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Whether scurrying, strolling, slinking or struttitigrough the BEA convention in Las
Vegas, newer members of the Association might theik it strange that what seems to
be a conventional academic disciplinary meeting{alebe with keynote speeches,
research paper presentations, panels on a vafistibfects, a placement service, lots of
talk, coffee and paper-is taking place in a coneententer in a glitzy gambling resort
town in association with a huge equipment-oriertisglay and a large number of
somber deal-making (and golf-playing) business etiees. How'd the BEA-and its
predecessors, the UAPRE and APBE-get to this paimthow?

That's the question that Rob McKenzie, the editdfeedback, asked me out of the blue
this March-expecting me to deliver 500-1500 wortleegponse three working days later.
At least he didn't expect completion of the aswymftinded history of education for
broadcasting that | proposed some years ago, or@avannotated scholarly history of
the BEA!

Like many today in the halls of the Las Vegas Coiom Center, back in the fall of
1959 | had never heard of the organization. Harwtiweh-chair at the University of
Southern California, bought me a bowl of soup asiced if | had ever thought of editing
a scholarly journal. The next thing | knew, Bob Suens, the first editor of théournal

of Broadcasting was handing over the files, and | had started moee-than-twelve-year
assignment that was the defining task of my acacleareer. When | turned over the job
to my successor, Chris Sterling, in 1972, | asketdthe same question that Ken had
asked of me. I've always thought that the greatesngth of the BEA has been the
willingness of young faculty members to take omityngly consuming jobs for reasons
far more altruistic than merely adding to one'sines.

IN THE BEGINNING

But 1959 wasn't the start of BEA. In the 1940s eady 1950s, education for
broadcasting typically was housed in a handfuledattments of speech, mostly in major
land-grant universities in the midwest. Althougk thist graduate theses and
dissertations concerned with broadcasting had beegpted in the 1920s, the first
college course was offered in 1929, and the fstttook (Sherman LawtornRadio

Soeech) was published in 1932broadcasting instruction was rare. Speech itsalf not
long before, been housed in departments of Endlidte reason speech was the first
home of most broadcasting education was becausetbaengineering students who



built the first educational radio stations in tF82%s were satisfied with the hardware,
they needed someone else to provide content amdi feeiunteers in speech, drama and
journalism (another spin-off from English). Oncesph found itself with a laboratory,
and a function that attracted students, courseslagaees soon followed.)

After World War 11, the radio broadcasting indushyrgeoned. Television, although
existing in a few cities, wasn't yet an industryb@dy of communication theory, closely
related to social psychology, had evolved durirg\War and the decade or two that
followed its end. This combination made communarafiar more respectable as an
academic discipline, and more attractive with respe student recruiting.

But there was no center. Those teachers of broadeasnunication who attended
scholarly meetings went to those of the discipbhéheir parent department. Travel
funding was even tougher to get in those days ithamow. An institutional
reimbursement of half the train fare was considgetkrous. A couple of broadcasting
educators might get together by accident or pragament at meetings of the Speech
Association of America (later the SCA and now theAY, the National Association of
Educational Broadcasters (never a scholarly orgdioiz, and now defunct), the
Association for Education in Journalism (now theJME), regional speech associations,
the Institute for Education in Radio (later the TERalso no longer with us), the
Department of Audio-Visual Instruction of the Nat& Education Association (gone, all
gone) and even the still active student honoracyesp, Alpha Epsilon Rho.

Typically, a program (few had achieved departmestttius) had one to three faculty
members, and only the chair got travel funding-axt to pay for trips out of his (there
were few women in such positions in those days) packet. If the "radio folk" were on
good terms with the "speech folk" in the same depamt, a few hundred dollars for
travel to the SAA might be found. If not, the omlgntact between one of the hundred or
so teachers of broadcasting and another would k& ®yMail. (E-mail didn't become
available for another third of a century or moneg #he long-distance telephone was far
too expensive to use for a gabfest-but a letteldcinen be sent for 3 cents.)

