
theconceptsofnetwork,networkingness,connectivity, and thenet-
worksocietyarenowadaysfrequentlyinvokedinalternativetheoreti-
calapproaches.1 itseemsadifficulttasktooutlineaprecisetheoreti-
cal horizon that could provide indisputable epistemological tools to
breakthecivilizationalcodebelongingtothenetworkorder.theoper-
ationalfieldofthenetworksocietyisverybroadanddifficulttooper-
ationalize,especiallyinthesocialsciences.informationandcommu-
nicationtechnologydoesinvadethehumanbody,notonlyinremote-
ly steered spaces.contemporary societieshavebeen turning into an
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interactivenetofrelationsreenactedinhybridrealities.theprocessof
networkingisdefinedinuniversalterms.2 Networkingisbecominga
characteristic feature of modern civilization, whose distinguishing
markistheindisputableandmultidimensionalinterconnectionofthe
social and technologicalworlds.thegreatest visionaries of the past
decadebelievedinthepowerofinformationandcommunicationtech-
nologies,aswellassocialnetworks.thepracticalimplicationsandthe
theoreticalconsequencesofthescenariosgroundedinthatbeliefwas
theambitionofcreatingasustainableandinterconnectedsocietydri-
venbytechnologicalinnovation.

rapidtechnologicaldevelopmenthasalsoledtothewidespreadfear
oflosingcontroloverstructuresresponsibleformaintainingsocialorder
ornaturalorderofsocieties.3 Disruptionofthelongueduréestructures,
axiologicalmicro-revolutions,theincreasedimportanceoftechnological
principlesinsociallife,thecollapseofpreviouslyrecognizedauthorities
andhierarchiesarebutafewconsequencesofthenetworkrevolution.
thereloomsathreatoftheonsetofamega-cyberpanopticon.4Assessing
thepositivesandnegativesofthefuturedevelopmentofnetworktech-
nologiesentailsmethodologicalconfusion.thesemantickeytounder-
standingongoingsocialtransformationsseemstobethenotionofmul-
tifacetedpowerrelations,whichtakedifferentforms:social,economic,
political, cultural, ecological, and axiological.the concept appears to
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playaspecialroleindisenchantingtechnicallymediatedandcontrolled
transformations.5 thisthreadofproblematicissuesisalsocontroversial
asitreferstothemostelusiveandimmeasurableplaneofstudyinginflu-
ences,pressures,domination,surveillanceandcontrol.6 Socialanalysis
doesnothaveadequatetoolsforcognitivecontrolofthesphereoffeed-
backbetweennon-materialpowers,whichareraisedbyintuitiveargu-
mentationtotheroleoffactorsandproductsofsocialchange.

Questionsariseabouttheroleofthehumanisticelementinthenet-
worksocietyandthepoweroftheimpactofthetechnicalizedstructures
onthesocialworld.Whatpotentialdoesthenetworkhold?Howdocer-
tain power relations emerge and disappear in a network society?
Findingtheanswersisoffundamentalimportance,asitshouldfacili-
tatetheunmaskingofkeynetworkedpowerfieldsaffectingimportant
civilizationalprocessesrelatedtotheproductionoftechnologicaland
socialrules,socialpatterns,institutionalizationofcertainstandardsand
procedures of action, and areas of inclusion and exclusion from the
dominantnetworkedorder.Understanding theessenceof these trans-
formationstakingplaceundertheinfluenceofpowerfulhiddenforces
relatedtothedynamicsofthedevelopmentofnetworksocietywillalso
leadtothefoundationsoftheoverarchingconceptofnetworkingness.

