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introduction

This book attempts to comprehend the role and place of television information in the process of formation of Russian political actors and institutions in the first decade after the collapse of the Soviet Union – perhaps the most politically important period in the history of modern Russia.

The public function of information television is still the subject of acute scientific discussions. In recent years, studies have increasingly expressed thoughts about a significant strengthening of electronic and audiovisual media over their traditional counterparts. Perhaps, first of all, it concerns television. Due to the accessibility of perception, universality of the presentation of the material, inclusiveness and independence from the educational level of the recipient, television media have acquired, in essence, independent significance in the political processes of all countries where they have managed to spread. In historical retrospect, television has become perhaps the most recognizable feature of the technological revolution and has become one of the most effective tools for the formation of a post-industrial, or information, society.

From the point of view of modern science, information is the basis for the functioning and reproduction of the biosphere, necessary for the processes constantly occurring at its various levels. For human society, the importance of information, i.e. the exchange of information, signals and signs, increases many times. This follows from the social and intellectual basis of human existence. Community and joint mental activity of people is possible only as a result of full immersion throughout life in an information context having different levels (interpersonal, mass, etc.), varieties (language, art, science, etc.) and ways of expression (text, image, representation, etc.). Thus, society can be represented in the form of a huge device for receiving, accumulating and processing information in order to exchange information and signals between the nodes of the system.

Before the advent of television, the information picture of the world was formed mainly by various types of interpersonal communication and – at a much shorter historical stage – by printed periodicals. Electronic media from the moment of its appearance immediately declared itself as the most effective means of mass communication, i.e. simultaneous communication and interaction of millions of people. The modern era is characterized by a distinct tendency to decrease interpersonal communication. Many functions and features previously inherent only in the interpersonal level of the information context have now shifted to the mass level (social networks, chats, messengers, webinars, network video conferences, etc.). And recently this trend has only intensified.

In the 1990s, more than 90% of Russians learned about events in the country from television news releases . In this light, the role of news releases in the process of forming public consciousness and influencing it becomes clear. Massive television exposure is enough to radically change the social stereotypes and psychological attitudes of any person, the mechanisms of his thinking and perception of reality in order to have a decisive influence on his political behavior, and consequently on the national political process as a whole.

In this study, we tried to systematize the main socio-political functions of information television, as well as to consider the reasons why the number and significance of these functions are steadily increasing. As well as the factors determining the peculiarities of the political role of television in our country.

We consider it important to note the change in scientific ideas regarding the main political concepts (including the concept of political institutionalization of information television), which, apparently, can be a formal sign of objective changes taking place in the political sphere.

The theoretical substantiation of the hypothesis according to which information television acquired separate properties of a political institution in the 1990s and early 2000s, since then it has increasingly acted as an independent political entity and significantly changes the characteristics of the political process as a whole, is built in several directions.

Firstly, it is a study of the multifaceted concept of the information society, according to which (first of all, from the point of view of economics) the telecommunications sector performs system-forming functions in a post-industrial society. Secondly, it is an attempt to generalize theoretical research in the field of the relationship between the superstructure and the basis (in particular, the role of mass communication media) made during the recent history of political thought. Thirdly, it is a demonstration of the socio-psychological consequences of the information revolution, which actually dissolve the real political process in the symbolic reality of television.

We also aimed to systematize the most characteristic manifestations of the politicization of the role of information television, on the one hand, and the mediatization of the behavior of traditional political actors, on the other.

Finally, the presentation and generalization of extensive factual material not only serves as proof of theoretical conclusions within the framework of this work, but also in itself is one of the most important goals of the study.

Some aspects of the problem under study have been developed in some detail. However, this is rather a side result of research that has been conducted in other directions. There is a need for a separate comprehensive study of the role of information television in the political process. This work is perhaps one of the first attempts at research of this kind.

Nevertheless, for the general theoretical justification of the political role of the media, the works of domestic authors (M. N. Grachev, G. A. Belov, A. I. Solovyov) devoted to the current state of political science played a great role. Some of the works were written by professors of the MGIMO University of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Russia (T. A. Alekseeva, M. M. Lebedeva, A. Yu. Melville,) . It is very important for understanding modern processes in political science to get acquainted with the personal views on changes in the traditional political structure of leading Western scientists (G. Almond, R. Dahl, S. Huntington, M. Duverger, N. Bobbio, K. Deutsch, P. Bingham, K. Strom, K. Dalton) . Also, in the course of the work, I had to turn to a large number of political science and general reference manuals.

