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Dear Professor sMBGEGS

T understand that e Wililen Saeuy
expects to complete his docteoral édissertation in the near
future. As chajirman of his docteral committes, will you
please be responsible for making the necessary arrangements
for this examination? The other members of the committee are
listed velow. The final certificate and a card on which o
notify the University Press of the time and place of the
examination have besn sent to the departmentsal office,

Very truly yours,

Robert M. Sutton
Asgociate Dean

This committee is discharged as of Jums i, Rﬁ%ﬁ%
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Trin is to rvewind you that Jiw Sorey’s orel eussdrapion will
pe held on Monday, Decewber 310 ar 9300 a.m. in zoom 194
Brazoey Ball,
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EXC.&P&PTS ‘a{}ts L ﬁe T i‘.{g’ﬁis

Too often individuals study communications the way an
econoniet night $ﬁudy the purchase of a loaf of bread, es a simple
sxchanye iranséctio&t However, when an egeonomist studies the sxchange
of a loaf of bread, he iz concerned not only or even primarily with
bhe glmple ewchange, bub with the fact that two different systens
possessed of different goals and values are belny linked by the
exchang@e Yore than thal; he is concerned with the funcition of the

A

exchangs in ternms of some hignher

o

rder gystem, szy the nstionel economy.
The stedent of comunication frequently assumes thal parties are wired
bo the communlcation transzelion and that It has no meaning in terms of

systems. This thesis introduces the agssumpition of rabicnality, or,as

it ghall be called,; of voluntarism, by assuming that individuals nave

alternative courses of action ila comminicablons transaciicns, and that
the irreducible proverty of & commundcation transaction is the value

orientations wialch control it.

Whiteheed warned, & constraining Iraacwork of thought particularly

operative in commurlcations though plaguing much of the resht of the

1 1

socigl selences. This constraining mode of thought is the overwhelming

predominance of analytie thinking in scoisl sclence, stemping from the

hegemony of classleal ag the nodel for the sxact sciences.

I

phenomens, private and exclusive for the discrset individual. The



WE@

foultural world® is ordersd by the values which obiain within it.
Values ere objective, then, in two imporbant scensess epistemologically

and ontokogleally, Values ave objective in the sense thalt eny socio-

2

culturel phenomena sre objective: they transcend any particular individe-

val. For example, the "valuves of Arericen sceiety,® by which is meant

=

the peculiarly Amevican way of discovering order in reality, exist srior
Lo aac independent of any individual, being articulated in cultural forms
pricr te the birth of the individual end existing afier his deathe «
Yalues are also objective in the ontologicel sense. Any two
elements of realily besr & relationship to one anotger independant of
the mman percepblon and understending of that relationship. These
relablonships are determined by the relative status Df'objects, by the
values oblainlag between them. Such relationships are not random bdui
ordered so thal conditions of dependency, of subordinsiion and supere
ordination exist within the complex of resl phenomena. In fact, this
is the falth of the whole rationalistic movement which we call science,
VYalues, besing in théir egsence cvjective, are objects for invesitigs tion
oy science, philosophy and common sense. (For a detziled statement on

American velues see Robin W, Williams, Jr. American Society, 1956).
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OLLEGE OF JOURNALISM AND COMMUNICATIONS

ersity of Hlinois, Urbana, Hlinois 61803

2 November 1365

Would there be any chance of securing a
couple of copies of your paper "An Inst-
itutional Appreoach to Mass Communications
Hegearch?¥- T happened to see & copy in

Ted's possession, was, I might add, gmite

impressed by it, and T would like fo use

it in the pro-seminar later this fall.

Tt 18 not published anywhere as yet is it?

Enclosed 1s a copy of a paper or better

a progress report I delivered at the AEJ

convention this symmer. I thought I might

atibempt to repay in kind if not in value.

I noticed that Paul Lazarsfeld was speiking

at the Annenberg School this fall., T would

very much appreciate 2 copy of his remarks

if such is aveilable., I am olcsenb¢y coing

a paper on ”perso influence" and because
t is an increasingly critical caper 1 would
ike to see what Prof. Lazarsfeld has to S8V

[
ou do not have copies avallable, of course
write direct.

i e
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As usual,

N

- James W, Carey



Hovember 1%, 1963

Br, James W, Carsy

Sali&g@ of Journslism and Communarazisns
Univergity of Tilinois

Urbang, Illinoig 61803

eay Jims

Many thavks for sending me your stimmlating paper ou “Bthuic Varistion
in Television Viewing. z I am pessing it on to Robert Lewls shayan Gf
our facyliy whe will be very much intereated in it,

I am sending you, énclomed, copiss of the paper vou rveguested, It will
bg publishad in Thayer, Lee {Bd.}: Communication: Theory snd Resesrch
{Proceadinzg of the bizab Interpation Bymposivm, 19633 Bpringfield,
Charles ©. Thomas, 1966, '

Paul aaz_zﬂ e¢ld gpoke OfF the culf aud we bave no trauseript of his
talk, Hz s é notiting now,

Sincevelyy

Glhskaf Geoyge Derbuer,
enc loaures Dean
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Hovenbar iig 1965

D, mﬁ% ? Cavaey
Eg@mﬁmizam &dé ﬁcﬁm 1pinng

chgebe for sending me your stimulstisg paper on “Bihode Voriation
gzﬁiﬁm Yiewing.V" I am %ﬁ ng iy om to Rebeyy Lewis Zhayon of
el whe will ba very m&a fntervesied in i, '

g you, enclosed, susiss of the paper vou reguested. Xt will

iz Thayer, isg {k&*}m Commonications Thesry aud Eegeareh
& g uf the ¥ivst Intermavios SBymposfum, 1965% Sprinpiield,

Chariey ﬁ. %%ﬁmas$ 1946,

Paul Lo
talk,

?rggﬁﬁzé gpoke off the culf snd we heve oo trengeript &7 his
v gadd wothing now.

