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Abstract

The world of academics and the media professioloalked at the WikiLeaks as a greater champion of
freedom of expression (Sifry M 2011). No deeperdacsic study/discourse has emerged as yet on this
positing. Questions arise whether mere reproducifazables as ‘free and transparent’ flow of infation

will lead to any ‘agenda setting’ as do the conieral media within the meaning of media theoriesvibr

it only tend to herald an era of global disorded @haos. Given the questions raised on the subigcti
involved in the drafting of these cables emanafiogn the US consulates across the globe, the presen
study shows how India had already overcome thesctigat WikiLeaks temporarily created in the sub-
continent. The study, which has adapted contenysiseof the WikiLeaks published ifihe Hindy leading
English news daily under a tie-up with the WikiLeadince March 15, 2011 to April 30, 2011, revealexd
WikiLeaks failed to generate any effect on Indiamlc represented by its political representativethe
Parliament, let alone an agenda setting.

Keywords: WikiLeaks, The Hindu, Freedom of expression, Raspmf Political Establishment, Agenda
Setting, Subjectivity of the Cables, etc.

1.Introduction

WikiLeaks has been a new sensation of informatiotivé world’s superhighways of information
explosion. Though the WikiLeaks first broke ou®10, no critical discussion on its nature, scape a
extent leading to an academic discourse has baan ddis is very important considering several uriq
features of the WikiLeaks. Firstly it is a webgiiat a news paper/portal. Its sole aim is to paost th
confidential cables of information that flowed frahe US consulates to the US head quarters. Sgcondl
these cables are in the nature of reports/brigfsitaps/interpretations/discussions which they held
officially/secretly with the diplomats/political psonalities of the respective countries where tieye
been operating. The US consular officials wouldpkesiting to the US about their perceptions of sale
instances happening in those countries where tteegerational. Hence the cables are tended to be
basically US centric and are essentially in theirgabf messages. Another important feature iseketpt
that these cables emerged from the US consulatessathe globe, there is no way to ascertain the
genuineness of the content in them. Yet, the Wikidsetended to gain a very fast popularity. Why?

Firstly there are anti-US academics/intelligentkit can quickly support any anti-US activity. Hoem

the WikiLeaks is a shot in the arm and blue fromlbblt. Secondly none wondered as to why WikiLeaks
always publishing cables that would show the Usiepoor light. It means that there is either ddlec
publication of leaks which are meant to embarrhgd4S establishment and the rest of the world enetis

no cable from the US consulates across the globppreciation of something happening in a country.
Thirdly, never it has been a focus of discussioatWikiLeaks has achieved by disclosing what the US
cables carried from different consulates to the tdfttuse, Washington. No one questioned as to where
from WikiLeaks amassed so much of money to extteete cables from its sources in the embassies worl
over. Who is funding the WikiLeaks? What is the a@nd objective of the WikiLeaks? Is it the sole afm
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WikiLeaks to generate antagonism or hatred agé#westS from its own allies or from among the third
world countries against the US or their neighbddftvat has WikiLeaks achieved so far is anotherdilli
dollar question. On the other hand so much of praias heaped on it and its founder Julian Assange
(Micha Sifry 2011), as a champion of freedom ofresgion, though WikiLeaks as it stands now hardly
measures up anywhere in comparison with eithermedia (such as Face-book or Twitter which
maintains a two way flow of communication and aapable of setting an agenda for the society totdg¢ba
or traditional media like print and television.

Scholars like Micha Sifry (2011) opined that Julisssange floated a new culture of Internet freecdmah
free flow of information beyond any secrecy throMgtkiLeaks. On the other, David Leigh and Luke
Harding (2011), the journalists of repute fr@unardian,sarcastically put it like this:

The media and public were torn between those whofssanage as a new kind of cyber-messiah and thiogse
regarded him as a James Bond villain. Each extygondjected on to him superhuman powers of gocevdr
http://januarymagazine.blogspot.com/2011/04/notidicwikileaks-inside-julian.html accessed on Ma2@11).

Commenting on the book in a review, the editor AaBtanton wrote that —'If the WikiLeaks storm took
you with surprise, and left you with unansweredsgjioas the bookVikiLeaks: Inside Julian Assange’s
War on Secrecwill come close to answering them. At the sameetiihdelivers a riveting portrait of the
culture and personalities that made the WikiLeaksten not only possible, but perhaps inevitable.