Since the research on the phenomenon of the information society began abroad, there are much more foreign authors who have devoted their works to this topic than there are Russian ones (D. Bell, I. Masuda, T. Stoner, M. McLuhan, E. Toffler, P. Draker, M. Castels, etc.). The works of these scientists are known from Western publications and collections, as well as from Soviet and Russian scientific periodicals.

Nevertheless, in the Soviet years, the study of this phenomenon began by Russian scientists (A. I. Rakitov, G. L. Smolyan, D. S. Chereshkin, N. N. Moiseev) . Their works were also published both as separate publications and as part of collections and periodicals.

A number of articles by Western and domestic researchers, very rich in factual material, were devoted to the legislative institutionalization of the information society. Skiden, I. L. Bachilo) in several issues of the publication "Information Society" for 1999. 

The study of the approaches of various socio-political, philosophical and cultural schools of modernity to the role and place of the media in society was conducted by familiarizing with the works of the most prominent representatives of these trends. Works by participants of the first generation of the "Frankfurt School" (G. Marcuse), representatives of liberalism (P. Dunleavy, D. Rawls), conservatism (R. Scruton, M. Oakeshott)  and a new generation of critical philosophy (Yu. Habermas), structuralists (R. Barth, K. Levi-Strauss, U. Eco, Y. Lotman), poststructuralists (J. Derrida) and postmodernists (J. Baudrillard, J. Deleuze, F. Liotar) demonstrate how the attitude to the functions of the media in the social structure changed as they developed and became.

The problems of the influence of mass communication on mass consciousness have been studied since the middle of the XX century, and, as already noted, the political, psychological and sociological views of half a century ago on this issue have not undergone fundamental changes. The theory of mass communication was the first of the disciplines to focus on the power of influence that information possesses. First of all, we should mention the works of the classics of theory (G. Lasswell, B. Berelson, W. Schramm, E. Katz, D. Clapper, J. Ellul, Z. Brzezinski, G. Kissinger)  and modern scientists investigating this problem (F. Heiligen, p. Lifton, R. Falk, R. Kuby, R. Harris, D. Schenck, etc.). Among domestic authors, this problem was investigated by V. M. Bekhterev, A. K. Uledov, V. J. Kelle, G. M. Andreeva, P. G. Bzhalava, B. A. Grushin, V. L. Artemov, Yu. A. Sherkovin; later – N. S. Leonov, V. A. Lisichkin, L. A. Shelepin, S. G. Kara-Murza, G. G. Pocheptsov, V. G. Krysko, etc. 

An important role in substantiating the hypothesis of this work is played by the theory of "mosaic thinking", which the French sociologist A. Mol began to develop. He was almost the first in the 1960s to raise the question of fundamental changes in human thinking under the influence of the media. A partial proof of changes in mental processes under the influence of the media are the latest theoretical developments of representatives of linguistic philosophy and psychology (D. Searle, S. Osgood, T. N. Ushakova, N. D. Pavlova).

An important place in the theoretical foundation of the study was occupied by works on the methodology of political analysis and political technologies – both foreign and domestic (p. Joslin, L. Devlin, D. Butler, D. Kavanagh, K. Kendall, J.-P. Gurevich, E. Mickiewicz, Ch. Firestone, G. Treleaven, B. Hogwood, L. Gunn, M. Hawksworth, S. F. Lisowski, V. A. Evstafiev, A. Kovler, publications of the consulting center "Niccolo-M").

Attention is drawn to the extremely small number of works devoted to political technologies in the domestic scientific literature. According to some reports, large consulting companies that have the opportunity to conduct their own scientific research prefer to avoid publishing their results, leaving them for internal use. Nevertheless, even popularized publications prepared by practicing political strategists (including those mentioned in this work) are of some interest.

The book suggests a hypothesis about the deideologization of political consciousness and the political process due to the intensification of the information flow in electronic media and primarily broadcast on television channels. The most characteristic manifestations of political behavior are systematized, in which changes in the political role of information television are manifested.

Theoretical conclusions are substantiated with the help of factual and statistical material collected during the study of the recent political history of Russia. With the help of the provisions of the proposed hypothesis, it is also possible to explain the apparent contradictions in the observed processes.

The features of the economic and legal status of Russian television, which have an impact on the performance of its political role, are generalized and systematized.

Within the framework of this study, one of the most comprehensive systematic reviews of the participation of Russian television in the political process is proposed at the moment.

The necessity of in-depth development of a general theory of information with a methodological apparatus sufficient to accurately measure the value, meaning and significance of information messages is substantiated. This, in turn, will make it possible in the full sense of the scientific study of the impact of the information flow on public consciousness.

