[bookmark: _GoBack]If it's true that liberty is the right to tell the people what they do not want to hear then how is this shown in 1984 and is this true/relevant today?

	George Orwell famously stated that 'if liberty means anything at all, it means the right to tell people what they do not want to hear'. Do we have this same type of liberty in our modern society, or are we closer to the Orwellian methods of control that can be seen in 1984? Over the past few decades, we have seen the rise in easy access to information, followed by the continually growing problem of disinformation or 'alternative facts'. At the same time, there has been an increase in populism and nationalism, as states retreat into isolationist cocoons. Throughout 1984 we see the Party and Big Brother using many methods of control on the citizens of Oceania, including brainwashing, propaganda and the use of language. There have been many parallels between the Party's propaganda techniques and modern-day echo chambers in our current society. Do we genuinely have the 'liberty' which we claim to uphold in our contemporary Western values, or have we sunk into a mass of 'proles', all following the same opinion, controlled by gang mentality? With the growing rise of organisations such as Cambridge Analytica (who claim to have 5,000 data points on every US citizen) are we truly still living in an age where we have individual freedom or privacy or are we blindly floating into an era where even our very thought is controlled? After all, if we don't truly have liberty, we don't truly have individuality.

             In 1984 propaganda and the news are tightly controlled by the Party and the ministry of truth (where our protagonist Winston lives). The telescreens are used as the main method to spread Party information (or propaganda). In this dystopian society, telescreens were the only form of access to information by regular citizens, unlike our current age. All-day they released announcements that would be blindly believed by the Proles and members of the Party, relating to victories in the war, industrial production and the strength of the Party. From birth to death, the only way of a typical citizen would receive any information was through identical small black boxes in every house. In this society, it will not matter what the truth is because reality is prescribed by the Party, and if all citizens believe it, having no other alternative source of information, it becomes the truth. It has been said that 'knowledge is power', but in 1984 the power lies in the hand(s) of those who create the knowledge. However, today's regimes or societies don't force people to believe that black is white or that industrial production is at 1,000 per cent but guide the masses to think more' medium-sized lies'. Perhaps the greatest example of this in current times is Vladislav Surkov, former PR director and Putin's media mastermind. He is credited to be the man that controls 'the very language and categories the country thinks and feels in'. The title of Pomeranstev's book about him is called Nothing is True and Everything is Possible, bringing Orwellian chills down the back of anyone's necks. His method of control, similar to the Party's, is through a kind of patriotic love and illusions, instead of fear. He has become a pioneer of post-truth politics, creating a destabilising fog of lies (which draw obvious parallels with the parties telescreen announcements and their involvement in the war) and hoaxes and contradictions (which draws a more disturbing parallel with Goldstein's book). The same type of control can also be seen in a country that once viewed themselves as, and perhaps still ironically does, the leader of the 'free' world. The very word 'free' is contradicted by the actions of a president who draws surprising parallels with the Party. In America's current society, it can be hard to view reality beyond the distortions caused by a polarised society. We have a president who will state something (e.g. the coronavirus is a hoax, disinfectant is a cure) and then contradict himself many times (by stating he didn't say it at all, then declaring that he said it sarcastically, then saying it was actually a question…). Could a parallel be drawn between this and way the Party controls the past through editing newspapers or announcements or is this merely a case of a large number of gullible idiots blindly following a man's word? Is this matrix of alternate realties simply caused by a powerful idiot who has a disciple-like following or is a government really attempting to change the past as they control the future? If we do believe that liberty is the right to tell people what they do not want to know then have we lost our liberty to governments that spin webs of propaganda daily or have we simply lost our own individuality and made ourselves even more susceptible to the rise of disinformation, created by ordinary people but spread in extraordinary ways.             
             In 1984 the Party attempted not only to control the actions of people but mainly their individual thoughts – they element of us that makes us human. The sinister 'thought police' are feared by all members of society, as even people in their sleep are judged and watched (along with every action in the day). At the beginning of the book Winston, Julia and Obrien (along with many other members of the Party participate in the 'Two Minute Hate'. This wave of electrifying fear and patriotism, along with the inability to not become angry (either with or against the Party). This is reminiscent of the echo chambers we can see forming on media sites such as Twitter or other forums where opinions and people are radicalised and polarised in a whirlwind of hate and division. It is not only on the internet that we see this kind of behaviour. It is hard to watch Donal Trump whipping up support in his rallies with cries of 'Lock Her Up' without being reminded of Hate Week and the Two Minute Hate. Both of these echo chambers of hate allow individuals to self-enforce only the opinions they want to hear until beliefs a perfectly rational person would believe to be ridiculous are ingrained into their minds, and the opinions they do not want to hear are ridiculed and denied. This modern-day similarity can be perfectly summarised with Orwell's own description of the Party mindset: 'a continuous frenzy of hatred of foreign enemies and internal traitors, triumph over victories, and self-abasement before the power and wisdom of the Party [or in this case leaders like Trump]. Trump's slogan 'Make America Great Again' even calls to mind Orwell's reference to 'one hundred per cent Americanism' while the Washington Post calculated that Trump had made over 9,000 claims in his first 773 days in office. However, in our current society, a far more developed way of controlling the thoughts of citizens have developed in the form of harvesting data. Unlike Orwell believed it had been businesses at the forefront of this exploitation (but note that the central idea of liberty being removed remains the same). In 2016 Cambridge Analytica claimed to have over 5,000 data points on every single American. This harvesting of personal data allowed adverts to be delivered to thousands of citizens, enforcing a singular view in very much the same way the parties propaganda or echo chambers do. The Internet Research Agency, a Russian troll firm using this data, flooded social media with news stories designed to generate confusion, cynicism and division. A popular meme from the agency reads: 'The People Believe What the Media Tell Them: George Orwell'. Orwell never said this as the term media wasn't popularised until long after his death. The irony of these Russian propagandists inventing phrases Orwell said to hijack his prestige as a truth-teller to erode faith in journalism is utterly breath-taking. Many of these methods used to control the public in modern times draw frightening parallels to George Orwell's 1984, demonstrating the very way thought is controlled to erode liberty and remove the right to tell people what they do not want to hear.

