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GLOBALIZATION, INTERNET
AND THE CRISIS MEANING

Abstract: The relationship between globalization and media, from axiological point
of view, can be critically elaborated in terms of consequenses that contemporary mon-
dialisation have on the fundamentals of meaning. Globalisation and Internet are so in-
terrelated that they are practically inseparable. Fist of all, there is the development of
democracy as a political system and the suppression of national state, which makes way
for the spectacular progress of financial, commercial and industrial mondalism. Anoth-
er feature of the context Internet appears in, is the general loss of meaning that many
refer to as the specific feature of postmodern culture and the general crisis of meaning
related to modern civilization fundamentals. Maybe the paradox and ambivalence of glo-
balization and media can be overcome by the new revaluation of the traditional value
system — by setting up a new paradigm of collective vs. Individual. Here is a new per-
spective in which the accent is now placed on the user’s own information and there is a
kind of “Copernicus turnover” because in the traditional system of values, the basis of
the morality of an informative message was sought in the morally responsible informa-
tion producer. In the new perspective, it is more important that the point of support is
found in something that is given by the sensibility and the spirit of time, to be demand-
ed form a producer, a professional and possibly a legislator, one behavior that would be
accepted as a morality by the majority. This point of support is to increase the capacity
of the user to rise to the height of the role assigned from a producer, a professional and
possibly a legislator, one behavior that would be accepted as a morality by the majori-
ty. This point of support is to increase the capacity of the user to rise to the height of
the role assigned to him, clear awareness as when it comes to making decision when us-
ing food with genetically modified content. This requirement sets the consumer in the
position of a sovereign consumer who could establish certain ethical rules that would
evaluate the morality and legitimacy of the information provides. Accordingly, in order
to establish the real basis for the ethics of the media, starting from the post-modern as-
sumptions, a request for the identification of the product and its constituent parts with
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another pole of potential regulation should be combined, i. e. to establish a critical are-
na of constituent parts with another pole of potential regulation should be combined
i. e. to establish a critical arena of confrontation and exchange between dissatisfied cit-
izen / consumer and producer / journalist. This could be achieved through one form
of media education and raising the level of self-awareness, which should be part of the
reform of the education system, but it is indisputable that for the value system of the
modern man, this is far from now.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The two are the root cause-effects of globalization and the media. In the
first case, an analysis of the context of social adoption of the Internet in
mid-1990. year shows the strengthening of democracy as a political system
and as the dominant culture and suppression of the national state, which
enables spectacular the advancement of financial, commercial and indus-
trial mondialism. Media and the Internet in this context, they are the basis
of commercial and industrial tendencies, theirs connectivity and flexibility.

By the end of the 80s of the last century, the ethatist regulation of the
media in spite of various protests and discussions, it was taken as legitimate
and even desirable. Almost everyone political actors regulated trade through
state interference. With the fall of Berlin wall and strengthening of dem-
ocratic and decentralistic tendences, the state begins to be pulls, and more
and more in developed countries overestimates the idea of a minimal state.

In the end, the events of September 2001. halted this trend, increasing
the consensus for giving priority to the police and military functions of the
state, and a stronger appealing that the media and the internet are regulat-
ed by the state, which is gaining more and more sympathies with the rul-
ing political elites.

Another great characteristic of the context in which the media and the
Internet appear there is, no doubt, in the general loss of normative labels,
which many authors present as one particularity of postmodern culture. This
would be the product of one global change of the philosophical perspec-
tive and sensibility of the West. It’s about the fact that political and cultur-
al life dominates the sense of losing one central and higher the order from
which comes a kind of generalization, sentiment of political powerlessness
large anticipatory projects and affirmation of diversity.