, w,
Bivoareiy,

e i v AT, 1

Gftelar Gasroe Gorbner,

enclagures HBmrn



March 13, 1967

fr, Jameg ¥W. Carey

College of Jourmalism and Communications
University of Iilincis

Urbara, I1lincisg 51301

Dear Jim:

Thank you for sending me your article on “Harold Adams Ipnis and Marshall

HMeluhan.” It ig a very siguificant contvibution indeed. The fact that it
has to be published in the 4ntioch Review confirms my feeling of the need

for a new journal of communications scholarship, and my desire to do some-
thing sbout that nead,

There ave about 10 people on this campus to whom I would iike to send copies
of your piasce. Three ovr four additional copies should go to our library.
Could you send me as many copies as you can spare now, and a few reprints
when available?

I would algo be intersated in learning more about how your teaching and
research program iz shaping up..

With best regavds to all,

S8incerely yours,

GOrkaf Ceorge Gerbner,
Dean
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March 27, 1967

George Gerbner, Dean

Annenberg School of Communications
University of Pennsylvania
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19104

Dear George:

I am sending you some copies of my "Innis-MclLuhan paper™ as you
requested, I will also send along some reprints when they are avail-
able. The Antioch Review was supposed to run the piece in their
Winter issue, However, they decided to devoie that issue to the past,
a series of articles commemorating the 100th anniversary of Das Kapital
and run my piece along with an excellent piece of Herb Schiller's on
the international marketing of American television programs in the
Spring issue, That issue presumably devoted to the future,

Naturally, I am pleased with your reaction to the article. I
too feel the need for a new journal in communications as so much of
what I write does not exactly fit into the existing journals. The
Journalism Quarterly was willing to run the Innis~McLuhan piece but
only if I removed much of what I considered significant in the article.
Similarly, a piece on Negro/white TV viewing was gutted by the Journal
of Broadcasting and an article on homogeneous product advertising is
in the process of being whittled down by the Journal of Communication,

On my teaching and research. 1In addition to my participation in
the pro-seminar and an undergraduate seminar on freedom of the press,
I am currently teaching two courses. An undergraduate course on communi-
cation theory which is preliminary to the more advanced courses in
popular culture, public opinion, etc., and a graduate seminar entitled
"Communication Systems.” The undergraduate course has come along quite
nicely. It has three principal tasks: 1) to describe interpersonal
communication and to isolate problems of communication as they occur in
indugtrial societies; 2) to relate these problems to social organiza- .
tion and to the rise of the mass media; 3) to analyze the structure and
content of the mass media, Briefly stated, the theme of the course is
this: the revolution in the system of production in the 18th ceantury
reconstituted the basis upon which men live together; the revolution in
the system of production in communications in the 19th century recon-~
stituted the terms on which knowledge and culture were produced and thus
altered the terms on which men come tothink about their common life.
These revolutions while somewhat separate in time are mecessarily linked,
one being the outgrowth of the other., The course then attempts to look
at these revolutions in terms of their implications for how men come to

University of Illinois, Urbana, llinois 61801



George Gerbner, Dean
Page two
March 27, 1867

talk to and experience one another in direct contact (interpersonal
communications) and how they come to acquire the more generalized terms
and premises though which they come to understand their society. As
you can see, the course is quite close to a course in popular culture,
It differs principally in its emphasis on the nature and quality of
interpersonal communication and how such communication is linked to
social structure and the mass media, Similar to my paper om Innis and
Mcluhan, I attempt to deal with the effect of communications technology
on the organization of social life, and the effect of communications
content on one's consciousness of social life.

The graduate course is similar to the undergraduate except for the
depth of analysis and the fact that we delve into historical periods in
a slightly different way. This semester we are dealing largely with the
19th century in the United States and attempting to work with some of
the classics of social theory, e.g., Marx, Durkheim, and Weber,

Obviously, much of my research is directed to the above, but, in
addition, I have been doing a series of depth interviews with orphans
on their television viewing attempting to find out what the content of
television means to them, that is, not whabis its effectsbut what kind
of an experience is it, In addition, I have been trying to drum up
enthusiasm for a major study of the acceleratlng pattern of industrial
concentration in mass communication and the linkage of firms in mass

communication with Firms in education (education in the narrow sense).

| "Thig lattey study it seems to me is of considerable significance in

view of the policies of firms such as Xerox, IBM, General Electric, etc.

