riseacademics at Harvard’s Berkman Center (among tteery Lessig and Yochai Benkler).

Free Marketers — Unleash the entrepreneurs! Thigpgviews the digital revolution as the great thitave of economic innovation in human history and a
dynamic and liberating force that the governmepughmostly keep out of it. Groups include the Catstitute, the Mercatus Center, the Pacific Regdear
Institute, the Phoenix Center, the Progress & FaseBoundation, and the Technology Policy Institute.

Moderates — Unabashedly pro-IT, they see the |atexs this era’s driving force for both economiovgth and social progress and they believe a liginth from
government is useful in helping the Internet reié&Eipotential. “Do no harm” to limit to IT innoviahs but also “actively do good” is their mantraaiples of
moderates include the Center for Advanced Studi&ience and Technology Policy, the Center faat8gic and International Studies, ITIF, and then@tl
Center.

Moral Conservatives — These groups see the Intesiah often smutty and dangerous place teemitgpeiinographers, gamblers, child molesters, tetothat
only government can keep at bay. They pushed fesgge of the Communications Decency Act@hidd Online Protection Act, Internet filtering libbraries, an
worked to push legislation to ban online gamblificxamples are groups like the Christfaoalition and Focus on the Family, and aroundatbdd with countries
like Indonesia, Thailand, Saudi Arabia and othégi@usly conservative nations that seek to linutiety on the Internet.

Old Economy Regulators — This group believes theriet should be regulated in the same way thagmorent regulates everything else. Otherwise, ywe h
chaos and inequities. Examples of this group thellaw enforcement officials seeking to limit usesncryption and other innovative technologiesevets of
the telecom regulatory wars that preceded the bppakMa Bell, legal analysts working for sociabéreering think tanks, as well as government ddfgi
seeking to impose restrictive regulatory framewaks$roadband.

Tech Companies & Trade Associations — Softwarecamdmunications giants, Internet start-ups, andytbaps that represent them, these tech interesisde
believe that regulation can be both advantageodslattimental, depending on their particular bussn@odel. They also advocate policies that arel gmothe
technology industry or the economy in general. Exasiinclude IBM, AT&T, and Hewlett Packard, CisBgstems and Microsoft, and recent phenomena in the
market such as Google and Facebook, as well as asgbciations like the Information Technology ktduCouncil and the Association for Competitive
Technology. They delve into trade, tax, regulataryd other public polic issues from a bottc-line perspective rather than a philosopt basis
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Bricks-anc-Mortars— This group includes the compan professional groups, and unions that use therlatdsut also see it erodi the olc-economy and fa«-to-
face business transactions and they struggle tbiaaik the tide. These include both producers &tdliitors and middlemen (such as retailers, eateats, wine
wholesalers, pharmacies, optometrists, real eag@ats, or unions representing workers in thesesiniés). The long running battle over taxing Ingtrsales
illustrates their struggle.

Of course, individual groups defy rigid charactatian. For example, Moral Conservatives might finemselves on the same side of an issue as Social
Engineers. Also, consensus is often elusive iete@ssociations as member companies often havelicateq interrelationships or niches in the market.
However, whether you lean more toward advancingrtezests of the individual or society as whokg government regulation as generally useful anhar or
are wary of the Internet’s influence or enthus@about it is useful to understanding where varignasips stand. You might need Venn diagrams tg ful
understand the Internet policy landscape when gingdssues such as piracy, net neutrality, intéllal property rights, and Internet sales taxés unusual
pursuit, to be sure.)

One common theme in all these groups is that thegst certainly believe they are advocating souslitigs and doing the right thing for individualsdafor
society — as incomprehensible as that might seefro&e from an opposing organization. In somes;dkeir passion for their beliefs makes fagyeed sound bit
in a news story. The societal destruction by aegowment that is scheming to implant chips in owrdseis an easier story to sell than an explanafitrow
packets are sorted on broadband networks. Andstldiangerous.

Internet and technology debate is being politiciaad degraded. And misguided and ill-informed debad to misguided and ill-informed policies. Wave
enough of people vehemently opposing bills theyeh&wead or crafting policy from bumper stickerslanaking caricatures of opponents. The Intesnet’
transformation is really just beginning so peoplgdvernment, the media, and the public at largel e refine and update their understanding of the
philosophical issues, the players, the economiitie=a and societal issues as stake. Wherevercgme down on a range of tech policies — whetharcasry
placards outside of Facebook’s offices or decidgetoan engineering degree to figure out net nitytrait is essential to understand the politiaatl policy
landscape that didn’t exist just 20 years ago. Ao you have a map.

Photo creditStefan
) Share/Save BB~ =

Tags:arbiter, Association for Competitive TechnologAT&T , BentonFoundationBricks-andMortars car dealersCatoInstitute Center for Advanced Studies
in Science and Technology Poljggenter for Democracy and Technolo@enter for Digital Democragyenter for Strategic and International Stugaksld
molestersChristian CoalitionCisco Systemscivil rights, Civil Rights Forum on Communication Polig@olumbig Communications Decency Act and Child
Online Protection Agtcommunications togiConsumer Project on Technolo@yberLibertarians dangerousDavid Reeddigital divide, digital revolution
distributors economicgrowth economic innovatiorElectronic Privacy Information Centemtrepreneurg-acebookFocus orthe Family Free Marketerg-ree
PressFreeSoftware Foundatigmamblers Google Harvards Berkman CenteHelwett PackardIBM, ill -informed policiesInformation Technology &
Innovation Foundatigrinformation Technology and Innovation Foundatimiormation Technology Industry Coungihtellectual property rightdnternet
Internet filtering in librariesinternetstartups Internets transformationl TIF, Larry Lessig liberties Ma Bell, Media Access ProjectMercatus CenteMicrosoft,
middlemen MIT Media Laboratory moderatesMoral Conservativesndonesianet neutrality netizensnetwork engineering protocol®ld Economy Regulators
optometristsPacific Research InstitutpharmaciesPhoenixCenter piracy, pornographergrivacy, pro-IT, producersProgress & Freedom Foundatjéublic
Knowledge real estate agentegulatory public policyretailers Saudi Arabiascience and technolog8ilicon Valley, smutty, Social Engineerssocialprogress
societal destructigrBoftware Stilwell Center tax, taxing Internet salesTech Companiesechnological limitstechnologyindustry, technology journalists
Technology Policy Institutgelecomregulatory warsterrorists Thailand the Electronic Frontier Foundatiohim Wu, Trade TradeAssociationsunions
representing workersvine wholesalersYochai Benkler“Who's Who in Internet Politics: A Taxonomy of Informaii TechnologyPolicy

This entry was posted on Thursday, October 7th02@5:18 am and is filed undarNew Framework for Growth and Equjtiaily Fix, Issues You can follow any responses to this entry
through theRSS2.0feed. You careave a responser trackbackirom your own site.

Leave a Reply

| Name (required)

| Mail (will not be published) (required)

| Website

Submit Comment |

Progressive Fix is a project of the Progressivécidhstitute. | Designed bjop Shelf Design
Progressive Policy Institute 1730 Rhode Island AveNW Suite 30 Washington DC 20036 Tel: 2-52E-3926 Fax: 20-525-3941

http://www.progressivefix.com/interr-wars-a-who%E2%80%9¢-wha-guide 10/8/201(