In yet another review on the same book in Kaietmws, Freddie Kissoon has written:

There are times, when Assange thinks that the @ista are mainstream bureaucrats who have logaltyto
themselves while the media people think that Assasigpo impressed with his importance. It comesrdto what is
your goal in life. Assange wanted publication of@&mments’ misbehaviour around the world. The napsps were
not interested in the political consequences ofd¢hease of the cables. From reading the bookstess to be the
cause of the confusion. It is clear from this peddiion that the Guardian and New York Times plagersiot see
Assange as a genuine human rights crusader. totdiswith his behavioral traits, a style in pai#i activists that
journalists would not understand. | see a littiedbithat everyday in the relation between Mark &#hop, which is the
closest thing we have to Julian Assange in thistguand the mainstream media.

But David Leigh and Luke Harding (the authors) seemvinced that Assange is not your run-of-the mill
anti-establishment zealot. They genuinely think tkesange has a troubled mind.
(http://www.kaieteurnewsonline.com/2011/03/05/%E2%83Cwikileaks-inside-julian-
assange%E2%80%99s-war-on-secrecy-%E2%80%9D-arbrifw ). The Editor of The Asian Age wrote
immediately after the first publication of milliomdg cables on the WikiLeaks in Nov 2010. Fundamignta
however, the exposures made by the whistleblovedsi not advance anyone’s understanding of
processes that go into US policy-making in the diarena. A good deal of the WikiLeaks material
splashed around by the media refers to matterhthet been a subject of widespread comment or exper
analysis over timehttp://www.asianage.com/editorial/wikileaks-hold4¢en-india-084.

The editorial further castigated the manner théesalvere sent from the US consulates to the US:

The new WikiLeaks material leaves no one in dohht US diplomats have now been asked to carryetatively
low-level tasks that lie in the province of spi€his has been officially denied by Washington et denial appears
far from convincing. The inference to be made & thS diplomacy has fallen on inglorious times. WHRenerican
diplomats now hold meetings with politicians, cisdrvants, diplomats and society leaders from atbentries, the
latter are likely to be watchful.

Is that the sole objective of WikiLeaks to creatgald tension/hatred/war between nations by briggi

into open the espionage activities that every aguntcluding third world countries like India, intfje in?
While several questions as to the aim and objestilet alone the propriety, (especially of its WSiticity)

of the WikiLeaks as well as its founder Julian Aggaremain unanswered by any academic discourae (th
we have read so far), it appears that the sensatiich WikiLeaks has initially generated is gradyal

dying down both in India and elsewhere. Though ves not be able to say that this is the case with th
entire world, at least, we can say confidently thatsensation which WikiLeaks initially createdmdlia,

and across the globe as well, is slowly waninghaps one may say that is even dying forever.
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2. WikiLeaks on India meets its Waterloo, fail to Set an Agenda’

The Hindd one of the leading English news dailies in Indimking third in its readership figures, (Table
4) has entered in to a tie up with the WikiLeakd atarted publishing the stories of WikiLeaks odi#n
and other related subjects in it since March 13,12N.Ram 2011). Though some of the early stories
published by the WikiLeaks on Manmohan Singh’s gorreent surviving on a ‘cash for vote’ (bribing
Members of Parliament of opposition parties) duitsdirst stint as UPA —I led to a furore in the
Parliament with the entire opposition frying theAJR leaders-Sonia and Manmohan on charcoals and
halting the process of Parliamentary proceedings fong time, the trend declined later when the
WikiLeaks exposures irked the opposition party (tH2A led BJP) as well.

In a way both the nation and the people of Indiardit find a sense of direction and the purposevitat
the WikiLeaks has been publishing involving both tpposition and the ruling UPA | and Il. A sitioat
of confusion has swept the minds of intellectuafewPranab Mukherjee, the Finance Minister, tofd th
jam packed Parliament that the ‘Government of Irediald neither confirm nor deny the so called cable
reported in WikiLeaks purportedly sent by the UScidls in India to the US’
(http://www.timesnow.tv/Cannot-confirm-or-deny-Wik#dks-Pranab/articleshow/4368006.xms
Surprisingly both the opposition and the rulingtpaoon began to empathise with each other in tegmi
the WikiLeaks as inconsequential and incredible eweh dubbed them as mere subjective mails from
India to Washington and do not mean any thing ntlwaia that. The leaders of Opposition party (NDA) in
Parliament Sushma Swaraj and Arun Jaitely in R8plaha held separate press meets where they
interpreted the versions reported in the WikiLeadgarding BJP’s position on Hindutva have been the
subjective statements emanating from the US cotesidndia and had nothing to do with the actuaivs
they held on this subjecttfp://indiatoday.intoday.in/story/wikileaks-congeeslams-jaitley-for-remarks-
on-hindutva/1/133574.htlA transition has thus set in from the initiagegssive reaction of the political
establishment to an indifference to the WikiLeakil published iThe Hinduon day to day basis ever
since March 15, 2011.

