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. FOREWORD .
Thére are numerous introductions to (mass) communication available
' ~today;' Wilbur Schramm's collections of the '50s are classic examples,

and the most recent version of the same 'bible tradition' is Mass Media:

- an Introduction to Modern Communication by Ray Hiebert, Donald Ungurait

ﬁf} “and Thomas Bohn (David McKay, 1974).

 .U$ué;iy‘these texté combine féctua; &escriétions oflthe media
:iHStitutions-with théoreticél treétment bf‘the conéepts ;nvoléed.iﬁ:the
'bfoéeéégﬁf mass communication. Partiéular}éttention‘is“usuélly given to-
: thg éffé&ts of the medid and Su&h phenomeﬁé as7pubiié opiﬂion‘?whiﬁh also
is'fﬁé éﬁbjécf of afﬁumber'of books) . In recent gears.increésingly
“Uifatténégﬁﬁ:andﬁspace hashbeen'devéted fé tbé:new communications tecbnology.
A.féand;thgj}ﬁfufé of.masé‘commaniéations as well éé to internationai coim-
‘muhi&atioﬁ;*(ﬁhich, like public opinioﬁ,fbé; a distinct traditionéi
‘[iberature)i. o
'ﬂf  € Ali this learning ﬁétériél méy bé'seéh.aéié responsé torﬁeéas to be
€_ me£iih:ﬁi§heiIedﬁééﬁioﬁ'iﬁ this émérging fiéld which has fapiélg bécbﬁé o
i veré?éé?ﬁlaiZéndgincreasingly significént. "Human‘cbmmﬁhicatiéhs’=todéy
'ef:édﬁb;ﬁe‘wﬁat tén_years ago was a diéjoined3familg of éeparate_fiéldé like

jdﬁrnaiiém'in;its profesidnally—oriented'bases} speeCh in its rhetorically-

" oriented departménts, drama, cinema and.liferature:in their humanistically-

capsuled _.éirc.ies;' cbmnunicatioﬁs res’earchsi;n Jits '-bé}iévior‘al_i=y4_-ori"en_'t:_éd L
::sociaifséience settings; etc. Tgé'con§ept of cﬁmmunicatibﬁ has become |
' a'ﬁé#ué'bf several fradifional arts and sciences and conséqueﬁtly its
””scboiarlé idénﬁity and organisatiohai arrangements within the academic

- community are increasingly debated.




_ Thé.presently available learning ﬁaterial addressed to é first—yéar
l:stﬁ&éﬁijqf comﬁuniéationg‘(aiming at any of the above-mentioned fieldé)
.:ié'ﬁﬁééﬁiéfactﬁry. In_finland, for example, the same books have been
...ﬁsed:in.communication ciasses ever éince the sixties - partly Eecause

zthéfg Wéie no significant alternatives.available but also partlg because

“this maﬁériél corresponded fairlg Well.to our éonceptions of what the
=‘‘:."_'-'A{f‘i"eld was about and how it.hé&.to_be Viéwea. " But in the.earlg seventies
our ﬁn&efstandiﬁg'of the discipliﬁe had_bypassed the boundaries subtly
f'%éﬁ-by the textbooks andIWe explicitly ﬁegan to find another framework
b.L to bébpfegénted in tﬁe introductorg'courses.. In fact, introductory
coﬁrges aﬁd textbooks may #ell be tbe:ﬁost sigﬁificant Iinputs in the

'learﬁing.pfocess of any field since the:basic framework is usﬁally set

:_by them.

| I'éta;ted'to.teacb introductory cOﬁrsés in éommunicétions af the
 fUﬁi?éis£ty of . Tampere in.197l, upon béiﬁg'appoinfed as professor there.

S Ib._esel‘co.ﬁrses;- took ;a fundamentally different _ééproach fro,.m some of my
'feaf?iérl;imiiatheacbing experiénces which always in laté éixties had
. foiléwéa:the pattérns of American'texfboéké iﬁ“the spirit of the good
'.oid iéssﬁell formula_(who says Whét to whom.etc.). .My course oufline

"“did'notfconcentrate on pure description of thé media Iinstitutions (which

' furthermore in earlier years covered American media more than those of

.img éﬁh'country - thanks to the Scbrémmain.testaments) and on selected
: Fréseéfchf items such aé influence étudiés,-findings.of persuasive-
B commﬁniéatibh1exgerimenfs, attitudes towafds thé media, etc.
‘::ip factsI departed:fiom the.whole'concept of mass media and instead

