' UNIVERSITY OF KENTUCKY

 LEXINGTON, KENTUCKY 40506

" COLLEGE OF ARTS AND SCIENCES
 DEPARTMENT OF $PEECH '

October 15; 1973

Daniel E. Costello, Editor
- Journal of Communication
304 Communication Center
University of Iowa
Iowa City,'lowa'52242:ﬁ
Dear Dan: | 'i
- . . : l. ..-. L . ) . . ) - . .- .
Enclosed are three copies of a manus¢ript entitled ""Listening
Behavior in Coorientational States.” I BT e

I must confess a bit of hesitation in submitting to JConn _
right now. Tocay I received the materials from Maccoby .including a
pallot regarding plans for snnenburg Press and Human Communication
Resesrch. - 411 these changes -- or proposals for change anyway --=
tend to confuse us out here in the hinterlands. I suppose this
is a way of avoiding litigation. S S

_ - anyway, I think JComm or its successor (sibling?) if it has
one is the appropriate journal for this article singde it has done
more with listening than zny other and because the original Stamm .
~and Pearce coorientational piece ‘appeared here. S50 let angels
refuse to tread: here it is. . - L '

 On another matter. Have you decided what to do with the Pearce
and Sharp paper on self-disclosure? when we.talked at AEJ you said th.at
it was still being considered for the December issue.  Will your
- tenure as editor extend past that issuer If not, what will happen to
unused" papers? The self-discdosure paper has been in the hopper
for quite some time now and I'm concerned that it does not get too
much out of date while ¥in reviewY. . B '

: How goes 1iving/w6:king conditions in Iowa? Betfer,'x'hépé.
Kentucky is not.. . : ' : o _ :

Regards




ettt Pascem

Rovember 2, 1973

‘Professor W. Barnett Pearce
Department of Speech
University of Zentuchy
Lexington, Kentucky 40506

Pear Profegsor Pearce:

Ve have received your article entitled “Listening
Behavior in Coorientetionsl States® which you
subnmitted for publication in the Jourpsl of
Commumication. Our staff and readers will give

ir careful consideration, and we will notify

you of our decision on it 28 soon as possible. -

Thank you for giving us 2 chance to read it.

Sincerely,

Susan Schaidt
Agsociste Editor
Jéuma} of Commnicstion

SS:akd



- " research center

mass communications A university of wisconsin
R " school of journalism dnd¢.fﬂ
°5018 vilas communijcation hall L .. ~mdss communication
madison 53706 - I C :

December 12, 1973 f..

Dr. George Gerbner _ _
Annenberg School of Commmications
University of Penngylvania =~ -

- Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19174

. Dear George{ '

_In-my.dpinibn, thé:érticle_ﬁlistening'Eehamiof in Coorientationai'Statés"'by'Buchlif'.
and Pearce is suitable -- in general -~ for publication in the Journal of-Communication.

Tt is a competently done study on an aspect of communication hehavior tﬁE% has not
been examined before, to my knowledge. v : BEEE D :

_ {”;f;it is accepted, however, some revisions would be in order. . Those mostly_involve-'- .
expansion of the article, in the interest of explaining it to those who are not al-
ready familiar with the research ‘that preceded it, and even simply to give a full: -

. report of the study to those who do know the previous work and care sbout this addi-
tion to it. | e N

‘The. introduction is awfully terse, and suggests a one-sidedness to the literature

.. on selectivity. They should at least note Atkin's POQ article, in which he re-examines- -
~ data from the Elmira survey and a Chaffee-McLeod study, and adds a field experiment

of his own -- and concludes that Sears and Freedman were too precipitous in their judg-.
ment that selective exposure.is a dead hypothesis.:  Atkin ends up on the same side as
Buchli and Pearce, but for quite different reasons. And his is not the only. other =

- voice:in the debate, by any means; just an example. B - e

The Stamm-Pearce model is clearly the basis for this study. But it is not very informa-

tive to the reader to jump.direcﬁly'from3the“alph&bet-soup-bffPACrand~PDD $o a hypothesi:
" (at’ the bottom of page 3 of the menuscript). To logical basis or hypothesized process
 .linkage is spelled out. Surely the suthors have ‘thought about the lines of thinking