Network perspective

theconceptofthenetworksociety,despiteitsnumerousweakpoints
andshortcomings,providesinterestingtoolsforanalyzingthesocial
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world.itisanexceptionallyextensivetemplateshowingtherelations
between various types of theoretic reflections. thinking about the
future requiresconstant references to thecategoriesof thepotential
forchange.JanvanDijkandManuelcastellswerethefirsttodevel-
opmethodologically coherent concepts of a new social formation.7
Manuelcastellsisbetterknownasasociologistforhisfamoustrilo-
gy on network society theory.8 His concept includes references to
technological, network, digital and media indicators intervening in
structural transformations. castells makes the case for beginning a
newhistoricalepoch,characterizedbyaspecificformofnetwork.9 A
society defined as a network canbe analyzedby two essential fea-
tures.thefirstoftheseistheabilitytoreproduceandinstitutionalize
networks.10 the second feature is its technological mediation and
dependence on the operation of network-creating technologies
appliedintheprocessofinformationandknowledgeproduction.11 in
thenetworksociety,traditionallyunderstoodcausalityandcontinuity
disappear.thegreatestvalueandatthesametimethesourceofthe
mostsignificantvaluesisthenetworkitself.Amongthemainpillars
ofthenetworksociety,castellsmentionsproduction,experienceand
power.12
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technology is the element that most strongly influences the
dynamismofgrowthandtheproductivityoftheeconomyinatranslo-
cal dimension.Network technology affects a number of elementary
processes such as temporal-spatial compression, deterritorialization,
decentralization and control, and social interactivity. the space of
flowsiscrucialforsocio-economicdevelopment.Deliberatecollective
actionwithinaspecificculturalandbiologicalframeworkcreatesnew
socialmovements (they seem tobe examplesof ideal types)which,
withinthesecondpillarofexperience,influencethetransformationof
society’s values and institutions. in the network society, there is a
transformation of power relations.13 labelling societies and setting
development trends based on the observation of trends in technical
progressisnotanovelty insocialthought.castells,however,happened
tocaptureimportantperspectivesonsocialchanges.inasense,itmust
beacknowledgedthatnoothercontemporaryperspectivereferringto
technical categories is so epistemologically extensive. considering
changeswithclassesofsubjectifiedprocesses(digitization,virtualiza-
tion,networking,hyperconnectivity)opensupspacefortheanalysisof
universal,typicallyhumanandhumanisticissues.

thechangesaccompanyingthenetworkbreakthrougharenotobvi-
ous. Formalized categorization of all intermediary variables and
assigning gradual pressure forces to themwould resemble classical
utopias.14 the network concept finds its empirical translation into a
research strategy for selected, operationalized factors of change.
therefore,limitingtheanalysistoanarbitrarilylimitedsetofrelation-
shipsbetweentheperformativepowersoftechnologyandmanoperat-
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inginthenetworkseemslegitimate.researchersdisplayasomewhat
understandable view that the freedom of access to information and
online resources is the highest benefit thatmust be defended.15 the
adoptedtheoreticalpointofviewwillbeofkeyimportanceinexpos-
ingpreviouslyundescribeddependencies.contextualreferencestothe
issues of power, control and supervision in social communities
occurredduringexploration,displayingpropertiesemphasizedinthe
concept under consideration.16 Pure determinism certainly does not
applytothenetworkanalyticalgrid.thepotentialsforchangearebuilt
intomorphology,techne beingatthesametimekeyresourcesforthe
entities involved. Network development leads to many structural,
hybrid,design,andideologicalforms.

Power relations

theeffectsof the impactexertedbystructural,communication,cul-
tural,symbolicandknowledgesystemscausechangesinthesystemof
local,regional,national,andglobalpowers.thisperspectiveisclose
totheunderstandingofpower,control,andcoercion.17 Powerismuch
lessvisibleandnotalwaysassociatedwiththeargumentofstrengthor
classicpersuasion.thesocialengineeringoftheseconnectionsismore
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subtle and focused on the symbolic transfer.18 Assigning meanings,
constructing and disseminating interpretation schemes, coding com-
munication,andproducingnewsemioticsareinseparableelementsof
the logicalmapof thenetworkworld.theconceptofpower issyn-
onymouswiththedefinitionofgovernmentandissometimestranslat-
edthroughit.thisisparticularlyvisibleinthepoliticalarena,where
oldconflictsacquirenewmeanings.theissuesofinfluenceareinvol-
untarilyshiftedtotheconsiderationsofsofterareasofimpact,which,
however,bringsevereglobalconsequences.thenetworkperspective
has set a certain trend of thinking about the power of the network,
which in practicemanifests itself differently in individual economic
systems.19 Network technologies shouldbe consideredas significant
causative factors of change in the general balance of power, which
influencethestructureofnewfieldsofgoverningresources.

