
Dr. W i l l i a m  StephPrrrasm 
School af Journslialn 
UIllwrsfty of Missouri 
C o l d i a ,  Mkwuri 65201 

Dear Dr. $te@enson: 

I an glad you seat yam a b r v ~ t i m  on the syzkp~fum papers. X had 
just read a & &gpwaicaticm aaPll k t  rrtruek me as8 ~ l l e  
of the few $ermine. tlmortcber of -1.catiq we have, So I was pleaated 
to Bee that p u  pfcked ~rou~ter's and my papers far the sane reason. You 
w i l l  ba interetatsd to  lerrrn that WCen Brmwr will be visiting on our 
faculty in the a p r w  and t b w h  fshri! next scaricrmfc p e a .  

I think sur appra~cbs ere comphnmntary, As piwx note, I am quire cantent 
t o  "dwnp" 43x1. the infomal mziss-of-c-icatfort postulated by 3rwwcr and 
yourself into the lninade a0 people as t h e h  "images." Thatpa timitt be atme 
division of labor, snd 1 am nor a p~~tycholagfrrt. For the sdme reassm, I 
have g& "ttrken all the motion out ~f ctmmmkation"; I left %b. where it 
belangrs, ia the dotnezin of mbjwtivity, and lsra glad that you deal w i t h  it 
00 well, 

Sane further crrmzllsrrfss an pour obaremwtbcms. My "opera9iaaa~izing" i e  not 
Pn the r e a h  of fraa~s (rrtlnds) kcawe that is nat where I do ay res~prch. 
It fa  in the ares of inst i tut iml  p m e a s  ilad mraseage atlalysl&, an% f a  
sketched on pages 433444 of my paper. I study the structure and operations 
of ths mass media AS orgdzatiotu comp03jdl$; message system to their 
"$.~nqe." Ymz cmd ethers wpuXd then presumably study the subjective images 
held by people in relsltisn to the objective images (nwsree content) #at 
I identify as: resulting from cartala industrial a d  corporbrte operations. 
These apratfem are quite different In different: societiee, a& ~sry a v ~ r  
rrtudissr indicate. Ons reaeon fs that the induetrial orgaaizat$.on bebPnd 
t b a  is different. So my approatch to the "fadustrialieatLo of cuEturel' 
leads directly to your euggeotic#r of internatianai tensians as a f-s of 
study. Elave pou seen my art islea on "press Perspectives Isr World Cf~laarsnica- 
tion" and "Idmlolgtcenl Pexepectiv%s Ln Newspapor RepurtLqf' (J.Q. Sumaer 
1961 and Aukrsm 1944, reopectiwly) 1 



Cna prob.1- I have with your play thedry Sw that 1 find W concept of 
play itself (facludhg pLi~t.a-, atntartaiammt, etc.) irrtoaaphte. O)YPiausly 
rtbt a l l  things that 8%- pleasure (or p 2 ~ )  are, in fact, the s m .  To 
impXy that Uplay is the nwsmge" jr8 a8 unsatisfwtory as t o  tbaa: "the 
m d i a  is the I J W W B ~ ~ ~ . ' '  Aad, in fact, of yawt r e ~ ~ h  dockrtr mt: 
naeessaxily rcsst on, or k l l m ~ t e ,  the plLrag &wry. F'or example, I see rsa 
nscessary relatiwship between Q m e ~ ~ ~ l o g r y  and play theory. While f 
aZeo ccmtmd that cam~ia~icaeion htps fLEXtriwic reward8 and is, in fact, as 
~mceossrry to  hman l i fe  a8 is e.6. eating (a should be aer pliaeaurable), 
that; is no amre ts eqaate its function8 with play (or plsadwse) than t h e  
of f d  w i t h  taste aenbationa alone. X thhk yau tscsuld agree with a l l  that, 
but I rairrsed (perbps overlooked) yuur awn elaboration of these relationships, 

Do ycru expetct to caersl wt in the near future? X would 1tke to  follow up en 
the h p l f e a t ~  of paper, and Brewer tscr w i l l  h here after Jdmary. 

Ceerg-e Wxbsaer, 
Dean 