A reader Prashant Agrawal posted a blog on the iteebhe Indian Fusion-which sum up briefly the
feelings of people of India at the WikiLeaks.

I just want to remind the Wiki leaks that you cant consider you readers to be fool and releaseyeaiie and think
‘it would be valued by the reader’. | hope to seme responsible reporting both by wiki leaks arelitndu in the
future which we all expect from thenht{p://indianfusion.aglasem.com/?p=6820

2.1 Aims of the study
Against the backdrop, the present study has bederuaken to examine as to:
* how much heat WikiLeaks generated in India botlitigally and academically,

« how many of the WikiLeaks published the Hinduhad been taken seriously by the political
establishment, let alone academics, in India agparded to, and

* how far the discussions done on the WikiLeaks haolréeved any tangible or perceptible change
in India’s perception towards the US or the UPg&dkernment.

Though not much of literature in terms of acadediscourse is forthcoming on WikiLeakegr sefor the
present study, we used the editorials and artiglésh we considered as a sample for the presedy stu
itself as a reference material too. For instanamirditorial published ifihe Hinduits editor wrote on Feb
23, 2011as follows:

As the WikiLeaks episode makes clear, US poliayesply flawed by the contradiction of espousingpen Internet
and in parallel, working to prevent inconvenierstatthsures. At a time Ms Clinton was underscorirghhipportunity
costs for countries which filter or shut down théetnet, the US administration was pursuing legéba to arm-twist
the Twitter, the very website that she was praiséimdnelping frustrated citizens of the Arab worldS government
officials are seeking court orders to compel Twittehand over personal details, including privagssages of Julian
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Assange of WikiLeaks, Bradley Manning, the detaiAederican soldier and Brigitta Jonsdottir, a memiieiceland’s
Parliament.

The editorial unequivocally supported the WikiLe&ksstating that:

‘To praise the Internet for aiding truth-tellingdarin the same breath, dismiss the discussioneendpeech for
websites such as WikiLeaks as a ‘false debateyp®tritical’.

This has simultaneously raised a pertinent questisrWikiLeaks an eternal enigma of informationda
nothing else® is from this kind of editorial as an academiatthwould foresee an ample scope to develop
a theory on WikiLeaks as to what constitutes thehttelling’ and ‘free-speech’ (N.Ram, Editor, The
Hindu , March 15, 2011).

The above statement has been made by the edit@ushyon two basic assumptions:

» One is that WikiLeaks has always been espousingrite’ and ‘nothing else’, the contradictions
emanating from the political establishment in Indtawithstanding.

» Secondly the editor reposes a great faith, as nagckvikiLeaks itself, in the ‘objectivity’ and
‘truthfulness’ of the US information officials (than the US?), who draft these mails and send
across the cables to the US. It is the latter apiomthat came under severe attack in Indian
Parliament.

Coming to the latter first, we would like to stétere that to give such a magnitude of ‘credibiidyhe US
officials’ who drafted these cables from the US asgies across the globe is nothing short of a parad
and it leads to a strange argument/positing theatt8 can be culpable but its officials elsewheeerat;
US can be biased but its embassy officials are @bjgctive and accurate. How far the world acadsemi
look at this bifid argument as a primary doctrifiesalidation of the WikiLeaks is billion dollar qagon.

As to the former proposition, | would like to plaoefore the larger readership the content anallyaisl
had done on the WikiLeaks publishedline Hindufrom March 15, 2011 to April 30, 2011.

2.2 Content Analysis: Formation of Categories om Itlasis of response of the political establishniberi
ruling and opposition- representing its people

2.2.1.Sample

As | had taken full sample it assumes the samelitsaks that of a random sample itself. The Table 1
showed on which dates the WikiLeaks were publishéthe Hinduafter its first ever publication under the
tie-up since March 15, 2011 (Red square in thendalg. Table 2 shows the distribution of items on
WikiLeaks inside the pages ®he Hindu Tables 3a and 3b show the categorization of iteased on the
response of the political establishment both ruéing the opposition. Tables 3c & 3d show the diigtidn

of categories on the basis of the nature of théecinone oriented towards India and the othemoei
between India vs other countries.

2.2.2.Dilemma of coding and formulating categorigsne in two ways-one subject as a tag line and the
other as country involved as a tag line

A total of 168 items (see Table 2) of WikiLeaks e@ublished during this period The Hindu We

counted all of them as stories involving both lthdia-US relations|ndia-other countrieselationsand
Responses of Indian political establishmenthe WikiLeaksFor the purpose of analysing these items we
have to code the content.