' that might intercede between an expectation-confirmation process and an attentional = -
{(in this case, listening) behavior.. They should share their thinking with us, especiall;
since only one of their two hypotheses is confirmed. S

- The operational definition of "listening behavior" is in fact one of simply recall

of material the subjects had been exposed to. Recall is an ancient and honored de-

“pendent variable in psychological research. It is a function of many factors, only
one of which is attention (listening). Since their independent varisbles are based "
on measures, rather than manipulations, they camnot mske a clearcut case for listening
as the sole and sufficient condition for recall, (This is not to say that they do not
have-a Qlausible_case.) Therefore,.it.would seem prudent to call thelr dependent var-.
iable what it is -- "recall” or "knowledge gain" or "information" or somesuch -- rather
than labeling it "listening” when it is at best a distant indicator of that behavior

inter alia.



‘Dr. George Gerbner . -~ December 12, 1973 .

The results are grossly under-reported. A table of the means for the four conditions -
would seem & minimal amount of data, particularly since two of the four were hy- .. S
pothesized to differ from the other two in opposite directions. I would abt least
1ike ‘to know if the mean for PAD was in the direction hypothesized, regardiess of
significance. Numbers please. ' : ' ' .

The significance tests for sex. (which prove non-significant) constitute an alien-in-
trusion in the "results” section. Aside from the single reference to & non-specified
difference found by Weaver, the topic of sex differences gets no treatment in the :
paper. (There is a rather vast literature on the topic in general.) TFinding no hy-
pothesés, and little interest, here, one is scarcely surprised (or interested) in the
- finding that F 1. : o ' : : TR .

" There are some little problems too. -Data are plural (p.5). Scheffe! should be ref-
_ erenced (p.5). And I suspect I am not the only reader who will be put off by the -
idiom of superlative negabives such as "most poorly understood" (p.l) and "listened
significantly more poorly” Ap.5). ' S _ o S

My overall reaction is that the authors have run a single experiment and rather hur- .
riedly cranked out a single article, for purposes of publication more than education.
There is something to be learned here, and it fits in a larger intellectusl context
and .empirical literature. That is why I recommend publishing it.  But they seem to
be treating it more as a research note, on the order of the Journal of Experimental -

~ Psychology. Cur field is not one in which dozens of avid scientists are working in

" parrow traditions in which they keep up with all the current studies. We have a .~

" amall number of sctive empiricists and a much larger ‘audience of appreciative con- -
sumers of research, For the Journal of Communication it seems appropriate that we
address the latter even more than the former. Accordingly, I would invite the euthors
to flesh out their paper with a good deal more context and at least. a little more de-. .|

| teil on the data. o R | R

Sincerely,

Steven H. Chaffee, :
Willard G. Bleyer Professor

SHC :me



Decembay 20, 1973
AIR MAIL

Dr. Steven H. Chaffee

Willaxd G. Bleyer Profassor

Mass Communications Research Center
University of Wisconsin

- 5018 Vilas Commmnication Hall
Madigon, WI. 353706

Deay Steve:

Thank you very mach for your full and h&lpfui comuentary’ ‘on the
Buchli-Peaxce article. As you will note, 1 have attached & copy
of your letter (minuws the firet paragraph and the signature) to
wy oomments.

Would you be willing to look at the reévision?

Zince you have such & good grasp of Journal aims, T hope that you
will submit your work to ws too. I am also fooking for cutstanding
veviewers for significent books. A list of books availsble for
review is encloged for your perusal.

I look forward to hesving from you soon.