theseareasofinfluencewerepreviouslyanalyzedby,amongoth-
ers,MichelFoucault.20 theauthordidnotformulateasystematicthe-
oryofpower,buthediddescribeitsessentialmechanisms.Strategic
knowledgeaboutselectedfieldsofpowerwillhaveamorerelational
andinterpretativecharacterinthisconcept.21 therearevariouskinds
of forces in social relations.they result innarrativeand ideological
social conflicts.therefore,power isnot axiologicallyneutral.these
explorationsallowforexposingthecivilizationforceswhichdestabi-
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lize the existing social order, leading to its change.Social networks
andtiesshouldbetreatedasspecialcasesofpowerfields.22 invisible
forcesmaybe revealed in theprocessofdeconstructing theseareas.
thesubjectsandactorsofinfluencearenotonlypeople,butalsothe
products of their activities. the area of knowledge is an intriguing
example.23 if rationality is treatedasaproductof thedominationof
certainpowerstructures,powerrelationswillbecomebothapowerful
sourceandacontrollableneteffect.theaccusationoftyrannyagainst
globaldiscoursesalsoaffectstechnicizedspaces.

thisrelationaldimensionofpowerandthemannersofitsoperation
seem to prove themselves especially in the network model.
interpreting theprocessofdefiningsocial realitiesasanexampleof
dominationmanifestingthemselveswithdifferentstrengthsappearsin
manystudies.24 Socialrelationsareincreasinglyoftencitedasexam-
ples of new laboratories for the causative forces of change. their
omnipresenceandmultifacetednaturecausethispowertoacquirethe
features of heterogeneity.the synaptic regime of the new power is
maximized in fluid structures. How can this area of influence be
explored?An analysis of specific social practices should reveal the
processofgeneratingpowerrelationsinnetworks.treatingpoweras
adependencyisofkeymethodologicalimportancebecauseitallows
forassuming the importanceof thepositionoccupiedbyactors ina

432

22 Jan van Dijk, The Deepening Divide: Inequality in the Information Society
(london–NewDelhi2005).

23 Manuel castells, Networks of Outrage and Hope. Social Movements in the
Internet Age (Polity Press:cambridgeMA2012 b);Andrewchadwick,The Hybrid
Media System. Politics and Power (Oxford2013).

24Włodzimierzchojnacki, “elitypolitycznewperspektywie logosu, etosu i pro-
fesjonalizacji,” [Politicalelites in theperspectiveof logos,ethosandprofessionaliza-
tion]Transformacje [transformations]no.1,vol.108(2021):116–137;PavolDancák,
“theFundamentalissueineducationandtheProblemofresponsibility,”Journal of
Critical Realism (2021).

Alina Betlej



particularbalanceofpower.thekeymechanismofthepowerofrela-
tionshipwillbeexclusion.

Potentials for change

So,whatis the“regimeoftruth”likeinthenetworksociety?Power
relationsbecome the fieldsofgenerating and constituting thenarra-
tivesofeverydaylife.itisintheirframeworkandthroughtheirinter-
mediarythatsocialpractices,relationsandactivitiesareinstitutional-
ized.Socialexclusionmechanismsarebasedoncreatingknowledge
aboutanindividual,recordingtheiractivityandalsooncontrolling.25
themultiplicityof theprevailingbalanceofpower andpower rela-
tionsinsocietymakesthetaskofisolatingthecenterofsuperiorpower
impossible. Analysis can be only reduced to examining indicated
strategic situations. Power cannot be treated as a phenomenon
detachedfromrealitya priori.26 inthenetworkapproach,thestructure
(layout,pressureforces,communication)seemstoplayaspecialrole
intheconfigurationofinfluences.
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Structuraldeterminismscontinuetopresentthemselvesasimportant
factorsofsocialchange.However,thefindingssofarleadtothecon-
clusionthattherelationaldimension(influence)ofnetworksystemsis
anunderestimatedfieldofexploration.theexplanationsofsuchcom-
plexconnectionsareofametatheoreticalcharacter.Asystemic-mecha-
nisticstrategyisoftenimpossibletoimplement,andtheonlythingleft
ismetaphoricalreferenceto thesociological imaginationandtransfer-
ringtheresearchtoaspherelocatedsomewherebeyondthelimitsofcur-
rent scientific cognition.regardless of the controversy, intuition sug-
gests that the relations of power accompanying social changes in the
hyperconnectiveeraco-formatalmosteverysocialform.Dotechnical
powersproducenewalgorithmiccodesforthe—afterall—performative
society?