Strangely we have encountered a serious dilemrttasmegard. Firstly, if we were to code the cohin
per the main subject each cable dealt with, themadd have categories like (as tags): Diplomatic,
Military, Defence, Business, Corruption, and othisee Table 3c). If we were to code the conter¢dbas
the county and its relation to the subject, thenwilehave coding running with country names agstin
relation to the subject of category explained eaflsee Table 3d). However, after coding the cdriten
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both the ways we realized that in either way thdecbcontent looked very much skewed. (see Tabén8c
3d).

2.2.2. A. Under the first treatment the followirajegories have emerged:

Diplomatic: Issues that concern diplomatic relations betwadia-Pakistan, India-US-Pakistan, India-Sri
Lanka, etc.

Military or Defence Issues that concern the US defence supplieskist8a, US-Iraq confrontation on
nuclear deals, India-US nuclear deals, India-U®nle# deals, US military or defence in Afghanisteaq,
etc.

Business:lssues deal with starting new units such as DoRwuaie etc, or expanding business and trade
between India-US, India and its neighbours, Indiaéic.

Corruption: Issues concerning cash for vote in India durif®AU, corruption involving MPs demanding
money to set up Dow Unit at Pune, etc.

Others A variety of issues including the speculation @aming the possible crumbling of Bollywood, etc.

2.2.2. B. Under the second treatment the follovgimgntries categories in relation to the above sabje
have emerged:

Iran, Nepal, Sri Lanka, West Asia, US, Pakistaaly|tBangladesh, Israel, Vatican, Saudi Arabia,
Australia, Turkey, UK and Russia.

Skewed distribution and finalizing new categories

It is on these broad subjects that the WikiLeakseHzeen sent by the US embassy from India. Some of
them have even dealt with the political situationl ¢he views of the political leaders on varioukjsats
like ‘Hindutva’ or the involvement of certain political leaderglie scams associated with thBA | trust
voteduring its first term when the leftists group vdtew their support on the controversial nucleat dea
between India and the US. Some have dealt witledheiption the political leaders in India resortedor
setting up of a Dow’s Unit in Pune or about thegdd illegally stashed money in Swiss banks.

After the distribution of 168 items into these gatBes (see Table 3c and 3d) with respect to their
relationship with India directly, and the interling of some of these between India and other cmstwe
noticed an uneven/highly skewed distribution ofrissunder certain categories (See Tables 3b, 38dnd
The WikiLeaks have repeatedly reported more nurobémes on certain defence/military /corruption
issues rather than on all the issues that theytepearlier.

Alternative Categories on the principle of responteeWikiLeaks from the Indian Political establishnmé
(as it was the main target in the content of Wikidles):

At this time to arrive at the possible consequarfd@/ikiLeaks in Indian context, we had to make some
hard choice. Either to look at the WikiLeaks arichgirectly against Indian political establishmentiahe
kind of response it had from political establishinerthese items of WikiLeaks both from India anoit
the other countries or take the whole spectrum iilMgaks however skewed the distribution of catégor
were. We had preferred the former and droppedatee (Tables 3¢ and 3d) from the study as in oenvvi
except Indian political establishment, no otherntopin the region-Bangladesh, Nepal, Sri Lanka,
Pakistan-- including the countries like the USher UK reacted to these WikiLeaks.

As most of the stories published in the WikiLeaksliodia involved the political establishment of thBA
or the State Governments such as Maharashtragspemse of the major political parties/the UPA
government has been finally taken into considenadi® ‘response of the political establishment’ (Eakle
3b). In a way, we perceived that the publicatiothele stories in the WikiLeaks also was with titerit to
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get the reaction/response of the political esthbiisnt, be it US or India or any other country foatt
matter. Hence we were of the view that in the citstances explained above we had chosen a right
approach for content analysis of this kind.

2.2.2. C. Final categories taken for analysis:

Therefore, the followinghree categorieshave been finally developed for the content anstlys
Category I. WikiLeaks elicitingserious reactionfrom the political establishment in India:
The termSerious reactionis defined by us using the following criteria:

i. Parliament taking cognizance of WikiLeaks, iarPament debating the concerned WikiLeaks threezlba
and iii. Heated exchanges such as challenges amdezachallenges, including stalling the proceesliofy
the Parliament, occurring between the ruling ardapposition, even demanding the resignation of UPA
and its cabinet.

Category Il. WikiLeaks receivingnoderate responsdrom the political establishment in India:
The term moderate response has been defined ksingsthe following criteria:

i. There will be no discussion in the ParliamentThere will be only statements from the party
spokespersons from the main ruling UPA Il and tpeosition leaders, iii. There will be challengesl an
counter challenges or allegations and counter atilegs using WikiLeaks out side on their respectigety
platforms, and iv. There will be debates live (me) or inside media channels on the issues raistte
WikiLeaks between different political ideologuesikpspersons.