What really happened? A whole Western European civilization was rest-
ing on the paradigm of the age of light as the inherited assumptions of the
great thinkers, which is took human reason for the undoubted criteria of or-
der and order of human progress. This one the concept since Decatur rests
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on the confidence in the future and the belief that the man is going once
progressed thanks to the efforts of reason. However, more historical expe-
riences have eroded these beliefs. Atomic bombs and today’s environmental
problems have been put in the doubt of belief in a better future for man-
kind. Orthodox communism, rigid bureaucracy, petty sociodemocracy, are
just some of a series of moments bringing into doubt the good intentions
on the political path towards collective progression and opening the road
to discouragement. [3] There are also Nazism, wars and violence, general-
ized as an instrument of the fight against terrorism and subsidies, which all
leads to question is possible arbitrage of reason. Finally, more fundamentally,
there is an erosive one the effect of science, which by Einstein and Heisen-
berg is no longer a universal achievement absolute truth, but rather a com-
munion of temporal truths. It is not now the knowledge, but a process that
is being built every day as a scientist’s activity. Science today it merely finds
itself in the interest of discourses of social actors. One time words, the de-
struction of reason is completed at all levels of absolute and truth, includ-
ing here science itself; so it will be grow in the sense of Marks Weber. [8,9]

While a modern-day man began intellectual life with faith in ideal, the
man of postmodernism ends with the demise of transcendence of romanti-
cism. It’s from now on the sentiment most of the general loss of the funda-
ment of sense. Postmodernism puts on value relativism, tolerance and iro-
ny, confirming its cynicism as a reaction of reduced belief in progress and
irreversible progress towards reason.

We are really witnessing an unusual cultural crisis. General evolution of
our space it becomes so fast that fear and hope can be countered, without
knowing what this leads to.

The horizon seems to be definitely closed and maybe we’re going faster
than one unpredictable future.

Amongst all aspects of the contemporary crisis of culture, it is difficult,
in fact, to find some meaning. It does not understand what the meaning
of the events that took place before our own by the eyes: the demolition of
the Berlin Wall, the American empire that dominates the world, terrorism,
the more powerful the money game, the overcoming of liberalism and the
crisis of liberal conception, mondialization, enrichment and poverty, fa-
natisms, wars, explosions of cyberpaces, biotechnologies.

Institutions are so much affected by technical, economic, and organiza-
tional changes to their purpose and the traditional act of functioning, look
shaken. The symbolic value bottom shoots and leaves a gap behind. The par-
adoxical fact is that people are increasingly becoming strangers in their own
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culture. This state of postmodernism could be called posz-culture, a singular
state in which crisis of meaning becomes chronic from now on. [1]

What so far formed the basis of our values simply disappears, fragment-
ed, it breaks. The family as the foundation of society loses its sense, parents
for children no longer have the same importance they once had. Knowl-
edge is getting more and more superficial, idealizing kitsch and banaliza-
tion. The lifetime of light is replaced by values of capital, and the material
value becomes an undeniable ideal. Interests transform so quickly that ca-
reer or the choice of a profession becomes a kind of surfing on a definite-
ly missing market of expertise. Religions become personal options between
the wider a series of possible choices, so that the sense of religion, which,
again, it can no longer form a transcendental basis in the way it did it the
past. Drugs are being fabricated, legal and illegal, which increasingly mod-
ifies how metobolism and mental fusion. Birth of technically programmed
human beings and the possibilities of genetic intervention make drastically
shrink the basics on which traditionally rests on human life and its mean-
ing. Now it’s not just human DNA perhaps modified and put in the hands
of the devil’s apprentice, but all possible DNA: political, social, profession-
al, family, cultural, religious, psychological, epistemological, axiological; all
the sources of sense and identity that were put into the future in the future
mutation, which still does not see the true meaning and global goal. [13]

A possible interpretation of this new cultural context could be stated the
following explanation: there has been a general acceleration of all evolutions,
especially scientific, technical and economic; it practically came to zarrow-
ing the planet, which causes the mixing of different cultures, interconnect-
edness of all systems and non-existence of international borders; and finally,
telecommunication development has occurred, electronic developed media
and informatics, leading to the culture of ¢yberspace, interpersonal connec-
tivity that in the previous system of values it was unthinkable. [5]

