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security becomes only local and regional roots can p:ovide for the individual'.. 
One reason for this is certainly the fact that human bemgs are not plannmg the1r 
lives or even see their whole lives determined exclusively by cost-benefit equa­
tions9. A second factor is that participation and control ask for some familiarity 
with a territorial dimension of one's existence which is necessarily smaller than 
the world. 
lt is ther�fore more plausible to assume that the new technologies will just as was 
also the case with the invention of printing, for example, become embedded into 
regional societies. This is more than a simple addition. lt would be mislea�ing 
either to separate technological from social change or to argue that technolog1cal 
change will only affect the life of a few specialists. A regional society will have 
to ask what the new technologies mean a) for regional employment and the 
organisation of work; b) regional economic competitiveness; c) the ecol?gical 
balance in a region and d) for democratic participation and the safeguardmg of 
privacy rights. Tue Committee of the Regions supports in this contex1 the 
Commission's idea to initiate research which evaluates the impact of the new 
technologies on 'social, economic and regional cohesion' 10

• 

Tue fact that regions in the mind of people and as administrative units will 
survive in a world-wide Information Society makes it essential for every region to 
shoulder this new responsibility. This can be done either by responding to outside 
·pressures 11

, by developing genuine regional programmes, or by a combination of 
both strategies. What remains crucial is that seen from this angle the future of the 
regional Information Society is neither the product of a purely economic nor a 
technological logic, but that there are political options for its shape between 
which regional societies and govemments can choose. 
Choice is to be understood, however, in a fairly broad sense here. Regional 
societies may be able to choose how to change their administrative routines or 
how to integrate modern media into school curricula. In some areas the choice 
they can make is, however, at best an indirect one. If firms decide to opt for a 
more flexible organisation oftheir work, ifthey need better educated workers, or 
if they separate their head office from production (which may be now in the 
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individual household or abroad) regional administrations have to ask themselves 
whether their infrastructure is still tailored to meet the public demand resulting 
from industry's restructuring. 

III. Are the promises of the Information Society socially accept­

able?

A recurring topic ofthe many papers produced on the Information Society is that 
an essential precondition for political activism which tries to steer the develop­
ment of the Information Society is that as a first step its visions have to find a 
much greater degree of acceptance in societies. The Forum Information Society 
told the Commission: 

'Neither our people nor our institutions nor most of our companies 
are really prepared for the new technologies. For as lang as its 
lasts, this state of unreadiness will be a serious handicar on 
Europe's capacity to gain the potential benefits they offer ... '. 1 

One precondition for this kind of precondition is information on the Information 
Society. Only infonnation will create understanding and a realistic approach of 
the individual with regard to the dangers and advantages of the Information 
Society project. So far, fears are plentiful, and there is the feeling that it is a 
revolution organised from above13 and engineered by hidden forces 14

. The fact 
that regional governments have.been slower to produce their own initiatives than 
international organisations may have contributed to this impression. What is more 
important, however, is that research on technological progress has been given 
priority over research on the social needs for the new technology and the groups 
in society which may be the customers. 
For the regional dimension of the Information Society this means that what is 
needed is a regional dialogue on the changes ahead. How far this is developed is 
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'Schließlich besteht ein von Politikern, Wissenschaftlern und Industrie häufig 
übersehenes gesellschaftliches Akzeptanzproblem hinsichtlich der Informationsgesell­
schaft.' Monika Wulf-Mathies: 'Europa und die globale Informationsgesellschaft'.
Speech at the Wissenschaftszentrum Berlin (WZB). Berlin 1996, p. 4. 




