Category lll. WikiLeaks drawing almogtil/zero responsefrom the political establishment in India:

Nil/Zero responsefrom the political establishment is defined byusing the following criteria: i. There
will be no taking cognizance of any issue raisethenWikiLeaks by any political group or leaders. i
There will be no reference to the WikiLeaks at ofleeums such as media channels, elections, oiigubl
addresses by the political establishment.

A sum of 168 WikiLeaks items published since Mat&aApril 30, 2011 have been coded against the
above three categories by two doctoral studentswére given a previous training in coding using a

sample of 30% of the WikiLeaks items first. Aftatisfying with the coders’ performance, all the 168
items have been given to them for coding.

2.2.3. Inter-coder reliability-Scot’s Pi & Cohenkappa

An inter-coder reliability of 0.460 has been ob&alrusing Scott'®i. 0.470 has been obtained by the
Cohen’sKappa As per Banerjee et al (1999) 0.40 to 0.75 indisat fair to good agreement beyond chance
in Cohen’skappa(see Table 3asome argue that this value is very less and derad@ubtt’s pie as high
as 0.70-0.80. However, given the nature of unaireckt content which runs like official briefs and
meanders through various issues in a single cdiWéldLeaks, there is no way we could have got ghleir
Scott’s pie for we are not coding apparently acitmed print media report published in news papstrs,
There are many WikiLeaks with overlapping conteresdealing with other issues, making it formigabl
difficult to bring them under one categorWe have however conducted a co-variation testfamad the
variance between the two coders. The best situation-variation would be one in which coded scaes
shown to have both high agreement and high cotuamiéTinsley & Weiss 1975). Results of Inter-Coder
reliability tests have been furnished in Table 3a.

2.2.4 Political establishment represented the papuiew of the public: no need of a separate survey

Further we have considered the response of thegablestablishment represented by the represeasati
elected by the people as a democratic responseeiier were of the view that there is no need tmaot
a parallel survey of the public separately. Itis considered view that where the elected reprateas’
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views are available on the issues of importancdipdebate forming ‘public sphere’ in the media
(Habermas J 1989), no separate public survey isssacy to support the findings of the content aisly

3. Results and Discussion

Out of 168 items coded by both the coder A and €8d&=12 items were found by both the coders to
have actually elicited a serious response frongthernment (Category 1). WikiLeaks confirming tltfas
then UPA | survived trust-vote by paying cash fotevin the after math of Leftists parting ways wtttle
then UPA | coalition government (as a protest agjaime nuclear deal that the UPA-I sighed witht&)
had created a storm in the Parliament. The engipesition had come together in hanging the present
government on fire. Firstly the Finance Ministeafab Mukherjee refused to yield to the WikiLeaks on
this issue fittp://www.timesnow.tv/Cannot-confirm-or-deny-Wigdks-Pranab/articleshow/4368006.0ms
He only said that what ever happened in the ed?ligliament cannot be discussed in the current
dispensation of UPA Il. However, the opposition waselenting and demanded an explanation of the
Prime Minister Manmohan Singh on this issue.

After a few days of freezing the parliamentary gedings at last the Prime Minister Singh made a
statement on the floor of the Parliament that daesh for vote’ charges have been thoroughly ingatsd
by the then Parliamentary Committee headed by Ké&skihandra Deo who submitted a report that the
UPA | leadership was in no way connected with this@de. It also recommended for further investagati
in to the episode by the CBI (Central Bureau ofbtigation). Singh also supported the statement of
Pranab Mukherjee that what transpired between Befficials and the White House in the US was
entirely a consular correspondence that did nowfighin the purview of the government of India for
scrutiny. Hence the government of India can neitdegfirm nor deny those reports.
(http://ibnlive.in.com/news/debate-on-cashforvotes{p-face-the-heat/146831-37-64.hyml

Like wise, the rantings about BJP leader Arun Jagtestatement in confidence with the US consular
officials that the ‘Hindutva card’ is a facade amat a real issue at the heart of the BJP partydgaen
leadershipfttp://indiatoday.intoday.in/story/wikileaks-congseslams-jaitley-for-remarks-on-
hindutva/1/133574.htn)l  Further issues like how inconveniencing th#ohtUS nuclear deal became to
the Prime Minister, the US preferences of Indidniret, denial to issue visa to Narendra Modi, tiv &
Gujarat in the aftermath of Godhra communal rint&ujarat, Dow Chemicals seeking space to set up a
new factory near Pune and the demands of bribe &dfember of Parliament, etc have elicited moderate
responses (both coders have agreed that N=22 ltaweselicited moderate responses).