the observed pace of techno-social changes has its social origins.
Newtechnologiesareprovidedbytechnoscience,whichhasitsowncre-
ators,researchers,ideologistsandentrepreneurs.Techne hasatitsdispos-
alitsownknowledgeelitefunctioninginparticularpolitical,economic
andsocialcontexts.thecommonproductionoftechnologyandvalues
associatedtherewithisasubjecttomultipledeterminisms.theideology
oftechnicalefficiencycanbetreatedasafactorofsocialchangecompa-
rabletothecreationofanewmachine(acomputer,atelephone).there
areplentyofexamplesthatrequirearedefinitionoftheissuesofknowl-
edge,awarenessand,firstofall,educationinasocietyinterpretedinsuch
away.ifpowerisembeddedintotheessenceofmoderntechnologyand
hasthepotentialtotransformtheworldwitheveryactofitsuse,social
securityconsiderationswouldspeakinfavoroftechnologicaldesertion
fromanautonomousbalanceofpower.itcanbearguedthatinthenet-
worksociety,thelogicofpowerchangesdramatically.27
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theconjunctionsofinfluencesco-formattheprocessesconstituting
thesymbolicshiftof increasinglynumerousborders: local,stateand
national.28 the research into communication provides interpretative
codes.itsimpactontheprocessofimposingthenetworkrulesofthe
gameshouldbesubjectedtoanin-depthconsideration.conversational
formsofsocialactivityhaveanimpactontheformofthebalanceof
power.theabilitytocreateparticularvisionsofrealityisanessential
competence (a human factor, a social factor). in social sciences, an
interestingexampleofthepowerofinterpretationdefinedinthisway
isthediscourseabouttechnologicalrisk.

Accordingtocastells:

Power is somethingmore than communication and communication is
somethingmorethanpower.However,powerisbasedonthecontrolof
communication,justasthefoundationofcounter-poweristooverthrow
thiscontrol.Masscommunication,whichpotentiallyreachesallsociety
members, isshapedandgovernedbypowerrelationsrooted inmedia
businessandstatepolitics.thepowerofcommunicationisatthecentre
ofsocialstructuresandsocialdynamics.29

the geopolitics of network technologies also covers areas of the
worldthatareoftenoverlooked.Structuralgapsbegintofunctionas
new sub-group in a hyper-connected worldwide order. the global
influenceofcapitalismisnotstable,asdemonstratedbythesystemat-
icallyemergingcrises.30 inthistechnicalsubstrate(treatedinastrong-
ly reductionistmanner in this analysis), the processes of interaction
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betweenvariousfactorsofsocialchange,which,however,aresignifi-
cant in the framework of global development trends, actually take
place.Afrequentlycitedexampleisthetransformationofthenation-
stateinstitution.Modificationsofstatepowerandbusinessincastells’
concept are treated as the main fields of transformations of the
causativepower.31 Networkshavethegreatestimpactonpowerrela-
tionswhentheydecentralizepower.theoutcomeofsuchimpactsis
newformsofdominum,asophisticatedsymbolicviolence,theexpres-
sion of which is the imposition of the semantics of the narrative
through privileged networks of knowledge. technological rules
alreadydescribedarealsoproductsof inter-structuralfriction.Adis-
tinguishingfeatureofthetransformationofpowerrelationsseemsto
betheincreasingroleofflexiblestructuresimposingtherulesofthe
gameupon the formalpowerhierarchies. innewsystems,old func-
tionslosetherecognizedfactorsofinfluence,suchasstateinstitutions.
exchange processes in the space of flows (information, knowledge,
symboliccodes)alsotransformpowerpotentials.

