Dispute over the Internet Archive’s Wayback Machine intensifies as news outlets restrict access
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The fight over the Internet Archive’s Wayback Machine has become a dispute about who gets to keep the public record. In an interview for CounterSpin aired on 17 April 2026, Fight for the Future’s Lia Holland said the archive has spent three decades preserving the web and has become a routine tool for reporters checking claims, tracking changes and recovering deleted material. She argued that the current backlash against the service is less about technical necessity than about control over history itself.
That tension sharpened after Wired reported that USA Today had used the Wayback Machine in a story about Immigration and Customs Enforcement while, at the same time, blocking the archive from preserving its own pages. According to the reporting discussed by Janine Jackson and Holland, other major outlets, including The New York Times, have also restricted the Internet Archive’s crawler. The result is an awkward contradiction: news organisations that benefit from archived evidence are also helping to limit the very system that makes that evidence available.
Mark Graham, the Internet Archive’s director, has said the concern is misplaced. Speaking to PC Gamer, he argued that fears about artificial intelligence should not be used to justify weakening web preservation, and that libraries and archives are not the problem. His point echoes a broader argument made by defenders of the Wayback Machine: if publishers worry about AI companies scraping material, the answer is not to erase the archive that journalists, researchers and the public use to verify what once existed online.
The scale of the dispute is growing. TechRadar reported that 23 major news sites were blocking the Wayback Machine’s crawler over fears that archived material could be used to train large language models without permission. Tom’s Hardware also reported that the list includes USA Today and The New York Times, and that the underlying anxiety is that AI firms may try to lean on archived pages as a route around copyright restrictions. Even so, the Internet Archive has maintained that it works with publishers and aims to preserve content respectfully, not undermine its commercial value.
For journalists, the stakes go well beyond one archive. Holland told CounterSpin that the Wayback Machine is relied on for accountability reporting, from labour disputes to government deletions. Fight for the Future said more than 100 journalists, including Rachel Maddow, Cory Doctorow and Ellen Nakashima, have signed a letter backing the archive’s role in preserving the public record. Their message is straightforward: if digital history can be edited out of existence, journalism loses one of its most important safeguards.
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