Both coders found that N=99 items which were reggbith WikiLeaks running into long pages both in the
front, open edit pages or edit paged e Hinduhardly elicited any response from the Indian peait
establishment. Regarding the remaining 35 itemks theg coders could not come to any agreement on the
state of the response they elicited from the palitestablishment.

Indeed there was no any kind of discussion evemgrmacademics/media institutions in the aftermath of
the WikiLeaks. In fact in an interview to the editd The HinduJulian Assange deplored the attitude
shown by the Indian Prime Minister and his caboedr the significance of WikiLeak3ie Hindy April
12, 2011). He (Assange) objected to the Prime Nériisinsinuation that they need not be taken wes tr
interpretations of what transpired between thecif/political ideologues of the UPA and the USisidar
officials. He said that the credibility of WikiLealave not been questioned ever even by the USthry
nation in the world except India. But, people adimand many academics across the country had herum
of doubts over the ambitions of the Julian Assandeying to irk both the opposition and the rulifrignt

in India by blowing hot and cold alternatively. Sewf the WikiLeaks published ifhe Hinduwere
destabilizing India in Asia as they portend to wlibtthe relations between India and Bangladesha lad
Nepal, etc. It is our reasoning that like any eitiof US no Indian perhaps would have liked any
disturbance in the relationships between Indiaitseighbouring countries.

In short the WikiLeaks has failed to ‘set an agefolaa third world country like India despite thgpe not
withstanding. The ability of conventional mediastet the agenda for the country was witnessed by one
billion Indian population over several decadesssués such as emergency excesses (1975-79) codhmitte
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by Indira Gandhi and Bofors scandal (1984-89) whinslolved Rajiv Gandhi. However, WikiLeaks,
despite its revelations being much deeper in ttminplexities and magnitude (such as stashing isSwi
banks etc), the Indian society did not take theriogsly. Even in the just concluded elections tefi
regional states (Assam, Pondicherry, West BengahillNadu and Kerala), neither the opposition her t
ruling UPA Il had any mention of the WikiLeaks cugithe election campaigns anywhere.

3.1. Did anti US-Centric WikiLeaks reveal anythirey?

Academics and media professionals like the editdihe Hinduseemed to be carried away by the simple
notion that WikiLeaks symbolized the ‘absolute ttem of expression’ and ‘the internet is becoming a
metaphor to the fourth estate’ than the conventioreia (Sifry M 2011; Leigh and Harding, 2011)ofr
the beginning of this paper, our discussion poralerer the fact that how far such encomiums on the
WikiLeaks are really based on any informed discelgliscussion that assure us that the cables ldaked
the WikiLeaks were indeed in the interest of glgbedce and order?

The world and its citizens were never unaware efepionage activities and strategies the worlatcias
indulge in for several reasons. Some of thesewakéval strategies for countries like India, Ne@hutan

and Sri Lanka as they live in the neighbourhoothath larger nations like China or militancy pervéide
nations like Bangladesh or Pakistan. But for natilike the US and the Britain, these strategies beagf

immense importance to retain their global hegemony.

The world’s conventional media had exposed enotigheoUS strategies both in terms of its hegemonic
and imperialistic pursuits/interests prior to tlmenabling of the USSR and after wards. There is ingth

new in the WikiLeaks exposure of the US which cardbscribed as a big sensation or discovery ofva ne
face that the world is unaware of the US or Brit&lor was there anything which WikiLeaks have exubs
about India or its corrupt politics that an averbg#ian was not aware of. In fact long before Wikdlks,

the conventional media exposed the large scalegion involved in Commonwealth Games recently held
in Delhi or about the massive corruption that tptdce through lobbying for telecom companies in2e
scam by the disclosure of Neera Radia tapes.

3.2. What are they (WikiLeaks) consequential?

Absolute transparency and free flow of informatibat WikiLeaks flaunts as its sole aim and objestiv
which the world mediocre academics and professsobaast of as a great step forward alone cannot,
establish the order and tranquility that the waitizenry has been looking forward to. If infornaatiflow
results in a chaos or collapse of the world orderhaps what we mean is even worse than whahavis
Further will it help the world citizenry in any wag the moot question many of us including the adiff
The Hinduis over looking. One question that stared in toai face was what was the motive behind
publishing US centric WikiLeaks? Would this bring @nd to the US hegemony in the global policing and
monitoring? But, the world is never so innocenttefse disgusting questions. A quite effective anome
would surely hasten to offer is that if the US hageay/imperialistic pursuits end, then it might he t
beginning of China’s hegemony and its global purkuhunt for its market. If not China for that reat
some other nation like Japan or Germany would foskard. So, the anti-US sentiment of WikiLeaks
might not be of much consequence to the world dialenow at least.

