ENGLISH: L/FE OF GALILEO

‘Conflicts from history teach us a lot about ourself and the world around us’

Statement of Explanation:

This is a hybrid between a persuasive and imaginary piece, written in the form of the transcript of an
online video. Adopting the persona of Edward Snowden, recent American whistleblower who
revealed the extent of intelligence agencies’, in particular NSA'’s, spying operations conducted on
civilians. This is an imaginary video taken by Snowden in Hong Kong a few days after the leaks,
responding to some of the criticism he has received. The aim of the video is thus to encourage
people to see that his intentions were pure in leaking the NSA records. As a result it seeks to get
viewers to see what he is fighting for, so they can join him. It is aimed at average western audiences
around the world (general public) interested in the leaks by Snowden, but not necessarily in full
support of his actions. Drawing upon the ideas of Life of Galileo, the piece explores how prior
personal conflicts can influence our decisions as they tell us about what we may value more in a
situation. Other’s conflicts, such as the fights led by scientists that came before Galileo (e.g.
Copernicus and Giordano Bruno) can tell us about society’s makeup, in terms of authority and the
public and can, again tell us what we may value, in terms of how we see the things they achieved.
In looking at their battles critically, we can, rather than be discouraged, be compelled to act in a way
that may avoid the same situation. In the fictional play, Life of Galileo, Galileo chose to look for proof
for his theories. The way we look at these conflicts is up to us, and whether we see the good or bad
is an indication of what we value most. The video transcript also suggests that history repeats itself,
as we forget to apply the lessons of the past. Sometimes, also, we take lessons to far in the
opposite direction, forgetting balance. This is similar to how Brecht suggests that freedom of
research in science may have gone too far, losing a sense of moderation and responsibility. The
views of Snowden expressed here are inspired from interviews he had with The Guardian in the
USA and also from articles published both in Australia and America. | use quotes from these
resources as well as the play. | use repetition and questions, to encourage readers to questions
what they know of this issue. There are strong appeals to security and justice throughout, especially
coupled with a sense of responsibility at the end, aiming to, having somewhat established that
Snowden’s personal motivations are good, encourage viewers to at least consider joining Snowden
in his fight against control of governments. The use of examples and analogies, such as the men
building, which is also used in Life of Galileo, provides evidence for Snowden’s views and tries to
make his views clearly. The tone is varied throughout with use of sarcasm and although using
sophisticated language, remains accessible fitting with this medium of communication (the web).
The piece ends, with Snowden aligning himself, just as he does at the beginning with the rest of the
public, so they view him as acting in their interests.

| am not a hero. But | am not a traitor.

I'm Edward Snowden, the man responsible for leaking several government facilitated mass
surveillance programs to the press. In doing this, | do not consider myself to be a hero. | do not
consider myself to be extraordinary. | am just an average man speaking out against what he
believes is wrong - the breach of inviolable constitutional and private rights of Americans and
international citizens alike.

Many people have suggested, however, that | exposed this information with malicious intent. This
accusation is apparently strengthened by the fact that many other employees of the NSA in
branches across the United States have not gone to the lengths | have to tell the truth about these
operations. There is one simple response to this. Anyone who leaks such records risks everything.
Their job, their home, their security and their family. So, even though employees, such as myself,
see disturbing illegal activity taking place every day that goes against one’s core values such as the
need for transparency and respect of personal privacy, the consequences of speaking up restrains
us from acting. An inner conflict, almost, begins. You say, | could help stop this, that's what my
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conscience is telling me, but what about all the things | would lose? For most, after experiencing
these feelings of guilt and unease for a while, they decide to lock these feelings away so they can
literally get on with the job. When the pressure gets too great again, they look back to these times
when they questioned the NSA and intelligence operations. | can’t go through that again, | know
what’s more important to me, they think. And so the feelings of doubt are pushed aside. I, however
could not live with the fact that this is the world | helped create. For me, looking back on those times
of extreme guilt and then the times of anger when people around me carried on as if this was the
norm, drove me to do something about the situation. My personal conflict told me that | valued
transparency and ethical governing over my pay check. And so, | came to the realisation that the
validity of the surveillance operations ‘need[ed] to be determined by the public, not by somebody
who was simply hired by the government.’

But, know, that this was not a decision | took in the spur of the moment. The awareness of
wrongdoing was building up inside me since well before the election of Obama in 2008. What
perhaps indicated to me that something needed to be done, despite my own experiences with the
various technologies used by the intelligence agencies, were the reactions of the public, the
government and indeed myself to NSA whistleblowers who came before me. Namely, Thomas
Drake, William Binney and Russel Rice. Drake and Binney’s concerns were raised in 2003,
regarding not only privacy violations but the wastage of millions of dollars of taxpayers’ money over,
unethical and unfruitful technologies. Their opposition to the Trailblazer, a recently introduced
software at the time was received by the government, as expected, not too well. Drake was charged
with espionage and Rice, taken to court numerous times after having FBI guns held to his head
while he was in his home. These actions would suggest to anyone that the government, in our times
is doing anything in its power to ‘ensure that people who have witnessed criminal action being
committed by the government are intimidated into remaining silent.” How can anyone sit idly by and
let this situation escalate? | certainly couldn’t.