             Finally, in 1984, newspeak (the official language of Oceania) is used to control the thoughts and dialogue of the citizens. In the appendix of 1984, it states that the number regular nouns and verbs were 'extremely small while meanings were far more rigidly defined' while 'countless other words such as honour, justice, morality, internationalism, democracy, science and religion had simply ceased to exist'. This shows how the Party intended to remove these ideas and concept by simply removing the word that defines them, thereby removing the word from the average citizens' dialogue and, eventually, the idea from their mind. This removes the right of the citizen to think what they [or the Party] may not want [them] to know. This is the one method of removal of liberty which has not been mirrored to anywhere near the same extent. While politicians often prefer catchy phrases or buzz words to informative language (e.g. Do Nothing Democrats and Make America Great Again), they have not managed to alter the very way we think. On the other hand, to quote Orwell's newspeak, doublethink has been embraced by much of our current society for their own political purpose (such as the President's simultaneous dislike of the WHO and appraisal of China's transparency). Although in many ways Orwell's 1984 has translated into truth in our current society we have not yet reached an age where our thoughts are being controlled by the narrowing of a language, allowing the liberty of our minds to be disrupted by the very words we use.

In conclusion, I believe that it can be seen that we are losing the right to be told what we don't want to know through a web of echo-chambers, polarisation, data collection and powerful governments. However, I do not believe that we have yet reached the level of control and absolute loss of liberty that can be seen in 1984 as language is not being used to control our thoughts and because our current society often becomes polarised into two divisions, instead of being brainwashed into one common view. In the coming months, it will be interesting to see how governments respond after this pandemic as 'Big Government' (an increase in the government's power and control) has become the most popular method of response. Will governments relinquish this extra power they have awarded themselves or use to gain a greater foothold in all our lives and slowly eat away at our persona freedom, feeding us only information that we want to hear. Though Orwell's prediction of this society occurring in 1984 may be wrong, we may be slowly creeping to a world where a boot will stomp on the human face forever. After all, in this world of distractions and dopamine, the slow march towards a 1984 of our very own and the eradication of our liberty may not be noticed at all.