We entered, in fact, into a virtual system of culture, a symbolic system
in which everything can get in touch with everyone. This system of corre-
spondence makes a new one culture — cyberculture, ie. a new stage in the
development of a society in which all systems are the correspondence of an
independent creation, that is, not the results of the uniqueness of experi-
ence, they are not transcendences, so they are not fixed. Science itself is just
one creation and this is a creation that continues, which is manifested by
the fact that science is continuous research and continuous progress. [9] We
discover, therefore, that the culture of the creation that enters into relation-
ships with beings who live the other horizons of meaning, producing so fast
the transformation of symbolic systems that structure our own peculiarity.
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All forms of communication (transport, informatics, world market) repre-
sent the process of interconnectedness of mankind in a planetary society.
We are witnessing that all the personalities and objects, all institutions, all
facts, all opinions have their own website and their email address and they
are virtually linked to one social network. This simplification and abstract
universalization, the way of everyone’s clean possibilities symbolic system,
with its realization produces the situation of permanent change, in which
there is no relational confusion between the two elements or any combina-
tion can not be sustainable in a stable way, as the global network does not
cease to increase and modifies its structure. Nothing goes into the system
of stable correspondence anymore but it constantly transmits, interweaves
in one moving or much multidimensional network. Many values, funadal
relations created yesterday as cultural bases, now they are grown and lose
their meaning.

Normally, here a crucial issue of meaning, direction, unity, the archive
point of the support, according to which this event could be understood.
We enter into a kind of culture that seems to mix all the previous labels that
they are others tried to build the architecture of human meaning. Postcul-
ture, a new culture above the culture, perhaps it could be a progress that
arises in the quality of the permanent creation of culture and the unity of
mankind. [11]

In fact, contrary to what might be logically followed from the indicated
context, postculture does not have to be a chaos or a loss of meaning, it can
be understood as one openness where all correspondence is possible. Maybe
we can get the optimistic ones the assumption that humanity is only at the
beginning of its experiment towards something which could have a valid
meaning. We can increasingly observe the current transition of culture in
post-culture as the beginning of the systematic development of new types
of possible cultures. Maybe we come to some new, absolute systems of cul-
tures that mankind has not yet survived?

If we kept on this optimistic variant as one of the possibilities, then this
new culture would be a substitute for traditional culture. In one awakened
culture, human beings, can participate, with their own freedom, more di-
rect, more inventive and more personal way. They would have lived in a re-
organized life of the spirit that animates them and who they all animate
together, simply existing as human beings, knew it or not.

The means of communicating cyberspace give us, in that sense, more and
more access to these possibilities of collective intelligence and to such an
optimistic one hypothesis, that would be the goal of their creation. In this
awakened culture they are rooted in the spirit of individuals who live, the
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most free, open and free semantic network, as those of the personality that
appear in classical cultures. Individuals who would weave this new culture
would probably be in much more direct contact than the ones in the pre-
vious one culture of emptiness.

It does not want to say that there will be no more injustice, misery, wars,
environmental risks and more spiritual hopelessness. It only wants to say
that the rich and the poor, the victims and the imposters, the problems and
the fears are from now, the problems of the entire humanity. Old customs
to identify the culprits and denounce others should be replaced by respon-
sibility. Coherence or meaning can no longer be set 2 priori and exclusively,
to ignore or reduce what does not enter into already set schemes. Unity is
no longer transcendental, but becomes a visible way of activities of increas-
ing one’s human collective dynamics are increasingly interdependent, re-
sponsible for a creative solution to the issue of meaning. [13]

2. POSTMODERNISM AS A NEW POSSIBILITY

Scientific and technical development, transport, communications, mi-
grations, world capitalism has created a culture that, with its interdepend-
ence, causes a crisis of meaning without precedent. But there remains one
great opportunity for us in all of this finds something common and univer-
sal. Contacts of culture, culture by contact and reciprocal development en-
courages us to think more optimistically in the time which is before man,
invite people to be aware of all connections of our acts.

On the other hand, which might be paradoxical, this relativism also car-
ries in it a kind of resistance when it comes to the collective management of
deception, delusion and evil, not allowing the imposition of any form of au-
thoritative opinion (whether or not it is in the sphere of politics or science,
which is the most prominent in the field of biotechnology or contempo-
rary medicine). The ethical demand, precisely, is becoming more and more
sought after the norm of postmodernism, as a cry for regulation and lost
meaning. And that, again, means that an empty space, created by a value
turn, is required to fulfill the new one content. [6]

The state is no longer what it was and its legitimacy is getting smaller.
They multiply tendencies that promote ethical deficits, which encourage or
suggest moral principles, whether it’s about the media as public spokesper-
sons, about the problems destruction through genetic manipulation, dis-
crimination of health care barriers, the dangers of excessive surveillance of
the private sphere, or, in turn, the content of the Internet.