But it was a truism that an academic discipline teakdave two attributes: a national
organization and a scholarly journal. In the la®@&0ds, a quarter of a century after
broadcasting itself had entered a quarter of Amaerltouseholds, education for
broadcasting had neither.

THE UAPRE

In June, 1948, broadcast educators from ten itistitsi tried to do something about the
need for some sort of focused organization. Theynded the University Association for
Professional Radio Education (UAPRE), with six mjaiaing the next year, at UAPRE's
first meeting in conjunction with the NAB conventidWhile the original group felt that
accrediting the bigger and better schools-those"steuld be cited for their progress in
the development of broadcasting curricula"-wouldalveorthwhile function, it quickly
became obvious that the National Commission on éditation was not about to approve



any additional accrediting bodies. UAPRE might stibke a difference, but the steam
had gone out of the movemér&rowth was slow: no new members were approved in
1950, and only three at the third meeting (in coofion with the Institute for Education
by Radio and Television in Columbus) in 1951. B$29UAPRE was moribund and
almost dead.

Even though UAPRE was a dead end, those teachoagibasting accepted some of its
philosophy. Look at that word "Professional” in URE's name. UAPRE wasn't intended
to be a theoretical scholarly organization. Instétagtas devoted to the education and
training of would-be broadcast employees. Its dasioa with the National Association

of Broadcasters went back to a 1947 meeting of safitteose who became UAPRE's
founders with President Justin Miller of the NatbAssociation of Broadcasters-at his
instigation.

Those who wonder about why BEA continues to raiatdAB should realize that, in a
very real sense, NAB was BEA's progenitor.

THE APBE

There was a new start in 1955. At a meeting in Wagbn on May 23, it was voted to
dissolve UAPRE and establish a new organizatiorAfsociation for Professional
Broadcasting Education-with NAB (then-National Asistion of Radio and Television
Broadcasting) as an active participant. It's fargtsident was Sydney Head, of the
University of Miami.

The twin bases of APBE were first, eschewing tleaidf becoming an accreditation
agency (except through membership on the Accregd@iouncil on Education in
Journalism and Mass Communication), and seconak fiad whole-hearted industry co-
sponsorship. In fact, the APBE's constitution dediits membership as consisting of the
broadcasting stations that were NAB members andeaftegree-granting) and associate
(courses, but no degrees) academic institutions.

There were no individual members in the beginnBerause of small faculties, longer
tenure of chairs, and dearth of travel funds, fostof the period from the late 1940s
until the late 1970s APBE's academic delegatiomsisted of the chairs or heads of the
larger schools-who soon got to know and work witle another. While other faculty
members were welcome to attend the convention, rdreyy could afford to do so.
Although individual memberships were establishefl960, institutions-not individuals-
were the official voting members of APBE, choosiivg members of a Board of
Directors, who served with an equal number of NA@&mbers appointed by the NAB
President until this decade. Academic leaderslsjglee in delegates from the larger
schools, but the industry had an equal voice ierd&hing convention programs and
other activities.

At its inception, APBE had 17 members. By the twhé¢he first annual meeting in
Chicago in 1956, there were 33, out of the 95 @ offering degrees (48 in speech,



and 28 in "radio-television," which typically haddn spun off from speech or
journalism)? (Today, there are approximately six times that benof institutional
members, plus those in other categories.) Most rlapty Harwood proposed-and the
other directors approved-the establishment ofittuenal of Broadcasting, which
produced its first issue that winter.

So, by the spring of 1957, broadcasting educatazhbdoth a national organization and a
scholarly journal.

It also had a "permanent” secretariat: Fred GasribglAB Manager of Organizational
Services, also served as APBE executive secrgieoyiding APBE members with
admission to the NAB Convention, various NAB puéations, and other services. When
Garrigus died early in 1960, Howard Bell, an NABerpresident and later head of a
trade association in the field of advertising, teoer-with the aid of Florence Mitchell,
who had been a senior secretary at NAB.