-Well, that was a long, though altogether too brief, answer to your
query. I hope things are going well at Annenberg. I read your recent

statement on "Graduate Education in Communications" and am in substantial

agreement with it, I am now chairman of a committee to revise the

j/&

¥
L?M:—é e
&

comnunications curriculum here and I hope that I can push it in essentially

the same direction and with the same attitudes you express in your
statement,

My best regards to all

Sincerely,

o

glafy”“' James W, Carey

Assistant Professor

is

PN



UNIVERSITY of PENNSYLVANIA

PHILADELPHIA 19104

Center of
Criminological Research

223 SoutH 38TH STREET May 8, 1967

Dean George Gerbner
Annenberg School of Communications

Dear George:

I have just finished reading the paper by James Carey which
you sent to me recently. I feel moved to write this note of
praise. Your former student has style, perception, and & superior
analytical capacity. T very much enjoyed reading his paper.
Except for some unnecessary repetition, the paper is a delight ®
read. His critique of McLuhan is, I think, not only correct, but
is also equally biting while being gentle. I hope his paper, when
published, receives wide circulation.

Thanks for sending me a copy.

Yours,

/::“};}f;
7 P,

A

o

Marvin E. Wolfgang
Professor and Graduate Chairman
Department of Sociology

MEW: jw



.f1.113 Grandview Road
State College, Ponne
September 25, 1967

Doar George,

Enclosged is the copy of your recent paper
which you so gracliously allowed me to read.
Az you will note removed the staple
binding it to facilitate my reading. I
apologize for not re-fastening it , bub

I am rather short of office supplies here.

It is, incidentally, an excellent paper and
will prove gquite useful to me in my work
this year. If you had told me you were
preparing to attempt en essay of such range
in a limited space, I wouldn!t have believed
you could have pulled it off. However, 1t
reads smoothly, hangs together well, and
goes beyond mere summary ard commentary

to make some original points. Congratulationse.
I hope you can let me have a permenent copy
whgn they are run off.

My check came from the University 8aturday.
Pretty fast service, I'd say.

Hope to see you agaln in the near future.

Es usual,

f“j ¢

el



October 14, 1965

Br. James W, Cavey
College of Commmnicationsg
Yaiversity of Tilinnis
Urbona, Tllingis GLE01

Daay Jim:

Hiram Haydu shored with me the copy of your paper on “The Politics of the
Electronic Revolution efe.”™ and T am very wuch impressed with each sucesgsive
development of your wark on these <ritieal issues. I would appreciste it if
vom eould send me thres copies, 2z well as a cowple of veprints of t‘za "iamia
anidl Melohan® paper, 1 svailable.

1 understand that Hivesm wonld like to wse this paper in @__ Amexican Scholar.
Buk 1 suppose if is teo long in its pregsnt state, end I alzo note that it is
psrt of a geriss of papers, with one or more addipionsl pleces in verious
stages of development. The veason 1 am mentioning this iz that theve i &

chenes Thas sy Jong~time plan to start & centyal jowmal in (ond on) comwnications

might come to fruition within the mext yeer or go. This would be an intermational
mngazine, an orgen of new sod emerging idess representing the contributions
communications g a discipling can meke Lo our wnderstending of culturs, secisty,
and policy (or pelitics). How the point of ail this is that I would like wo
have on hend oy in pyepayvatieom 2 major srticle by vou for the f£ivet fssue, This
ig still somevhat sveculsted, but I wounld sppreciaste your letting me kaow what
chances are of your heving something svsilzble.. This could be either 2 develop-
ment of what vou may have o cut out from the "polities” article (which ig
vesily twp or thved sriicles put together), or on entirvely &3££ereznt piece.

A% ”’*ﬂ’?’ vete, pleage lot me huow.

1 zﬁmm also like to take sdvantasge of yowr next visgit te the Bast Coast to
imwite you to give spother Opliocuium, prefewsbly during the spring semmeter.
So please let me koow if you ave plonning sny tvips..
‘With best yegavds,

Sincerely yours,

2 kaf George Cerbuer,
Doon



INSTITUTE OF COMMURNICATIONS RESEARCH

THE MNIVERSIITY OF ILLINOIS = LRBANA

October 20, 1969

Professor George Gerbner, Dean

The Annenberg Schoel of Communications
3620 Walnut Street

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania

Dear George:

Thank you for your kind note concerning my paper The Politics of the
Electronic Revolution," Copies of that paper and reprints of my earlier
1" . . M

Innis and McLuhan piece have besn mailed you.

I am pleased to hear that the long needed communications journal may soon
be a reality., It is impossible to tell at the moment whether or not

1'11 have anything ready for the early issues. Naturally, I would be
flattered to be among the early contributors, and I will keep such a
posgibility in mind as I consider future work. At the moment I have
writing commitments through February. At that point I hope to turn to
the third in the series of papers on electronic communication and also a
long projected essay on the 'bolitics of popular culture, Both would

I think, be appropriate to your journal, and I will keep you informed of
my progress,

My plans for the second semester are now rather ill—-defined, If I have
an opportunity to be on the east coast, I would be happy to again give
a colloguium at the Annenberg School. I'l1l be in touch,.

My best wishes.
Sincerely,
Q?S Lortrte
James W, Carey

Director
JWC :1fs
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‘ INSTITUTE OF COMMUNICATIONS RESEARSH

THE URIVERIITY OF ILLINGIS AY URBANA-CHMAMPAIGHN
LURBANA, ILLINOGIf 61801 - 217-333-1549

October 20, 1972

Professor George Gerbner
Annenberg School of Communications
University of Pennsylvania

3620 Walnut Street

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19104

Deaxr George:

Do - you still have available copies of your piece '"Mass
Communications and Conceptions of Education''?  If so, I would
appreciate one or two copies both for our own files and for

a request we received.