Here we come to the basic assumption of the relationship of globaliza-
tion, the media and the sense contemporary civilization. Perhaps the issue
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of moral value of content, activity, and the practices of modern media can
be set by reversing the usual perspective that is has so far been based on the
ethical responsibility of the information producers, that is by turning this
constellation starting from a sovereign information consumer. Before all the
way, as soon as the new value system can be started from the individual as
self-conscious and responsible persons as the only basis that remained due
to postmodernism culture. In the classical system of values, it is not, but
it has been previously hurt citizen, less grown up than another, immature.

Why does not now try to insist on a sovereign citizen for the construc-
tion of the basic axiological system? [4]

This assumption starts from the modern idea of democracy as something
that prevails symbolic weaving of developed societies, one idea according
to which each individual is equal to every individual. The prototype of this
is equal to the importance of individual voices in code since this electoral
equality gives everyone the right to express himself publicly. Does not exist,
therefore, some transcendence in public research according to which some-
thing morally is determines, condemns or prohibits. There is only a strug-
gle of thinking, certain rival attitudes to forming a temporary majority in
debates and campaigns.

This functional democracy introduces a slight reduction in the difference
between dominant and subordinate social groups. The global movement is
going to be not only reduces the potential of the power of social groups, but
also their particular differences as which are differentiations between sex-
es, men and women, parents and children. Individual gets over the general,
especially over the universal, the individual over authority.

The new social and intellectual environment is now characterized the
normative affirmation of democracy and the valorisation of individual and
minority reason. With the fall of the Berlin Wall, democracy becomes the
only legitimate system, that is, desirable. Within this concept, it seems nor-
mal to be the basic value citizen — individual. Freedom and individual re-
sponsibility must therefore, to exist and all inevitably need to be adapted
to the methodological postulate of individualism and the realization of so-
cial functioning as a result of games of strategy and individual interests,
through the rules of the game that accomplish a democratic competition.

In other words, democracy is theoretically possible, two are needed ele-
mental conditions: the existence of a free and responsible personality and the
possibility of her elections have political effectiveness. Traditionally, these
two aspects were just an illusion. Individual freedom and its political man-
ifestations were just an illusion, since it is citizen manipulated through his-
tory, either through capitalism, or through geopolitics, or through market
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interests, or through the structure of the language, or quite simply through
the media communication. This last one appears as one communication
dominant, vertical, what corresponds to the spectacles of Nazi and com-
munist manipulation. [16]

Therefore, postmodernism puts the center of discussion individua, so that
communication choices are no longer a state or a center of power. The me-
dia sphere is expanding to regional and local level, multiplying its produc-
tive offer. Everyone can publish your information, either by radio, in print,
or online. A fetish of personal choice has been established which contributes
to one important anti-movement unification, rigidity and every form of au-
thority that wants to impose on each one the price of its values.

Heterogeneity and pluralism are becoming more and more defended
within postmodern states. Therefore, if we enter a kind of cyberspace, then,
the team more, it can raise the question of the ethics of the media and the
Internet, starting now from the individual as

the basic values to which the democratization process came. That is, this
choice would should be in harmony with the intellectual environment and
cultural sensitivity of the present time. This, again, does not mean that this
thesis does not carry the danger of passage from the alienated consumer to
the autonomous user and that it is the form under which it is presents an
exemplary mode of an active user of the media. That he wants to construct
one the figure of a heroic recipient who triumphs in semantic democracy,
and ignores them boundaries of other content such as imposing a profes-
sional meaning illegal social distribution of discursive resources and imper-
ative discourses.

Modern democracy, for example, forces journalists to oppose everyone
forms of authority. Opposition culture, which very aggressively seeks trans-
formation media by multiplying offers, represents a media expansion lead-
ing to the most hidden shelters for social life. Media presence modifies be-
havior social actors and provokes certain regularity and regulation.

According to some authors [10], certain basic moments can be deter-
mined self-regulation and legitimacy that spontaneously regulate the ethi-
cal content of the media in the autodisciplinary process and the self-regu-
lation of their actors. First of all, it is about this that the media investigate
a kind of authenticity that the actors are not aware of; that it is permanent
there is a moral importance of public arena where media, their work and
media are discussed values; to be permanentally opposed to the monopoly
position of individuals media.

