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CENTER FOR _AIJVI\N(:ED STUDY IN THE BEHAVIORAL SCIENCES

202 Junipero Serra Boulevard * Stanford, California 94305 Telephone (415) 321.2052

August 16, 1972

Dean George Gerbner

Annenberg School of Communications, Arts and Sciences
University of Pemmsylvania

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19104

Dear George:

I very much enjoyed our dinner last month, and hope'that we will
have the opportunity to get together again when I return definitively
from my sabbatical leave in September.

I just came across this article which I thought might interest

: you in terms of your notions about social climates promoting drug
abuse and methods of immunizing against them. Our planning for a
Regional Center for Research and Training in the Addictive Diseases
has moved forward quite nicely, and I have received expressions of
interest from twelve departments at Penn, as well as, mirabile dictu,
the City Administration. Karl Rickels, a Professor in our Department,
is heading up a planning group for the proposal, and I hope that you
will call him or me should you have any suggestions or requests. We
probably will be coming back to you in any event sometime in the fall
to let you know of our progress and to ask for your suggestions.

With best wishes,

Sincerely,
3

Albert Stunkgid, M.D.
AS: jw
cc: Dr. Rickels

Enclosure
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