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Herbert Schiller, “Striving for communication dominance: A half-century review”
In the introduction to his book Electronic Empires: Global Media and Local Resistance, Daya Thussu stresses the importance of studying global media empires from a Political Economic perspective, which asks, “who is driving media globalization, who is benefiting from it, and who is losing out” (p. 7). The first essay in the collection, by Herbert Schiller, unswervingly answers these questions while reinforcing the importance of asking them. He outlines the historical context within which transnational media conglomerates have emerged to dominate international communications, specifically addressing the United State’s calculated neo-liberal doctrine in the latter part of the twentieth century promoting a free-flow of information regulated only by the laws of market economics. He explains how the various ahistorical arguments for a new age—an Information Age—as set forth by academics like Bell, Fukuyama, and Toffler, shape and reinforce a prevailing acceptance of  “rupture of history,” which undermine objective analysis of current conditions.  He stresses, in conclusion, that the profit-driven oligopoly decision making driving these developments, and the concentrated wealth at the root of them, necessitate a political economy of culture to challenge the dominance of capitalism.

Schiller’s arguments hinge on the premise that a political economy analysis of  corporate production of culture is vital to prevent US cultural hegemony worldwide. Foremost within his argument is a matter-of-fact contextualization of globalization as the outcome of US policy over the last half-decade rather than the inevitable result of technological innovation. The facts, he feels, refute a determinist reliance on the inevitability of changes occurring within contemporary Western society. Stressing continuities within history, he highlights not only the state’s representation of capital interests as the major contributor to current world conditions, but underlines the promotion of a market-driven ideology from within this system as a the self-reinforcing mechanism preventing, rather than contributing to, change.  Examination of these continuities to refute the proposed post-industrial Information Society are more necessary than ever, he feels, to counter the strong voices promoting the transformative power of technology at the expense of a more humanist approach to technological development and cultural  progress. 
Schiller’s essay is necessary and poignant today regardless of the validity of his arguments. As history has shown us, when a prevailing ideology circulates unimpeded, domination of the weakest by the strongest inevitably follows. Schiller’s arguments are a wake-up call to both opponents and proponents of globalization to examine our electronic networks, their embedded political and technological implications, to ask, “At whose expense?”
