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[image: image1.png]Another important condition for Schiller’s burst of intellectual activity,
though less interesting than the worldwide political movements that inspired
him, was the creative freedom he credited to his ongoing academic anonymity,
though now in the politically conservative field of mass communication. He
was a newcomer to the relatively new field of communications in the 19605,
an outsider among a small but established group of communication scholars.
Daniel Lerner, for instance, was a leader in the field of intemational communi-
cations and treated Schiller's anti-imperialist perspective as naive and Schiller
as 2 nobody. Lerner once shared Schiller’s critical view of the world during the
days of antifascist struggle. But in the postwar period, Lerner, along with Wil-
bur Schramm, Ithiel de Sola Pool, and other communication experts, became a
gung ho cold warrior, recasting psychological warfare research in the American
academy as mass communication research, a more neutral sounding enterprise.
This helped ensure that American international communication rescarch
would be more congenial with the objectives and aims of U.S. foreign policy.
Schramm, often credited as the founder of contemporary mass communication
studies, was an FBI informer, CIA contract man, and remained throughout his
carcer, along with Lerer and Pool, close to military and intelligence commu-
nities, promoting a supremacist view of Western culture and technology via the
reputedly objective norms of social science methodology (see Simpson 1994).
Schramm and Lerner’s efforts in the anticommunist, pro-Western crusade
carned them top spots in the academy as leaders in the field of international
communication research (Lent 1995, 32, 138). To them, there was no reason
to pay attention to what this Johnny-come-lately was saying or writing. “That
would be conferring legitimacy on the upstart,” as Schiller put it. Being con-
sidered a “nobody” in the academic field of international communications
kept the spotlight off of Schiller just long enough for him to gather sufficient
research on the global communication system and eventually produce “a body
ol vl that Bl cald o be nosad” (acted in Tt 1995, 141).




 

 

 