‘j,took,a broad loock at;thé individual and society as agents in the process



of.cemﬁ&eication.‘ Mass media get.only a relatively minor part ln.tbe
'Whele codrse outline: towards the end of the presentation they were
 -ltfeated according to whatll thought to be'thelr appropriate social role.
1Descrip£ion.of media institutions and e;survey ef experimental'aed
'e‘etﬁef behavioral~science commuhicefions reeearch was bypassed not
llbeeauee;e&ch factual information was regarded as uenecessafy but because
‘eueh faefual information can be more easilg.picked‘up from writfen texts,
;eﬁd'fﬁen wlehout'the riek of being elevated‘asIthe=overriding fremework :
:?Wﬁfhie‘which the whole field is.perceiVed.;'In tbie.wag I hoped to prevlde
. a Stﬁdene with an overall holistlc framework.lnto the field and its
'esc1ent1f1c research.and at.the same tlme to- prevent such elements as
gatekeeper s 'sleeper effect' or oneHdallg c1ty' ~ as important as these

e~elements are as-building material of the body of.knowle&ge of the field -

“’[_to occupy central positions in the plcture which a student was to form

= -.about the fIEId.‘.

Consequently, it was my lntentlon ‘to oppose what may be called
mystlflcatlon of. the‘medla (e.g..ln the sense of McLuhaﬁism ~‘wbich
'Flneideetelly_serves es the:frameﬁerk-ofeﬁee above—mentioﬁed ffesb American
l:fektbeokeby Hiebertlet el.). Furthermore, by dellberately stre551ng ther
.ﬁphllosophlcal -and general 5001al-501ence substance in the course (at the
.:expense of partlcularltles of beheVJOral tradltlon) I 1nd1rectlg took a

-reserved stand w1th regards to the notion of an 1ndependent dlsc1pllne

A of communlcatlon - even in the sense 1t has been- expressed in tbe title

7_of_thls course: MAn Introductlon to the Science of Human Communication”.
”"Altboﬁgh T basically think there is room for a specialised study - and

"even a 'science' - of human communication, I have wanted, for -pedagogical



\31“reasons, to infrodﬁbe-thé identity of this field as highly problematic
'4énd'fér:from'tbe given self-sufficiency that often surrounds American
Ctextbooks.

| The course which I have been teaching here at Simon Fraser University

“T:iduring a four-week peribd in March-April, 1975, closely followed the

”'Hpattern'I have found appropriéte in my own domestic teaching experiences
" both f:ém'aISUbstantial’ahd pedagogic point of view. I am'¢urrently
SRR writing the final draft of a Finnish textbook based on my classes at

1l Tampere,ténd‘the_break4down of topics covered in the class roughly cor-

‘ Ht reépbnds'to‘the table of contents of this béok.;r

' :Wﬁat.follows_is a more or less accurate account of my clasé, based

';;uipartiylbn previoﬂsly written contributions but mainly on transcriptions

, l;f ﬁ£é£jwa$ spéken during the éiaSS'- both by myself, Dr. DallasVSmythe
.‘w(Chéirﬁérsbnpof:the Department who généroﬂsly attended most of the.
:.éeQSioﬁé) and the students. 'Diécussion'periods'moStly were-summafised
” $Ef$y éééb=Of the students in turn) while ﬁy own‘talk bas.beeﬁ iargeiy
:Lftréﬁséribéd as'such (with minor_editiﬁg),'a task carried out by one of
thécéﬁﬁ&eﬁtél Richard Mardon, Who'alsé has‘helbed in the finéi:putfing?
%::ttogétﬁér of_tﬁe text with the Department Secretarg-Ms. Janet Knutsen. |
‘jiﬁé.aééeﬁdices to the class proceedings éppéar‘three relévant earlier
° 'pabe%é.ﬁhich"serVed.(émong otﬁef feading material) as background material
fbf'tﬁé biass.

: Neé&ie$s to méntion,'the présenti’ﬁroduct' is:far from complete -
.SIéﬁen aéiaﬁ i@troductibn;, It élaiﬁs to be no mofe - but no lesé either
";'éhén-”Notes‘fowards . e "

- Burnaby, Ap:i1'4, 1975
Kaarle Nordenstreng