What is the current status of the proposed volume of papers
irom the conference?

Sincerely,

James W. Carey
Director
JWC:1fs
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AIR MATL  October 18, 1973

De. Jomes W. Cavey

Institute of Communications Research
University of Illinois

Urbana, 1lliuois 61801

Dear Jim:

0f course I will be glad to suppors your proposal
with Guggenheim or anyone who ashks me.

Your plans sound most promisging snnd I wish you
good luck. I

Sincerely yours,

a6 kas George GCerbper,
: Professor of Commmicationg
&nd Dean
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s I have written a series of essays and reviews trhar
g probiem: the relatioaship between communication
is a simpie one: I am seeking the Support ¢f a2 Vo
pericd for the time and travel Lacessary to brinc
rewritten form ag » voiuze under the workin

5 request, other thanp Ay own continuing in
thaird comunications revoluticn Ma

ri
l'D
5
®

. ran ar
cognized a revolutionary Potentisl in the development of
Systems—-systems which marry the potential of cablie
computers into a broadbandg two~way systen of educs
political pariicipation, indeed, the often euphori
fewly found technieal porential is a species of what Leo
I the techunolegical sublime™: the impis it belief thar =
orbed ang transformed by d political

technolony since
alanic or subliime

- 7. - - tnd .
G, aowever LEom on
¥ Ll

148 surroundoed tocing-
de rec; the evils predicoed yeu
tnology on culture and social orcantancdie-
the cese con be me

& ing on culture and technology suf
negs of an extr & coni

I technology and a conewns oo
& of culture in such wriringe—:

loing--the work
exception--is a residual o

al category: iz
an technology, 3But when such a view is 2
s

seen only

adopted technology
ssive or demonice force. There ig N0 standard, no Idea of
25z2inst which the lains of technology can be assessed and judged. Thie slivation
i 21y uvafortunate because in recent years we have made major advances in our undey-
5 of-culture and irg relation to mind, knowledge and social organization.

omawhat different in Great B

ritain for there the "debate" over Lachnolony
en at the center of Ingliigh intellectual 1ife and many of the greacass
e*1%th and 20¢h century letters~-Colerd ze
deg, =2

» Carlyle, Mili. Newman, Morris
ave explicitly addresged themselves to
culture is Je

> =ilok, Orwell, Leavis--h
Horeover, because the idea of

8s problematic in British
technology and culture is grasped more directly and with a firmer underss
Importance of this relation.

This debate over culture and technology
Zrowth in comniunications hag been summarized and exr
riable works Culture and Society 1750-1930, and
o

in orel
ended by Raymord wr1i-

The Long Revolution andé by
she Ugses of Literacy,
——=B2Ee UE Litaracy
» the ideas of Williams an
ered into American g4 cussions

an dis
focus on a concrere technol
of communication or compute
the above because of the ¢

Scot biolosist and urban

Luropean scholarship., In wo

systematically deals with the
Zuropean debate on the ¢
tecanolony on culture,
frirvican

of

Yet his
thought through the



empl to broaden the debate over technolosy
these considerations, and to deal explicitly
croup of scholars identified with American studies,
v Nesh Smith (Virzin Land), Allan Trachtember £y
1d Joha Wiiliam Wa“d (Red White and Blue) have

o cuplicate the work of Raymond Williams for Ameri-
culture in relation to techmclogy in American sccizl
techaology that have dominated populax scholarshisn

umanize the terms through which we think about

ent of communlcatlons technologzy. I have
NlllLdﬁS and Hoggart on culture in relarion—
esurrect and rvevivify the scholarship of
ation systems——writing, print, elecironicg—-
'Liy the considerations of Leo Marx et al. '
arly communications technology,

i~75 is to bring together my already published writing into
techmology, communicztions and culture. This is by no
L howpe Co comtinuve working dn this field for ““ny years hone-

ricen context the achievement Raymond Williams has made in this
T oeleeenwloSnE background of British histor cy. Waile I have nade substantiz i Progress on

o

sore of the following questions in order to brirng th

Lova rmecent advanees in thao theory of culture--advances in biology, ethology,
R o wenology—-redefined the relation between technology and cueture?

scen net as 2 mera list of artifacts, behavior patturns,
as a set of gymbolic sequeﬂces—ublucprgan, recipes,
i the most general sense——the relationship between culture and mind

inis redefinition makes possible a fresh examination of the effect
culture and wiad.

v CORLLOWGTY 00

chenges in communications technology on mind

can we hazard on the probable impact of new
social organization?

achnology support or sometimes erode monopolies of
lasses and groups?