In the course of studying the specific Russian political experience (limited by the framework of the first post-Soviet decade), one can come to the conclusion that there are objective dependencies between various socio-political events and phenomena, which is primarily due to the growing political role of information television.
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In order to properly formulate the problems of the work, the research had to be carried out within the framework of an interdisciplinary approach – as required by the multifaceted nature of the phenomenon of audiovisual media and the mechanism of the impact of television on the audience. At the same time, the degree of formal political institutionalization of television, theoretical conclusions about its political role, as well as economic, statistical, sociological, psychological, linguistic aspects of its activities were considered. In addition, there was a need to resort to some provisions of cybernetics – at the moment the only science that offered accurate (albeit one-sided) methods of measuring the information capacity of television messages.

The developed hypothetical solution to the problems posed was correlated with factual and statistical material within the framework of structural and functional analysis. Intent analysis has become the most important method of studying the successive stages of the political process. Particular attention is paid to topics that, due to their continuing political bias, have not yet been given unambiguous assessments and which have not yet been fully reflected in the scientific literature. Among such, for example, the political struggle in electronic media during the 1999 election campaign, the redistribution of the information market after 2001, etc. At the same time, the participants of those events and phenomena were described, the causes, prerequisites and features of the political process were revealed, their connection with the subsequent development of the situation was analyzed. On the other hand, the episodes described in relative detail in the scientific literature (for example, the information wars of 1997-1998) were outlined in general terms.

A number of foreign and domestic sources were used as the factual basis of the study: monographs, sociological reviews and research, marketing research, periodical materials, statistical data. In particular, information and analytical materials of MGIMO University and the Diplomatic Academy of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Russian Federation, extensive material collected by Western researchers of mass communication psychology, research results of Russian sociological companies, etc.

The Internet has become an important source of information. Many factual data and the results of various private studies are taken from thematic electronic pages. Among them are the websites of the Gallup sociological Agency, the Internews agency, the National Association of Broadcasters, the Public Opinion Foundation, etc.

In the course of the research, the author also used his own experience in information television: 2005-2006 – TV channel "Zvezda", correspondent of the Central Television and Radio Broadcasting Studio of the Ministry of Defense of Russia (information and analytical programs "I Serve Russia" and "Camouflage"); 2006-2010 - JSC "Channel One", editor of the broadcast service of the Directorate of Information Programs (newscasts "News", information program "Time", information and analytical program "Sunday time").
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CHAPTER I. THE POLITICAL ROLE OF INFORMATION TELEVISION

§ 1. Political institutionalization of mass media: dynamics of scientific ideas and concepts

The constant updating of political science is an objective phenomenon. It reflects the non-stop development of the political process. The renewal of conceptual and methodological baggage in political science is constantly accelerating following the strengthening of the dynamics of the development of other spheres of social life. In the last few decades, one of the key factors in the dynamics of the transformation of political science has been the media. The formal sign testifying in favor of this statement is a change in the content of political concepts. The renewal of political science, in turn, is a direct consequence of the formation of a new, post-industrial society.

The first prerequisite for the political institutionalization of the media (i.e., their transformation into an organized political institution – a formalized, systemically ordered mechanism with a certain structure of relations, hierarchy of power at various levels and other signs of organization: discipline, rules of conduct, etc.) is the widest possible definition of the phenomena of politics, political process, political system and political subject.

The concept of "politics" until the end of the XIX century was limited exclusively to the framework of the state. In the XX century, it was expanded by the conflict paradigm (for example, the theory of the essence of politics as the interaction of groups about the conquest, retention and use of state power). Functional and teleological approaches were also developed.

Currently, politics is defined as "the universal organizational principle of society and its specific regulatory and control sphere or system that guides the life, activities, relationships of people, social groups, classes, nations, peoples and countries." S. Huntington gave a similar definition back in 1968 in his work "Political Order in a Changing Society", where he wrote: "Political organization ... is a means of maintaining order, resolving disputes, selecting authoritative leaders and promoting the unity of two or more social forces."

As you can see, the boundaries of the content of the concept of "politics" are pushed as far as possible, and the main criterion for classifying a particular group as political is its participation in the organization of society. Restrictions are minimal, which implies a plurality of political actors. We can say that politics in its current understanding is quite open to participants whose political role was previously unthinkable (which is relevant, in particular, for information television).

Government and other powerful (or aspiring to power) structures that are habitually understood as political are supplemented by a great many new players on the political scene, driven by both public and personal interests.