Sincerely yours,

Ceorge Gerbner

06 kag



Lot

December 20, 1973
AIR MALL

Professor W. Barnett Pearcs

Department of Speech

niversity of Kentucky
Lexington, Kentucky 40506

Qear Professor Peaarast

We have namplata& pur congideration of yaur and vi§gimia Buchli‘
manuscript on “Listening Behavior in Cporientational States” and
heve also redeived the evaluation of a reviewer who is a:{sa a
distinguishad fegearch in the ares of your weork. '

We would like te publish yowr artiele in the Journal mgrﬂammsnicatien;
It is pignificent and has some new findings to report. However, the
manaﬁeript neaés mers work to do justice both to the material and the

# Journal.

Ve want to appeal te and ﬁhaiieaga a zarge and divergified readarship
interested in communication studies. You ure now writing for a few
gpecialists and take oo much for granted, However, if properly
explained and cast in wore vivid tevms, your work and Findings are
of mch brosder interest. Bven the term 'coorientation™ sghould be
briefly explained and the real-world implication of your findings
{(including velevance to jury selection or court pfncedu?e) should

‘be pointed aut in your intexpretation.

I am attaching the comments of our sxpert veader. You will note that
be also recommends publishing a strengthened srticle. We do not noed
an obskract, and can go to 10 pages in the vevision,

If T could have your new manuscript by Merch, we would like to cansi&ar
-publishing your article in the swwier issue., I am looking forward to
hearing £rﬁm.yﬁﬁ, anﬁ want to thenk you for snbmitting to the Journal,

Sincerely yours,

Gecrge Gerbner,
Bditor

GGikas
encl,
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' Xi . UNIVERSITY OF KENTUCKY

LEXINGTON, KENTUCKY 40506

COLLEGE OF ARTS AND SCIENCES

DEPARTMENT OF SPEECH : ' January 7 3 197)4

Dr. George Gerbner, Editor
Journal ‘of ‘Camnnication

Amnenberg School of Commmications
3620 Walnut Street 5.
Phiiadelph®a, Pa. 19174

Dear Professor Gerbner:

Thank you for your letter of Decenber 20, 1973,
regarding the manuscript "Listening Behavior in
Coordentational States" written by Virginia Buchll and
me.

We are delighted to have the opportunity to. discuss
this study more fully. You correctly identified ocur
envisioned audience (a few specialists) and our technique
of "explaining" by citping a reference. - Previous experience
with the editors of this and other journals had ”tralned"
as to write like this.

Please expect a draft of the paper revised as per your
suggestlons by or before early March.
\-—---""“"

Reg;
() Jarnr [
W. Barnett Pearce

ce. tor Mrs. Virginia Buchli



Qegggfvfﬂ\<;%?,3
March 26, 1974

Prof. W. Barnet® Psarce
School of Communication
University of Kéntucky
Lexington, XY L0506

Dear Prof. Pearce:

Thank you for the revised version of your snd Ms. Buchli's
article "Listening Behavior in Coorisntational States.” _
We plan €o use it in the Summer issue, which goes to press
in mid-April. . : o _

I am sanclosing a merox copy of the paper, on which we have
marked some edltorisl changes. Most of these are atylistic,
incorporating our way of c¢citing references and cur use of
boldface “extracts" instsad of traditional subheads. The
- sentences which hawve bean marked in r&d brackets will be
set off from the text in boldfece type as extracts. The .
short paragraph at the baginnlng of the article will be in
similar boldface format, and serves as an introduction. IFf
you are confused about how this all looks, please take &
lookaat the Winter Journal, which yow should have recsived
and which demonstratess our formab, . o

If you héva aﬁy éueﬁtiéﬁsrar'cﬁmmﬁnts about this; p1aase
lot us know as soon as possible. Otherwise, I think we ars
ready te go te press with the article. ' : .

Por purposes of the authors' identification, would you

please tell me where Valley City State College is? Sorry
for wmy ignorance. A ‘ - R

Sincerely,

" Susan Schmidt
Aasociatﬁ Bditor



File name = $F7

FROM: F1G
DATE: 05/31/88 3:53 P.M.
RE: FYI

* FORWARDED MAIL * FORWARDED MATL *

FROM: NTMAIL
DATE: 05/18/88 10:01 A.M.
RE: the strangest things ..