On top of this, despite these men’s worrying claims, the public, around the world remained largely
apathetic, with congress being highly critical of their actions, marking them, as they have me, as
traitors. We can’t be blamed on this ignorance. | mean who wants to know that the body that is
supposed to protect them from harm is going against not only their rights, but international rights?
Our own standoffish demeanour in the face of claims with such large gravity, led me to believe that
we needed hard evidence. Because it became clear that ‘the only truth that gets through will be
what we force through.’ | didn’t want to believe that our own self interest and fear of being guilty by
association stopped us from standing up alongside them, because then the government would have
succeeded in silencing the masses. So, many years later on, | focused on why Drake, Rice and
Binney didn’t achieve exactly what they set out to, gave my insight into what to do differently this
time- armed with the knowledge of society and how it would react.

My personal, internal reaction to these men and what they fought for, also helps quell, still, some of
my insecurities. Despite the negative publicity and denunciation by government officials they were
attacked with, | see their actions as in the right. These feelings, confirm that | value transparency
over personal security. And yes, perhaps | chose to ignore the extreme consequences that all of
these men faced as a result of their conflict. But to me taking the perspective that their battles were
one step towards the quest for truth and transparency in our security systems, rather than the
perspective that them going against the authority wasn’t worth it, was the right interpretation to take.
It may be different to what you think or what your neighbour thinks, but | hold the opinion that events
in the past like Drake and Rice’s battle, shouldn’t paralyze us, shouldn’t impinge us from acting on
our instinct. If we never dared to try again, because someone who tried before us had a hard time,
we would never come close to getting anywhere. So | dared to try again. And, all of us, no matter
what country we live in, no matter how far we have come along the path to stopping oppression and
censorship in the press, need to keep trying. We need to not be discouraged.

However, in the past few days many people have asked us, why does it matter. So what that if the

government are looking into our past, tracking our phone records. Surveillance is a useful tool and
has been used for nearly a century. That’s true. | would concur to the fact that surveillance is a
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useful tool and has been around for a long time. | would not however suggest that the fact that it is
helpful and has been used in the past means we need to take these technologies to such extremes.
Look at it this way. America adopted surveillance in 1947 with the establishment of the CIA. In an
attempt to prevent the disruption of democratic society by the Soviet Union, they took to extreme
methods. 20, 30 years on, on the other side of the war, congress members and people around the
world, looked at this time in history and at some of the things that were said to go on behind closed
curtains with disbelief and indeed, disapprobation. Never again would we see the international
community engage in such extremes, was what people maintained. However, suddenly 9/11 occurs
and all is forgotten. Fuelled by fear, they commit the same mistake. History repeating itself. Why?
The objectivity that they had earlier when looking at the past conflict of the mid 1900s and how we
dealt with it was now lost. Now, it was personal. Lives were at threat.

And so they started selectively picking at the past, raking their hands through events and times to
finally fall upon those which, when taken in isolation, ‘suit’[ed] their ‘book[s]’. Pretty pleased and
confident of themselves, these congress members and NSA operators fell on the choosing of
surveillance in 1947 and the September 11 attacks that apparently could have been avoided
through thorough surveillance. They said -We've done it before. We suffered when we didn’t. So
let's do it now. Logic? Apparently. What they failed to do was to consider the years of doubt and
bipartisan uncertainty expressed about the technologies. What they failed to do was to apply the
fact that surveillance is necessary to the security of the nation, critically to the present. What they
failed to do was apply the lesson that surveillance is necessary to the security of the nation in
moderation. Feeding off an outdated sense of paranoia and misjudgment, we are taking these
technologies to far to overcorrect perceived mistakes we may have made in the past. We need to
understand that battles we have fought in the past cannot tell us everything about the times we live
in today. Then, a different code of ethics may have applied, the need for intelligence may have been
greater, the priorities of each of our nations may have been different. So, what we need to do, as an
international community is to be open to new methods of achieving similar goals. After all, men can
continue to lug around blocks of stone on their backs to build stone artistry, refusing to develop a
more advanced pulley system, and achieve the same goal. But it will take longer, it will hurt more
people, and it will cost more money. There comes a time when we have to say ‘the old days are
over and this is a new time’.

So, finally, before signing off for perhaps the last time, | would like to say this. Learn from the
moments of doubt you have experienced in the past, and take heed and inspiration from those that
have come before. But do not let history repeat itself. We can do something different this time to
make it work. | hope, that we stay ‘willing to take the risks to stand up and fight to change things. To
force’ our ‘representatives to actually take a stand in’ our ‘interests.’ | hope that we can, in fact,
stand together, learn from the past and stop extending the ‘capabilities of this architecture of
oppression.’

And before you hastily try to push this all aside by labelling this video as having been created with
malicious intent, ask yourselves this, ‘if you were in my position.” If ‘you live[d] a privileged life
making a tonne of money in paradise, what would it take to leave everything behind?’

I’'m Edward Snowden. | am not a hero. | am not extraordinary. | am just an average man speaking
out against what he believes is wrong.
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