£ of new forms of communications technelogy
istory of communications technology and lLS
tion

kill of this supplicant, are beyond doub:.
on of an entirely new array of communica-
cation of the VHF and ULF televisi lon

ure, communications policy is again

to shape a varleLy of cultural services.
examines the relationship between com—
our oeu@fg& calture between the state of our .
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; ¥ of the limitations of technology in dealing
Trom pailoscphy we can derive standards of value and justice
ogy and techonologicel change so that we are not at the mercy
productivity and efficiency. TFrom philosophical biolozy
solicgy wo can leara something of the nature of mind, of the rela-
technology, aad mind and culture so that we can assess the effect
rsonglity.  In shori, the humanities need not merely stand

)

gz valation to communications technologzy. The humanities can
of jucgment, value and justice to this debate. To do this,
must be bwought together from several sequestered dlSClpllﬂGa

is important to my own development as
a heavy teaching and administrative
t is now time for me to assemble
If successful, I believe this will
ng of human communication. of technology,

tively 31Tple one, For the first six months of
atical leave from the University. During this
work relevant to this topiec in the University
few days during this period visiting a limited

o operations, particularly those in New York and Kansas City.
tame ot the Smithsonion Institution working with its excellent
_Lbnno?oﬁv. The second six-month period, the period for

Zndowment for the Humanities'support, I plan to spend
st of all, to utilize library materials on the histo y
s tellectual responses to changes in communication tech
¢ United States. More dmportantly, however, I wish to
S 1y zudiences. As I have previously indicated, British
ursued lines of inquiry quite similar to mine. While my

]
&
B
fo
(w3

Britain, I have never had the OPPOTLUHLLJ for

i

< cussion bef ore foreign audiences that are at the same

- vrefore it is my hope to spend considerable time pre-

i scussions at the Center for the Study of Contemporary

o the Television Research Center, University of Leeds
on Research, University of Leicester.
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~ NATIONAL ENDOWMENT FOR THE HUMANITIES
805 16th Sweot, N.W,, Washington, D.C. 20506

. APPLICATION FOR A YOUNGER HUMANIST EELLOWSHIP

&a@gqﬁﬂgpmmnt James W. Carey o B
it Institute of Communications Research, University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaigs

Urbana, Illinois 61801

. FOR USE OF RESPONDENT: {Please see back of this page for guidelines)

James W. Carey had been a graduate student in my class. I served om his
doctoral committee. Subsequently, he was a colleague and collaborator

in several projects. Chief among these was a book I edited (Communications
Technology and Social Policy, Wiley, 1973) to which Carey contributed a chapter
on "The History of the Future,”

Jim Carey is a brilliant young scholar. His work is consistently literate
and incisive. He has & good grasp of the social sciences and interprets
their methods and findings with humenistic insight. Hig analysis of the
historical and culturai significance of technological development in-
communications is particularly keen. T would expect his work on that
subject to be of considerable scholarly and general significance. I
recommend him mogt emphatically and without reservation,

- Bignature of Respondent: Date _October 22, 1973

Mame ang Title: GeOrge Gerbner, Professor of Communications and Dean

{}g{;&;rtgngnt (or Position): The Annenberg School of Communications

tnsthiution lor Employer):_Univergity of Penmsylvania
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“form., The Endowmeni wouid appreciate having your opinion of the applicant’s qualifications for. the

The National Endowment for the Humanities is considering the application of the person named o‘_n:t'hé )
front of this page for 2 fellowship which will enable him to undertake the study described on the attached -

proposed undertaking, its importance, the likelihood of his accomplishing it, and any other comments youV :
consider pertinent. ‘ J

The Endowment is seeking to identify persons in the early part of their professional careers who have
unusual promise as teachers and contributors to learning in the humanities, Some particular comment upon_ '
the applicant’s promise and upon the value of the proposed study to his development in these respects will

be most heipful.

Letters need not arrive at the Endowrnent bsfore the application deadline of October 15, 1973.
However, a long dalay bbyand tnat date may cause the tetterto arrive 100 late *(‘af tha revaew FIrocess.

Whe“: cﬁ)mpmcd please send ihis lettar divectly *t@ tha
Fellowships Division .
Mational Endowmeni for the MHuwianitles
208 1hth Swaet, MW,
Washington, 0.0, 20506
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A N SIMON GUGGENHEIM MEMORIAL FOUNDATION
}g ‘_ _ Conﬁdennal Report on Candldate for Fellowshxp

%f uested of: _
2. &eorge Gerbner
Annenberg Scheool of Communlcatlons

University of Pennsylvania

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19104 Carey, James W.

Name of Candidate:

”»”

REPORT:

James W. Carey has been a graduate student in my class. I also served
on his doctoral committee. Subsequently, he was a colleague and
collaborator in several projects. Chief among these was a book I
edited (Communications Technology and Social Policy, Wiley, 1973) to
which Carey contributed a chapter on "The History of the Future."

J1m Carey is a brllllant young scholar. His work is consistently
literate and incisive. He has a good grasp of the social sciences

and interprets their methods and findings with humanistic insight. .
His analysis of the historical and cultural significance of technologlcal
development in communications is particularly keen. I would expect his
work on that subject to be of considerable scholarly and general
significance., I recommend him most emphatically and without reservation.

fn. " .
VAR e ) Can ST |
Signed %ﬂf *P_%\“' ' Date_ December 3, 1973
‘; L

Position or Title Professor of Communications and Dean

Address. The Annenberg School of Communications, University of Pennsylvania

(Please return to John Simon Guggenheim Memorial Foundation, go Patk Avenue, New York, N.Y. roo16, at your
eatliest convenience. Addressed, stamped envelope is enclosed.) '
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Fellowships Division

Natiocopal Endowment for the Humanities
608 i5th S5t., HN.W.

Washington, D.C. 20506

Gentlemen {or Ladies):

I understand from the applicant that this
recommendation has not been received. Enclosed
you will £find a duplicate copy.