Manuelcastellsstatesthat:

thenewpowerliesininformationcodesandimagesofrepresentations
aroundwhichsocietiesorganisetheirinstitutionsandaroundwhichpeo-
plebuild their livesanddecideabout theirbehaviour.the locationof
suchpowerisinhumanminds.32
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theconstructionofboundariesandthescopeofpoweristherefore
ofasocialnatureand takesplacewithinanetwork. its featureswill
determinethenegotiatingformofpower,whichwilltaketheformof
rivalry,conflict,agreeingoninterestsorcooperationunderasymbolic
contract.culturalbridgesallowfornegotiatingmeaningsbetweendif-
ferentaxionormativeordersofnetworkedspaces.“Becomingasoci-
ety”ispossiblethankstothepermanentreproduction,reconstruction
andconfirmationofmeanings.communicativedissonancebecomesa
sourceofsocialconflicts.33 Achangeinthepowerbalanceresultsin
thebreakdownofcommunicationstructures,theirdegradation,aswell
aspotentialexclusion.thelogicofcommunicationisrelatedtosym-
bolicpower.thelackofasharingcultureposesthethreatofthedom-
ination of global networks devoid of social control. the causative
powers have their communication source. New technologies act as
informationandknowledgeagents.thenetworksofmindandpower
areinthissensepersonalized.theabilitytoshapethehumanmindis
anexampleof the influence fieldofperformative factors in thenet-
work society.this process has a global reach.communication pro-
grammingcomprisestheentiretyofhumanactivities.

Conclusions

Media,suchastheinternet,playanimportantroleinstructuringvari-
ablepowerrelationsasasourceofinformation.Networkpowerrelies
toanevengreaterextentonthecontrolofaccesstothenewsandthe
possibilityofcreatinganddistributingmessages.Masscommunication
isshapedbypowerrelations.thenetworkspaceissubjecttocontrol,
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manipulation, propaganda, and indoctrination. the freedom of the
socialprocessofimpartingmeaningbecomesmoreandmorelimited.
theinstrumentofcommunicationpoweristhemediawhich,bymeans
offraming,createnarrativesof reality.theattributeofpower in the
networkisnotonlycoercion,butalsocovertsymbolicmanipulation.
the relationships between power and communication are also pro-
grammable. therefore, it should not come as a surprise that power
relationsareofextra-socialcharacter.theprocessesoftechnological
influence, taking into account network properties, are not rooted in
objectivepointsofreference.thesedrivingforceshavetheirownnon-
politicalmeaning.therearenouniversal,unquestionablecentersand
sourcesofpowerinthenetworksociety.

theperformativityofnewtechnologieshasitsfunctionallimitations.
Definingtechnologicaltools,techno-science,socialelites(andsoon)as
fieldsofmobilizingtheresourcesofcausativeforces,leadsagaintothe
questionofthepurposefulnessofthedevelopmentinterpretedinsucha
way,whichtoanevengreaterextentbeginstoresemblethedesignof
society (social,marketing, social engineering,market, organizational)
rather than real collectivity. coordination and organization of social
activities in network concepts is “exercised” through definedmecha-
nisms.thenormative,narrativeandculturalconditionsforreproducing
the social order are network-mediated. the technologically acquired
powerrelationswillthereforecausespecificeffectsinthereconfigura-
tionofthesocialorder.thecurrentlydominanttrendsareofambivalent
character.theyleadtothedispersionofpowerbeingatthedisposalof
varioussocialactors,makingtheconnectedworldanenvironmentsuit-
ableforrevealingthecausativeforcesinaction.Attheoppositeextreme,
therearedeepeningtendenciesforfurthercentralizationandcontrolof
network structures.the permanent foundations of the changeswhich
tookplaceinthe20th and21st centuriesarecurrentlyunderdiscussion.
Powerrelationsstillremainanundiscoveredfieldintheexplorationof
networkprograms for social development.this theoreticalmodelhas
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not yet been implemented into an empirical strategy for sociological
research.itcanbeassumedthatinthenearfuture,technologyvaluation
willbeextendedtothisareaofissues.

PowerrelationsintheNetworkSociety.
ASociologicalApproach

SUMMArY
thispaperfocusesonthesociologicalanalysisofpowerrelationsintermsof
theconceptofthenetworksociety.itstartswithadiscussiononthenetwork
approachanditsunderstandinginsocialsciences.theauthoranalyzesseveral
mediatingnotionssuchassocialnetwork,power,structure,language,andcol-
lectivitygrounded in thesociologicalapproach.Furtheranalysis leads to the
discussion of power relations in technologically developed societies. the
authorsearchesforanswerstomanyfundamentalquestionstoopenupavenues
forbuildingacoherentnetworktheory.toachievethesegoals,sheusesasoci-
ologicalapproachthatisbasedmainlyonthecriticismofwritingandtheana-
lyticalandsyntheticmethods.
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