Harold Niven, an academic (University of Washingtand former APBE President,
moved from that post to the NAB and became exeelgecretary in the spring of 1963.
Niven was the administrative heart of APBE for mgegrs, and grew to treat the
organization in-to put it mildly-an avuncular fashj since he could-and did-exercise the
clout of the NAB in determining BEA activities. Bufithout Niven acting as conciliator
between NAB's leadership and the BEA, it is questide whether the organization
would have survived as a partnership between thdeaoy and the industry.

NAB provided not only Niven's services, even afterreceived his vice-presidency, but
office space and facilities (including banking, re¢arial, telephone, and duplication).
Space and facilities still are provided by NAB. &rion of broadcasters for service on
the APBE board was done with care, many nhomineewisly a grasp of education that a
few academics, interested in APBE primarily foripcdl reasons, were unable to match.
In addition, during the 1970s, NAB organized andemvrote a number of very high
guality limited-enrollment fall faculty seminars saoch topics as law and regulation, and
international broadcasting, until they decidedxpaand the NAB Fall Conferences,
which took both money and staff time hitherto cidmitred to the faculty seminars.

NAB also provided a substantial cash grant eveay yéhich was then necessary for the
functioning of the organization. While tdeurnal of Broadcasting more-or-less broke
even during the 1960s and early '70s, increasedimgicosts and editor's stipends led to
a more than $22,000 cost by the late 19F@sdback®, travel and meeting expenses, and
other expenses made NAB's contribution essential.

In exchange, however, NAB gained quite a bit. AR#ES a proving ground for
broadcasters who might later be elected to the lWé&d, some of whom had been
teachers. (Although a number of academics owneadoasting stations, were active in
state broadcaster associations, or moved easilyjeketacademe and industry-at least
two senior NAB vice presidents, John Abel and ChBlbkrman, had been full-time



academics in addition to Niven-only Ken Harwood wkected to the NAB board in his
own right).

THE BEA

Fifteen years after the change to APBE, the nantkeeoAssociation changed again. This
was a change in name, not organization, and wasqisal by a broadcaster board
member who found the title APBE hard to concepagal{lt also was annoying to speak,
with at least one very senior broadcast educasisting on referring to the organization
as "AP-PEE"). Furthermore, it was felt that themid be advantages to riding on the
publicity coattails of the NEA and renaming APBIe tBroadcast Education Association.
This occurred on April 1, 1973, at a time whenhbard might listen to comments, but
made all of the decisions. (When another changepn@sosed in 1993, the membership
turned it down.)

Other changes may have been less visual, but veehaps more important. The BEA
Board, in 1977, changed the bylaws to remove thgndtion between "active" and
"associate" institutional members, and to electigigctors from and by member colleges
and universities in six geographical regions. TBNvould continue to appoint five.
Individuals-except for a brief period when one dioe was expected to represent two -
year and associate institutions and individual mensibemained without specific
representation for more than another decade.

In 1985, Harold Niven was given the title "Presiféwhich he held until his retirement
two years later, with the elected board memberdodasignated "Chair.” In 1987, Louisa
Nielsen was hired with the title "Executive DireGtalthough the presiding board
member retained the title of "Chair" until 1996,emh'President” returned to use.

It should be noted that the number of individuahmbers has grown far less rapidly than
the number of faculty members teaching broadcasiihg development is puzzling,
particularly so since individuals now have moredfga (including voting, and easier
access to a place on the program) than institutidmee the establishment of individual
memberships in 1960, growth has been slow. Josutacriptions have followed the
same pattern, with fewer than seven a year add#@gbtist during the entire period from
1972 to 1991.

The constitutional change that led to giving priynaoting rights to individual members
took place in a couple of stages in the late '8@searly '90s. First, individual members
were given the vote. Then, in 1990, it became e&sisominate an individual (who
needn't be his or her institution's delegate, emdoly) for the board. Later, in 1993, with
the growth of Associate and Corporate membersthpgstotal number of industry
memberships remained at five-but up to three noveweminated by NAB and up to
three were nominated from the ranks of industry imens, and an election took place.