Sincsrely vours,

George Gerboer,
Professor of Commmications
and Dean
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INSTITUTE OF COMMUNICATIONS RESEARCH

EEES

THE UNIVERSITY OF ILLINGIS AT LRBAMA-CKAMPAIGH
URBAKA, ILLIMOIT 01801 - 2173331549

January 16, 1974

Dean George Gerbner

Annenberg School of Communications
University of Pennsylvania

3620 Walnut Street

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19104

Dear George:

The National Endowment for the Humanities informs me I am missing your
letter of evaluation for my fellowship application. I realize how such
things can get lost in the pile of paper work that accumulates these

days, and I also understand that, given the vagaries of the postal service,
you might not have received the orlglnal forms.

I have enclosed another copy of my proposal. If you are missing the
NEH evaluation forms, you can submit it on your letterhead. T would
very much appreciate any help you can give me.

Sincerely,

S

James W. Carey
Director
JWC:1fs
Enclosure
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soolessor Jay W. Jeansen Gead, Depariment of Journalism University of Illinois, Urbana, 11
Professor of English, English Dept. University of Iilinois
Urbana, Illinois 61801
Dean, Annenberg School of University of Pennsylvania
Communications Philadelphia, Pennsylvania
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E \ . -
B . Providence, fhode Island
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NG INFORMATION — James W, Carey -

Al

A Jevsonel inlormation:  Born - September 7, 1934 in Providence, Rhode Island;
Married; Four children

Zducation: B.8. (with honors), University of Rhode Island {1957)
M.8. in Communications, 1959, University of Illinois

PhoD. in Communications, 1963, University of Illinois

raduate Honors—~Four Years University of Rhode Island

duate Fellow--University of Iilinois

ummer raculty Fellow--University of Illinois, 1964

Honorary Societies: Phi Kappa Phi, Kappa Tau Alpha (Journalism),

Order of Artus (Economics), Omicron Kappa Delta (leadership)

(I have not received nor have I applied for any fellowship or grants since 1964)

lnstructor in Jowrnalism, Deparviment of Journalism, University of
Illinois, 1962-G3

Assistant Profossor of Journalism, Department of Journalism, University
of Illincis , 1963-67

Summer Faculty Fellowship, University of Illinois, 1964

Research Assistant Professor, Institute of Communications Research,
University of Illinois, 1965-67

Visiting Professor, Pemnsylvania State University, 1967-68

Assoclate Professor of Journalism, Research Associate Professor,
institute of Communications Research University of Illinois,
1867-1571

Director, Institute of Communications Research, University of
Tilinois, 1969 to present

Professor of Journalism, Research Professor of Communications,
University of Illinois, 1971-

tisd titutional Approach.” 1In The Role of Advertising, C.H.Sandage
and Vernon Fryburger, eds., Homewood, Illinois: Richard D. Irwin, Inc., 1960,pp.3- 17.

" In Journalism Quarterly,

. Ulassi, Studies in Public Communication,
Winter9 1862, pp. 104-105.

“Personality Correlates of Persuasibility.” In Toward Scientific Marketing, Stephen A.
Greyser, ed., Chicago: American Marketlng Association, 1964, pp. 30-43. Reprinted
‘i Consumer Behavior and the Behavioral Sciences, Stuart Henderson Britt, ed., New
Yoriks John Wiley & Soms, 1966, pp. 462-463.

Backiash,” Commonweal, Vol. 81, No. 4, October'l6s 1964, pp. 91-93.

“Veriations in Negro/White Television Preferences,” Journal of Broadcasting,
' No. 3, Summer, 1986, pp. 199-212.

it

Racist,” Trans/Action, Vol. 4, No. 1, November, 1966, pp. 5-11
(w*uh nlta J"n s Simon).

b

Adams Innis and Marsheil McLuhan,” Antioch Review, Vol. 27, No. 2, Spring,
vp. 5-37. Reprinted in McLuban: Pro and Com, Raymond Rosenthal, ed.,
York: Funk and WagnaLLs5 1968, and in eight other journals and anthologies.

fmerican Soclety,” America Now, Joha J. Kirk, ed., New York:
» DP. 293-305.

Goodman's The Committee," in Commonweal, Vol. 88, No. 9, May 17,
278,

~ons Revolution and the Professional Communicator,” The Sociological
Monograph, No. 13, January, 1869, pp. 23-38.

e EZlectronic Revolution—-I," The American Scholar, Vol. 39, No. 2,
218-241 (with John J. Quir k)
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1t}

R vo'ualan——TT The American Scholar, Vol. 39, WVo. 3,

@
John J. Quer}.

Sook FEneyelopedia, 1970.

rrar eand Jjohm D. Stevens, eds., Mass Media and the National
in Communications History," Journalism Quarterly, Vol. 48,

L

.whan, From Cliche to Archetype," In Journalism Quarterly, Vol. 49,

cetion for Newspaper Journalisms in the Seventies and Beyond,
iblishers Association Foundation 1973.

“On Culture and Communication,” Commonweéal, Vol. 98, No., 2,

-

ddox, Beyond Babel: New Directions in Communications," Ibid.

ctuve.” In Communications Technology: Impact and Polidy, George

&4
cds., New York: John Wiley, 1873,

and Amevican Social Thought,” In The Significance of Harold Innis,
-, Toronto: University of Tovonto Press, forthcoming.

lectronic Revolution, Urbana: Institute of Communications Reseavch,

"A Cuitursl Approach to Communication,” Communications, Vol. 1, No. 2, in press.