The matter of fact that everyone has to ponder mvehether the ‘free information flow’ has the gotial

to change the global order or ability to set amageso drastically different from what it is now by
generating an anti US attitude homogeneously athasglobe. Every government in the world will run
with certain amount of privacy and secrecy concggritis own national policies/people safety. Leakoug
such documents might put every country’s safefgdapardy and tilts its delicate balances in theoreg

Due to WikiLeaks, a government which is alreadynen@ble to an attack from its neighbours may be put
to further risk of escalations of tensions/morei@sgge both from within and out or may face ecormmi
and otherwise sanctions. How far WikiLeaks helpsc&ing such imbalances that creep into the world
order due to its publications?
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Especially a country like India facing a numbettokats both from Pakistan, Bangladesh and Chinlico
hardly ignore national interests. It might as viegi/e its own espionage links with some officials in
Pakistan, Bangladesh and China. By leaking out docliments, is WikiLeaks doing a good service to
India and its people?—is a moot question for allgf Another question that haunts all of us is fevthe
drafts done by the US embassy officials are objectt is difficult to assume that the US is
biased/hegemonic but its officials are sacred dneotive. There is every reason to believe thattides
which the US officials send to the White house framy country might be subjective, doctored and ey
equally biased in keeping with the thinking at Whitehouse.

It is this which had been reflected in the politidescourse resorted to both by the Prime Minisied
Finance Minister to defend the actions of the UPanid UPA | in various deals including ‘cash forte/o
or signing a nuclear deal against India’s own ieg&s with the US. Even the Indian opposition viites
same with regard to the ‘objectivity’ of the Wikialks.There is no way the WikiLeaks could over
come/confront this counter of political discourkiés at this crucial failure of the WikiLeaks thiaidia
succeeded in overcoming the sensation and hypé/ikieeaks created in the sub-continent. If WikiLsak
is a failure both in India and in the US equalhg two important democracies in the world, its gssc
elsewhere may not be solely due to the WikiLeaksistrdue to the free information flow. One has to
examine other reasons for the revolutions that wtreessed in Tunisia, Egypt, etc. We are not ivetli to
give credits to WikiLeaks for the success of pubdibellions in Egypt and Tunisia. Stolberg tratiesl
success of the Egyptian revolution to a face beeblution created by Gene Sharp from U84 Hindy
Feb 18, 2011). The exact reasons for these régnfuhave to be studied in the context of ethndgrapd
anthropological positshftp://mediasocialchange.net/2011/05/03/egypts+@x@amtal-moment-contingent-
thoughts-on-media-and-social-changad personal communication between Mark Allen iBeteand the
author on May 3, 2011).

As Micha Sifry (2011) pointed out that the goodchthivith the WikiLeaks is that it does not add oduwiet
anything from the free information flow it doesthe form of leaking of the US cables in originalc8 a
free flow of information might serve no purpose.

4. Conclusions

A critical examination of WikiLeaks in the conteottIndia has revealed nothing very useful and
purposeful, though new, for a nation or its citigeor for that matter for the entire world. Reveaglithe
US strategies and its espionage activities amanglied nations, its hegemonic policies and itspit of
global policing, etc are not adding any thing newvhat the conventional media had meticulously
achieved so far by contributing investigative repam its own way to enhance the global citizen’s
knowledge of the world affairs. Nor did the Wikillesabring any new glory to the ability of Internetdct
as a world champion of freedom of expression. Teedom of expression gained in the countries like
Egypt and Tunisia, and the revolutions some Afriaad Middle East countries are facing from their
citizenry were not apparently because of WikiLeaks.

Lack of objectivity in the US cables, which Wikillsapublished as ‘sensational flow of informaticexdids
little to the discourse of objectivity that the dnfnation flow should reflect. Further the motiveshind
leaking the US cables against India or its alliailans or against India and its neighbours onlygssgthat
WikiLeaks is looking for a global disorder or chaather a new means of global order. Further @rgos
the dubious faces of Indian politicians, a factathis known to every Indian, however illiterate one
maybe, has taken away the little enthusiasm thegresl in initially with the WikiLeaks for people dpen
sceptical about the purpose of the WikiLeaks.