Back in 1964, Professor R. Dahl of Yale University in his book "Modern Political Analysis" convincingly showed the expansion of the concept of politics: "Lasswell also considered political what Weber and Aristotle did not consider political. A firm or a trade union, for example, from his point of view, may contain “political aspects". Modern political scientists really study the political aspects of firms, trade unions and other “private” associations, like the American Medical Association. Modern political analysis tends, therefore, rather to a broad definition of the political sphere than to a narrowed one, according to Aristotle."

A similar conclusion is found in S. Huntington: "Modernization leads to a significant increase in the number and diversity of social forces in society. Racial and religious groups are supplemented by professional, class and qualification groups."

Another evidence of the erosion of traditional ideas about politics is international relations, which reflect a general trend. The authority of sovereign states, which have been the main creators and participants of world politics since the Peace of Westphalia (1648), is significantly decreasing: "After the Second World War, power began to flow from the public sector in two directions – to municipal and regional authorities, as well as to supranational states."

Domestic researchers come to similar conclusions: "The world of modern politics has become much more complicated in many ways: in particular, not only states are participants in international relations today. In the second half of the XX century (and especially at its end), the so–called non-traditional actors of international relations - transnational corporations (TNCs), non-governmental organizations, various kinds of social movements, mass media, etc., began to act more and more actively on the world stage."

Currently, the media act in many qualities at once: both as a means of influencing the government on society, and as a means of feedback (i.e., the influence of society on the government), and as an independent player in the political field. Thus, the mass media simultaneously reflect political realities and participate in their formation.

There is both direct participation of influential persons of the media business (especially television) in state structures and socio-political associations, and pressure on the authorities from large media owners in order to make decisions that are beneficial to them. That is, in fact, we are talking about interference in the process of political governance of the country.

The liberalization of concepts reflects the liberalization of the phenomena they denote. Even within the framework of the previous interpretation, which limited the concept of politics to the sphere of state power, more and more researchers are talking about a shift in emphasis in power interactions from the area of dominance to the area of influence. This is the result of the expansion of the field of political subjectivity .

Some researchers, in particular M. Duverger, considered power as influence back in the late 60s of the XX century: "The term "power" should be reserved for expressing a special kind of influence or domination - such influence or such domination that correspond to the norms and values of this group and which are therefore considered legitimate."

M. Duverger's statement emphasizes the complexity and diversity of the mechanisms of influence in comparison with the mechanisms of direct coercion. In particular, since any type of influence can be carried out through a system of values, political power can be the subject of study not only of law, but also of axiology. This means that the media, as the main driving force of the development of the value mechanism in modern society, are actually endowed with a monopoly on this hypostasis of power.

Also, the interpretation of power as influence makes it possible to expand the number of scientifically systematized forms of government. In particular, the Italian scientist N. Bobbio, in addition to the explicit, visible form, distinguishes two more varieties.

The first is a semi–hidden, or shadow, rule. This is either a priority influence on the formation of political goals of any individual structures (individual state bodies, lobbyists), or the dominance of various informal elite groups in the decision-making process. This type of government is much less formalized and assumes at least several centers of power, and therefore the absence of an exclusive monopoly on power on the part of one group.

The second informal type of rule is hidden rule, or cryptocracy. In general terms, this is a situation when the state turns into a puppet of individual structures that are not intended for state administration, for example: the military, special services or criminal groups.

The political situation in post-Soviet Russia had characteristic features of both of these types. This, in particular, was evidenced by the actual lack of independence of the central authorities, their dependence on the actions of the largest financial, industrial and even criminal groups (including in the media), as well as the periodic strengthening of the influence of law enforcement agencies.

We should not lose sight of the fact that the very concept of power as the basis of political relations is traditional, but at the same time one of many alternative interpretations. For example, right-wing and left-wing radicals accuse states of being unable to solve social problems, in fact hinting at the uselessness of this political institution: "Anarchists and communitarians claim that the lion's share of the functions of the federal government can be performed by much smaller, local and decentralized government committees, or even voluntary cooperation in the absence of any political the authorities. On the other hand, libertarians and market economists... insist that the role of the state should be limited to ensuring security, protecting individual rights and supporting commerce... Libertarians are sure that most of the problems that at first glance seem to be products of the market can be solved without government intervention."

It is clear that in social education, in which the state does not exist or does not perform a system-forming function, alternative structures, including the media, automatically come to the fore. The information society discussed above is just the case when the system–forming load is borne by the mass media.

Political science considers four main types of political actors: a) the individual; b) the elite, including the institute of leadership; c) social groups whose participation in politics is reflected in the system of social representation; d) the nation.