Unpusiished papers and works in progress:
Ln hnaiysis of Journailism Education

and Research in Communications History

Research

iture and the 'Uses and Gratification' of the Mass Media for The Used and
ications of Mass Communication, Vol. III Sage Publications in Communications.

in the Canadian Economics of Harold Imnis," for a forthcoming volume
s3 Communication.,

a series of essays and reviews that have been
relationship between communication technology and
I am seeking the support of a Younger Humanist
time and travel necessary to bring these essays
a volume under the working title Techneclogy,

request, other than my own continuing interest in the topic, is

rd communilcations revolution. Many contemporary scholars and
d a revolutionary potential in the development of advanced
tems—-systems which marry the potential of cable television,
mputers into a broadband, two-way system of education, enter-
iivical participation., Indeed, the often euphoric speculation
found technical potential is a species of what Leo Marx has
echnological sublime™: the implicit belief that all our
and transiormed by the moral and political potential inherent

opment in communications technology since
ing images of the satanic or sublime
ure has often suffered, however, from an
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vstanding concerning both the debate that has surrounded techno—
che beneflts claimed yet seill undelivered; the evils predicted yet
the precise effects of technology on culture and social organization.

e stronger. American writing on culture and technology suffers
<nes emely precise and articulate view of technology and a contrast-
ond empty view of culture. The idea of culture in such writing——the work of
gnificant and instructive exception-—-is a residual category: it
thet than technology. But when such a view is adopted technology

: rogressive or demonic force. There is no standard, no idea of

ast which the claims of technology can be assessed and judged. This situation
y unfortunate because in recent years we have made major advances in our under-
$toncing of culture and its relation to mind, knowledge and social organization.

t ¢ifferent in Great Britain for there the "debate" over technology
@ center of Engiish intellectual life and many of the greatest
th century letters~-Coleridge, Carlyle, Mill, Newman, Morris,
well, Leavis--have explicitly addressed themselves to this
idea of culture is less problematic in British life, the
is grasped more directly and with a firmer understand-
tion. This debate over culture and technology in relation—
71 ns has been summarized and extended by Raymond Williams
: works C¢1Lufd and Scciety 1750-1930, and The Long Revolution and by
1 The Uses of Literacy.

e ideas of Williams and Hoggart, as well as their luminous predecessors,

o American discuss iuns of technology and culture, particularly when

18 on a concrete technological imnmovation such as the development of new
ommunication or computer information utilities. Again Lewis Mumford
above because of the direct link between his work and that of his

i biologist and urban planner Patrick Geddes, and because of his open-

pean scholarship. In North America only the late Canadian historian

: ith the relation of technology and culture against

plc and with close attention to the effect of

his work has suffered from neglect, and has

listorted prism of Marshall McLuhan.
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Ly entered American

tates the ona sghaved, sevious attempt to broaden the debate over technology
introduce humsnistic values into these considerations, and to deal explicitly

r come from a group of scholars identified with American studies.
in the Garden), Henry Nash Smith (Virgin Land), Allan Trachtenberg

: ymbol) and John Williem Ward (Red, White and Blue) have

think, to duplicate the work of Raymond Williams for Ameri-

£ culture inm relation to technology in American social
£ +ec%nclo gy that have dominated popular scholarship -
humanize the terms through which we think about
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ne scholarship of many of the people menticned
pment of communications technology. 1 have

r Wiliiems and Hoggart on culture in relation-
:esa:fect and revivify the scholarship of
vication systems-—writing, print, electronics—-
op_y LhE considerations of Lec Marx et al.
cularly communications technology,

together my already published writing into
» communications and culture. This is by no

e to con*iﬂau working in this field for many years hope-
an context the achilevement Raymond Williams has made in this

ack>?ouaé of British I,Ls;_ory° JWhile I have made substantlal progress on



James W. Carcy

£ the following questions in order to bring the

@]

advances in the theory of culture--advances in biology, ethology,
henomenclogy—-redefined the relation between technology and culture?

ingly seen not as a mere list of artifacts, behavicr patterns,

fe but as a szt of symbolic sequences—-blueprints, recipes,

n the most general sense—-—the relationship between culture and mind
, This redefinition meakes possible a fresh examination of the effect
ogy on culture znd mind.

celily, has been the effect of changes in communications technolegy on mind
L and whet intelligent guesses can we hazard on the probable impact of new
communications technology en culture and socizl organization?

does communicaiion technology support or scometimes exode monopolles of
ised by particular classes and groups?

raims made on behalf of new forms of communications technology
terms of what we know of the history of communications technology and its
T on mind, culture and social organization?

1is task, independent of the skill of this supplicant, are beyond doubt.

rge of supporting the innovation of an entirely new array of communica-
che fivst time since the allocation of the VHF and UHF television

aboriive policy of deintermixture, communications policy is again

e daclsions made will seal intc shape a variety of cultural services.