The content analysis of WikiLeaks published'ime Hindu(15 March-30 April 2011pnly revealed that
Indian political establishment successfully mansedwthe ripples the WikiLeaks initially createdliia
for the simple reasons that the US cables themseoeot confirm either the US government positon
the Indian government position on the issues théesaeported. Except creating a short term distuch
among Indian populace and its political leaders,mmach has been the outcome of the WikiLeaks
published inThe Hinduso far. The embarrassment not withstanding, peafpiedia represented by its
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political leadership began to look at the WikiLealssa destructive force operating in the guiseeddom
of expression. Given some sensational stories dia’sdelicate relationships with its neighbourstsas

Sri Lanka, Pakistan, China and Nepal, the intestimiiWikiLeaks have become all the more threateting
destabilize India or this region of Asia. Thereftite authors of this paper are not in a positioagee

with the Editorial ofThe Hinduthat WikiLeaks championed the cause of freedomxpfession through the
Internet as much as the Facebook, or Twitter aeldévdependently in Libya, Tunisia, Egypt, etc. To
equate both of these at the level of Internet platform may be a homological outlook but analotjjci&
fails to stand the course.

Until the motives of such information flow and #surces of funding become clearer to the worlaeitry,
the WikiLeaks is not going to form a useful or ppspful dominant discourse of freedom of expression
agenda setting that a conventional media perfortihealevel of ‘public sphere’.
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Table 1. WikiLeaks on India with tie-up witfhe Hindu(March 2011 to April 2011)

April 2011

March 2011 Sun | Mon | Tue | Wed | Thu |Fri

Hi

Notes: [ starting date of The Hingltie-up with WikiLeaks
------ days on which articles or nesvsWikileaks appeared on the newspaper pages.

Sun | Mon | Tue | Wed | Thu |Fri | Sat
1 2 3 (4|5

6 7 |8 9 (10 |11)12

19

24 | 25 | 26
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Table 2. Distribution of WikiLeaks on India in tpages offhe Hindu
Sl Month No. Of No. Of No. of Op-Ed No. of No. of No. Of
no. articles Editorials page articles Edit Front items
page page in news
articles | coverage pages
March 128 0 71 6 22 29
April 40 2 33 0 3 2
Total 168 104 6 25 31

Table 3a: Inter-Coder Reliability of CategorizatioinwikiLeaks Content based on Response of Pdlitica
Establishment in India

Total Percentage | Scott’s Cohen’s | Standard | Standard | Coefficient | Coefficient
content | Agreement | pi kappa Deviation | Deviation | of of
(PAy) for Coder | for Coder | Variation Variation
A B for Coder for Coder
A (V1) B (V2)
168 .738 A7 31.016 | 29.87 55.38 53.33
M=56 M=56

Table 3b: Categorization of WikiLeaks Content basedResponse of Political Establishment in India

S.No. Categories Categories Categories Categories Total
I I 11 that both
(eliciting serious | (eliciting (eliciting low | coders failed
response) Moderate or nil to agree upon
As agreed response) response)
between two As agreed As agreed
coders between two between two
coders coders
1. 12 22 99 35 168
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Table 3c: Categorization based on the SubjecteofifikiLeaks with Reference to India

www.iiste.org

(10|

i’

S.No. | Diplomatic Military Defence Business Corruption Others Total
1. 59 7 6 7 22 33 134
Table 3d: Categorization based on the Country alisdn the WikiLeaks
S.No.| Countries | Diplomatic | Military |Defence | Business| Corruption | Others | Total
of Focus in
WikiLeaks
1 Iran -- -- -- 1 -- -- 1
2. Nepal 2 -- -- -- - 2
3. Sri Lanka 1 2 -- - - -- 3
4. West Asia | 1 - - -- 1
5. us 7 1 - - 8
6. Pakistan 3 1 -- - 4
7. Italy 1 - - - - - 1
8 Bangladesh| 2 — e 1 3
9. Israel
10. Vatican 5 5
11. Saudi 1 - 1
Arabia
12. Australia 1 -- - 1
13. Turkey 1 1
14. | UK -- 1 1
15. Russia -- - 1 1
Total 26 - 1 - 2
34
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Table 4.'Top ten English News papers in India (These areealiiership figures (in lakhs) and not
circulation numbers).

TOP 10 ENGLISH DAILIES

Rank Newspaper IRS 2009 R2 IRS 2010 Q1
1 The Times Of India 71.42 70.35
2 Hindustan Times 33.47 34.67
3 The Hindu 21.69 21.59
4 The Telegraph 115 12.04
5 Deccan Chronicle 11.52 11.24
6 Mumbai Mirror 8.1 8.31

7 The Economic Times  7.57 7.6

8 Daily News & Analysis 7.36 7.17

9 The Tribune 5.96 6

10 The New Indian Expre&s63 5.37

(All figures are in lakhs; IRS 2009 R2: IRS 200u/b2; IRS 2010 Q1: IRS 2010 Quarter 1)
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