Thanks to information television, the ratio of the capabilities of political actors is radically changing. In particular, the political potential of an individual increases many times. If, of course, an individual has at least an approximate idea of the "rules of behavior" in the emotional and symbolic space formed by television. Knowing these laws and having the proper desire, theoretically any citizen is able to translate his personal political aspirations into the public plane, to attract the attention of the masses to them: "The communication conjuncture is warmed up by an ever-growing number of new communicators who are forced to seek attention through the use of sensational events."

As an example, we can cite the case that occurred on November 2, 2005 during a live broadcast of a speech by US Vice President Dick Cheney. As a result of a technical malfunction, a black figure in the form of the letter "X" appeared in the frame from time to time, overlapping the image of the politician. One of the on-air directors, in a conversation with a viewer who called the studio with a complaint about an unexpected interference, gave out technical problems for intentional actions of the editorial staff. He said that in this way journalists protested against the war in Iraq and misinformation from official sources – and was fired for violating corporate discipline. This director can be considered as a generator of a political event. Moreover, his statement in the wake of the scandal that broke out was replicated by the world media, including Russian TV channels.

In the same vein, the resonance in the media is characteristic of the statement of a citizen of Ukraine Ilko Kucheriv about applying for personal membership in NATO in 2003. In this case, there is an example of an individual's skillful use of television to reach a mass audience. The man turned out to be firmly included in the context of big politics – both domestic and international (personal meetings with former NATO Secretaries General Javier Solana and George Robertson, as well as British Princess Anna, mention of a director's position in the Democratic Initiatives Foundation, created with the participation of the leader of the "People's Rukh" V. Chornovil, support from two former ministers of the Government of Ukraine, etc.).


	In accordance with the mentioned trends, the elite should be understood rather not as "the top of the ruling class (or social group), which directly exercises political leadership of society and is at the helm of public administration", but as any group of persons who have the opportunity to influence the nature and direction of the political process. The latter can be understood both as a form of functioning of a political system evolving in space and time, and as a concrete one – that is, as a with the end result – a process of a certain scale (for example, the holding of elections) . The American sociologist A. Gouldner calls such an opportunity – and, no less importantly, the desire to realize it – a distinctive feature of the humanitarian intelligentsia. Its socio-political function is to manipulate words, ideas, abstract symbols, and cultural values serve as capital: "There are at least two elites in the new class: the first is the intelligentsia, whose interests are mainly "technical", and the second is the intellectuals, whose interests are initially critical, emancipatory, hermeneutic and, consequently, often political."

	A. G. Starikov considers the elite of the media (social groups or individuals who own the media or occupy the highest positions in them and have broad opportunities to influence society) as a grouping united by critical discourse within the intellectual elite described by A. Gouldner, speaking also about the relative independence of this grouping in the system of state policy.

	The relative independence of the media is the main motive that runs through a number of scientific works. O. V. Mukhina argues that electronic media in real life "are quite independent, have their own, often do not coincide with the needs of society, goals of activity and use various methods to achieve them." N. N. Trefilova writes about "the conflict between society and the entire system of mass communications, which often does not meet the vital needs of society." She also notes: "In the early 1990s. scientists have started talking about the fact that the communication process subordinates all spheres of human life... During the struggle for public attention, politics is a kaleidoscopic change of events, becoming a purely communication activity with no real meaningful consequences." However, this quote is rather related to the socio-psychological basis of the mediatization of the political process. In the context of political opportunities and the political role of the media elite, the classification of models of political interaction developed by A. G. is very important. Starikov :



The patronage model, which assumes an administrative dictate of power over the media;

a model of partnership between the elite of the media and the political elite, involving dialogue and assistance to each other. The media support the policy of local or federal authorities, which in turn pays for media services under an information service agreement or in other ways (by providing all kinds of benefits, loans, etc.). A necessary condition for interaction between the media and the authorities within this model is the presence of a political figure who enjoys support among representatives of the political elite, in the media, business in circles and in the eyes of the general public. A typical example is the cooperation of elites in 1995-1996 during the election campaign of President Boris Yeltsin;

a model of suppression involving the struggle of elites among themselves, which, in the form of certain forceful methods, is transferred to interaction with the media;

The lobbying model, when the political elite promotes the interests of the media in the legislative and executive authorities. This may imply the participation of the authorities in the development of the media, the inclusion of the political elite in the governing media bodies (editorial boards, boards of directors of media holdings, supervisory boards, etc.), and vice versa – the inclusion of representatives of the media elite in power structures (representative bodies, committees included in the structures of executive authorities, etc.), mutually beneficial economic cooperation, corruption ties, etc.
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