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A proposition



Assange arrest
? To what lengths should one go to ensure people’s right to information?/Should freedom of
information be enforced by whatever means necessary?

1. Exposing scandals

– Whistleblowing is increasingly protected by the law (cf 1989 Whistleblower
Protection Act for federal employees in the US, 1998 Public Interest Disclosure Act
against firing for blowing the whistle in the UK, new regulations voted in Europe in 
April 2019) → legal channels

– BUT NDAs still a problem despite the aforementioned laws (still used to silence 
employees ready to blow the whistle as in UK universities)

– Some hiccoughs:

■ hard for some whistleblowers to be recognized as such (in 2009, reported that only 21% 
of the 1,800 whistleblowing cases reported had a favourable outcome for the
whistleblower bec. lack of resources to investigate the claim) 

■ some sectors like national security are in a grey zone.

Transition: Is going against the rules always necessary?

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Public_Interest_Disclosure_Act_1998
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/news/fr/press-room/20190410IPR37529/protection-des-lanceurs-d-alerte-nouvelles-regles-adoptees-a-l-echelle-de-l-ue
https://www.bbc.com/news/education-47936662
https://edlabor.house.gov/media/press-releases/gao-nations-whistleblower-laws-inadequately-enforced-needs-additional-resources


2. By whatever means necessary?

– Going against the rules is sometimes necessary to force gvts to acknowledge 

their mistakes – cf national security w/ Snowden and PRISM (was an illegal 

governmental program)

– Hard for an individual to know what should be disclosed + clash with the 4th

Amdt in the US (recognition of American’s right to privacy)

– If take to the Internet, risk of suffering from its profusion of information:

■ How can citizens know what is true and what is not (cf fake news + conspiracy 

theories)?

■ How to ensure that one’s voice is not drowned out by trolls?

Transition: how can these caveats be avoided and the situation be improved?



3. How could the situation be improved?

– Educating people is necessary – need to know what is true (cf websites like 

Factitious which help people recognize fake news)

– Getting the press involved can be a safety mechanism both in terms of 

legitimacy and of protection of the whistleblower: 

■ Resources used to check if the information is true

■ Legitimacy of the newspaper extended to the revelation (cf Watergate, Pentagon 

Papers, Mediapart)



■ Conclusion

– Right to information all the more necessary since governments are not always  

exemplary.

– Concerns at a time when the legitimacy and reliability of the press is 

increasingly questioned by politicians themselves + press can be silenced by 

NDAs (cf Daily Telegraph silenced by an injunction not to release information 

obtained by a leading businessman part of a MeToo scandal in October 2018)

https://www.bbc.com/news/av/uk-45970306/are-non-disclosure-agreements-being-abused
https://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/2018/10/23/british-metoo-scandal-cannot-revealed/