In this way, the etatist intervention of the state is not excluded, but it is
subordinated a strong social consensus and a broad coalition of social actors.
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The regulation is thus established by morality, credible moral norms for one
large population. This is a kind of rhetorically very convincing argument,
one the form of an ethical consensus capable of establishing, on the one
hand, autodiscipline and autoregulation of actors and on the other, to ser-
vice the basis of one legislation; one legal and deontological self-determi-
nation of the actors.

It’s no longer a question of a professional group establishing certain eth-
ical ones demands, to order them to give an ethics, or to respect already es-
tablished ethics rules. The fact is that cyber-tradeists discipline themselves
in the united states.

In the United States there is one specialized association (Online News

Associntion) that gathers more than 600 cyberbullying. Their declaration re-
lies on the five great ones principles such as journalistic integrity (ic. a clear
distinction between true journalism and other information on the Inter-
net, for example publicity); publisher independence; journalistic excellence;
free expression and free access. [17, 15]

Applying this to the media, these demands can be made in the form of a
clear one an identification that first asks about the offered product (what is
it about: fiction, reality, promotion, information ...). Then, the other origin
of the offered material (the right to copy, communication, government doc-
uments, forecasts, phone call, anonymity ...). And finally, the source of infor-
mation (independent media, bigindustrial group, official news, individual ...).

This requirement of indication and notification would, according to some
authors, be similar already established clear and specific consensus on the
issue of presence genetically modified organisms in food (OGM). In cither
caseit is assumed that an adult and a sovereign individual can make a choice
between one which is offered. In the case of OGM, the problem is not only
that they are products commercially used, but also that after their disper-
sion in the environment there is a realistic the danger of being genetically
modified. In the case of content media and the Internet, the label does not
solves the no more fundamental issue of false, wrong or insulting connota-
tion. But in one case as well as in the other case a notice on the identity of
the content labeling, allows the sovereign consumer (consumer) the possi-
bility of his non-exploitation, his unconsciousness. [2]

The proposed perspective, which addresses the user of information, in
other words, to make a craft from a traditional assumption where the ba-
sis is morality searches for a morally responsible messenger. In the new per-
spective, it is moreover, the point of support is found to be sufficiently ev-
ident in something that is given sensibility and the spirit of time, to be
required by the manufacturer, the professional and the possibly a legislator,
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one behavior that would be accepted as a moral by the side most of them.
This point of support is in increasing the capacity of the user to rise to the
height of the role assigned to him 4 priori, clear awareness as they are at is-
sue decision making when using foods with genetically modified content.
This one the request puts the consumer in the place of a sovereign consum-
er who could establish certain ethical rules that would evaluate morality
and legitimacy information provided. [14]

In fact, in order to establish the real basis of media ethics, starting from
postmodern assumptions, a request for indetermination of products and
their products should be combined component parts with another pole of
potential regulation, i. e. establish a critical one arena of confrontation and
exchange between dissatisfied citizen/consumer and producers / magazines.

The question of the method, the way to get the basis for the time estab-
lishing an effective ethical requirement, which would lead to information
about information could undoubtedly be done by starting at least two in-
disputable values contained in the new context:

— Request for tolerance and respect for risks that incarnate ecumenism,
multiculturalism, radical value relativism — everything that is in it post-
modern sensibility; this absence of norms was valorized, however, in the
culture itself with political correctness, which seeks to impose one psycho-
logical coercion in favor of correct behavior.

— Call for dialogue and public debate without physical violence in terms
of triumph democracy as a political model: then, an attempt to fulfill a
normative one emptiness by affirming the universal values of (Western)
democracy by itself, such as the right of man and minority, to prevent the
imposition of the rights of one state or nation over the other, putting a su-
pranational over the national. In this second case, the foundation of a trans-
cendent of norms is sought, which particularly fits into the general.

3. CONCLUSION

Certainly the postulate a sovereign adult and self-conscious personality
is only one abstraction, that the reality of everyday life turns this construc-
tion into a very weak link that is subject to manipulation and various in-
fluences. It remains, according to many authors, for now the possibility of
an increasing demystification over an ideal model and a kind of cynicism
in terms of the media. This could be achieved in one form of media educa-
tion and raising the level of self-awareness, which should be part of the re-
form of the education system, but it is indisputable that it is a modern hu-
man value system for now it’s far away.
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