& presumes wmore coften than 1t examines the relationship between com-—

gy and the shape of our general culture, between the state of our

chnology through which this knowledge can be gained, between the

echnology and the values one desires to actualize.

en in an extremely defensive posture relative to this debate over
i t response has been largely confined to raising the spectre of
tnological advance. (There are important exceptions to this, of
i ly to be ineffective in an industrial society. But the
undervalues what the humanities have to contri-
acity of the humanities to clarify our understanding
LOMmE from the history of both technology and culture
’eara someLhing of the limitations of technology in dealing
voahy we can derive standards of value and justice
and echnological change so that we are not at the mercy
ficiency. TFrom philesophical biology
rn gomething of the nature of mind, of the rela—
nd culture so that we can assess the effect
In short, the humenities need not merely stand
g relation tc communications technology. The humanities can
of judgment, value and justice to this debate. To do this,
must be brought together from several sequestered disciplines

o o
The huma

etion of this project is important to my own development as

! es. Due to a heavy teaching and administrative

e i It is now time for me to assemble

If successful, I believe this will
anding of human communication. of techunology,

ne. Ior the first six months of
from the University. Duriang this
collection o T
aiso wish to spend z few days during this period visiting a 11m1ted
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cablie television operations, paleculgrly those in New York and Kansas City.
some time at the Smithsonian Institution working with its excellent
cation technology. The second six-month period, the period for
ag the National Fndowment for the Humanities'support, I plan to spend
there I wish, First of all, to utilize library materials on the history
particulariy, intellectual responses to changes in communication tech-
vailable in the United States. More importantly, however, I wish to
ritish scholarly audiences. As I have previously indicated, Britiszh
tions have pursued lines of inquiry quite similar to mine. While my
wmented on in Great Britain, I have never had the opportunity forx
ended discussion before foreign audiences that are at the same
ical. Therefore it is my hope to spend considerable time pre-

g in discussions at the Center for the Study of Contemporary
L_h;qgngm the Teievision Reseacch Center, University of Leeds

-

Literacy. Boston: Beacon Press, 1961

o

O

i

of Communication. Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 1951.

Innis, Empire and Communication. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1950.

the Carden, New York: Oxford University Press.

nd Civilization. New York: Harcourt, Brace and World, 1934.

achnics and Human Develooment, New York: Harcourt, Brace and Javonovich.

n the Cab;e; The Televis 4‘n of Abundance, Report of the Sloan Commission om Cable
New Yor MeGraw-Hill, 1971.

Presence of the Ward. Wew Haven: Yale University Press, 1967.

Paths in Biology. WNew York: Harxper & Row, 1967.

Brooklyn Bridge, Fact and Symbol. New York: Oxford University

Ravmond Williams, Culiuvre and Society. New York: Columbia University Press, 1958.

Raymond Williams, The Long Revolution. New York: Columbia University Press, 1961.
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_ : thls copy for your fi
THE CENTER FOR ADVANCED STUDY et your tiles

Comments Regarding Applicant for Associate

Requested of: Prof. George Gerbner - Applicant: . Tames v. Caray

{Please return this form to The Center for Advanced Study, 912 West Illinois, Urbana,
I11, 61801, at your earliest convenience. An addressed stamped envelope is enclosed.)

COMMENTS ¢

James W, Carey had been 2 graduate student in my class. 1 alee served

on his doctoral committee. Subsequently, he was a colleague 2nd collaborator
in several projects. Chief among these was a book I edited (Communicstions
Technolosy and Social Policy, Wiley, 1973) to which Carey contributed a
chapter on "The History of the Future."

Jim Carey iz a brilliant young scholar. His work is consistently literate
and incisive. He has a good grasp of the social sciences and interprets
their methods and findings with humanistic insight. His analysis of '
the historical and cultural significance of technological development in
ceommunications is particularly keen. I would expect his work on that
subject to be of considerable scholarly and general significance. I
recommend him most emphatically and without reservation.

Signed Date  Octeber 26, 1973

Position or Title Professor of Communications and Dean

Address The Amnenbexg School of Communications, Dniversity of Pennsylvenia




ERSTITHTE OF COMMEINICATIONS RESEAREH

THE BRIVERSITY OF ILLIMG®IS AT URBANA-SHAMPAIGH
HRBAMHA, ILLINOIS 418@1  R17-333-1549

Dear George:
I received my copy of the book and I was naturally happy to have eﬁerything
in print. I will probably use it in my seminar this spring. I think you
manasged to get it into print quite promptly all things considered.

I am currently applying to the (amggenheim Foundation, the National

Endowment for the Humanities and our own €enter for Advanced Study for support

" next year. I have a sabbatical due and I would like as well a leave of absence

for the second semester. I have basically proposed to the variocus groups that
I collect and re-write a number of my already published essays intc a book

under the working title,Communications, Technology and Culture. I tell yom

this for I listed you as a referee on these various proposals. Normal good
manners reguiéres that I request youpaid in advance. However, academic protocol
seens to sugrest that referees be nominated prior to my discussing the project
with them. So I did recommend you as a referee and naturally I hope you will
say a few favorable words on my behalf and that of my proﬁosal. If you are
contacted, you will receive a statement of the proposal s¢ you can evaluate

it at you leisure.

I do appreciate very much any help you can give me on this. I also apologize
for infringing on your already scarce time. It was, however, necessary to
recommend referees from outside this campus -nd given the fact you have encouraged
my work in the past I thought you would be a logical persmn. Thank you in
advance for whatever support you can give me and in retroppect for inviting

me to the technology symposium and aldowing me to contitbute to the volume.