From: pearce@UMASS.BITNET

Subject: the strangest things

To: flgldasc.upenn.edu

Posted-Date: Wed, 18 May 88 09:03:11 EDT

Message-Id: <880518085753834 AHEV@Mars.UGCGC.UMasgs.EDU> (UMass-Mailer 4.04)

Larry:
I'm not sure that 1 responded to your message of may 10, but
twice is better than never, so here goes.
Yeah. My ego is a little bruised., I have often lost to better
men and women, but seldom to '"none of the above." However, I detected
. some differences in criteria among the trustees and between the trustees
and the high officials in the University. I did NOT get enough information
to characterize these differences, but had I been made an offer, I would
have insisted on a couple more. conversations about this before I accepted.
I do not feel that anyone mislead me, but by the same token, I feel that
there were a lot of things unsaid. Perhaps it is my need to console
myself, but I can easily construct a scenario where there was some degree
of disagreement about criteria. '
Anyway -- I agree. The positive outcome of all this is that I got a
chance to know you (and Carolyn) better. That's pretty good!
Good luck. '

Barnett



: | | THE ANNENBERG SCHOOL OF
’ | COMMUNICATIONS

UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA

October 10, 1988 (”7?ﬁ

/Wmd_muﬂmw‘;;:ji;

Dr. W. Barnett_Peafce, Chair

Depé?fﬁéﬁf“ﬁ?yaimmunication

University of Massachusetts
at Amherst

Machmer Hall

Amherst, MA 01003

Dear Barnett:

I am pleased to respond to your letter of September 28 about
Ian Angus. I had known something about his work from the article
we published in the Journal of Communication, and Cultural
Politics in Contemporarv America, edited with Sut Jahlly. I
thought those contributions were cogent and sophisticated. I was
encouraged to note that Angus is attempting to place "critical
cultural studies™ in a coherent philosophical and disciplinary
prospective. That task is much needed.

A review of the other publications you kindly sent me
confirms that conclusion and reveals a broader spectrum of
interest including the study of ethnicity and of technology in
communications. .

Angus appears to be a rare combination of a European-style
scholar of critical bent trying to come to grips with mainstream
American research, and formulating strategies of both using and
resisting it. He seems to be well prepared for the task. His
direction and level of sophistication should bring him a
significant measure of recognition and support from those who are
themselves prepared to grasp and follow his scholarship. By this
I mean that the quality of his work is high, the direction
unconventional, and, therefore, its recognition will take longer
than that of more conventional approaches.

Considering the amount of work still in press (some of which
I have seen and liked), and his apparent productivity, it will not
be long before Angus is recognized as an articulate and
disciplined voice in the field of critical communications
scholarship. I believe that the promotion is well deserved.

Sincerely yours,

George Gerbner
Professor of Communications

and Dean
GG:ab

3620 Walnut Street Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19104-6220 Telephone 215-898-7041



UNIVERSITY OF MASSAGCHUSETTS  Department of Communication
AT AMHERST o
Machmer Hall

Amberst, MA 01003
{413) 545-1311

ODotober 24, 1388

Professor George Gesrbnsr

The annenberg School of Communications
University of Pennsylvania

3620 Walnut Sireest

Fhiladelphia, P& 191045220

Dear FProfessor Gerbners

Thank vou very muach for youwr letter about Ian éngus. I wvery
much apprecisted youwr willingness to take the timg to read and
avaluate his published worlk,

The official process for tenure/promotion at UMass is very
slow. I all goes well, the decision will be final when the
Trustess approve (sometime during the summer, 1989') and a
veconnendation by the department?s Personnel Commities (made in
Movember, 1988!. and subseguently ratified by the chair, the
Executive Committes of Social and Behavioval SBoiences, the Dean,
the Provost, and the Chancellor. As  you ses, positive
recommendations do not lack for sufficient review.

again, thank you for your professionalism in helping us with
this process,

Bincerely,

s .

W, BarnetbAsarceg, Chair
Depnart of Communiocation

WBF/dim

The University of Massachusetts is an Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Institution