L ocation of the BEA Convention Site Aslt Looked in 1995
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CONVENTIONS AND DIVISIONS

Of particular significance was the almost imperd®#ptmetamorphosing of the BEA
convention from an adjunct to the NAB conventiotoia scholarly gathering in its own
right. Starting as an informal couple-of-hours gaitng of the two or three dozen
academic delegates at the NAB convention hotehicagjo (three years out of four) or
Washington (when a new national President mighidyeuaded to speak), the APBE
convention grew to a full structured day in 1964typical meeting consisted of an
industry/academic panel on a broadcasting topieception hosted by the NAB, a
luncheon meeting featuring a well-known broadcasted a "town meeting" panel
discussion of a proposition such as "broadcastingses should be offered only at the
graduate level to students with a liberal arts dedr

By 1968, the program had spread to nearly two dalge still allowing plenty of time

to visit the NAB equipment exhibit. One new featafehe 1969 meeting was an end-of-
the-day program of workshops on such topics asiigstl studies, quantitative studies,
curriculum-and a cash bar. At the 20th annual mgefi975, a broadcast educator had to
expect to be present (in Las Vegas, for the finsé} for most of three days.

While committee-oriented "workshops" still exist@ 1975 there also was an hour and a
half of "BEA Papers"-involving 30 individuals makjriormal research paper
presentations in four concurrent sessions. Sinae @wad more individual BEA members
were attending the convention, reflecting perhdysaper air fares, larger departments,



and a more valuable conference, their need forsitenadd to their resumes helped drive
both the growth in number of paper presentation@arl sessions and development of
the "subject matter committee/division" structuBg.1985, competitive papers were the
programmatic norm, with some 86 being offered soghowing number of attendees. By
the mid-90s, including competitive poster sessiomse than 200 papers and videos
were being presented.

When "divisions" replaced "committees"” in 1990, tiperations of the BEA became very
different. While some complained that "divisionséne "divisive," and there needed to
be a "broadcast educators association" of the whabst members-particularly the
growing number with specialized teaching assignsianever-larger departments-liked
the change.

CHANGES

With the first issue of thdournal of Broadcasting in 1985, another cosmetic change
occurred. The title of the Journal was changetbtwnal of Broadcasting and Electronic
Media, although language purists wondered when broadgdsad stopped being an
electronic mass medium. What to call things had loeen a problem. For years, there
was great confusion between "education for brodohtgisand "educational ("public")
broadcasting.” It could be argued that "broadcgstisucation” could mean either,
depending on whether "broadcasting" was a verbmaua. It was generally agreed that
there was a difference between "broadcasting” aall&,” but nobody was quite sure
how such a distinction would affect education favdzlcasting. Hence, the "and
electronic media" addition was an attempt to dati & very real-and continuing-
problem in nomenclature.

BEA assumed numerous other functions, startingenl980s. These included the
Distinguished Education Service Award, the Hughddai Beville Research Award, the
Harwood prize for the best dissertation, and varischolarships. An annual Directory
was published, taking over some of the functionthefold "Niven Lists." In 1998, the
previously independedournal of Radio Studies moved under the BEA umbrella with
volume 5, number 1. Cooperative activities withestacademic and trade groups
expanded, and more and more members showed up ahtlual convention. Although
the "attend the luncheon, rush through the exhéitscatch a late plane to be on time for
Monday morning classes" pattern is no longer fédasibcause of NAB's exhibit
schedule, a large proportion of BEA's membersfatitl that the relationship with NAB
is valuable.

Although only a handful of academics can afforattend the full week of BEA/NAB,
almost all find that the relationship with NAB igwo-way street, and that academic
papers are just as good in Las Vegas as they aaa anademic campus. Broadcasters
benefit in other ways, as they will testify. Whilgpplied probability seminars" may be
unique to Lost Wages, the typical attendee-whdihesidcaster or academic-tends to
spend more time in and gain more from program sessexhibits and hallway
conversations than the casinos.



What will BEA evolve into in the future? While notiy knows, it is high time for a
paradigm shift in broadcast education. It mightgilay involve the Internet and finding
ways for professionals to provide needed commuioicaervices at a time when most
homes have camcorders and computers-which demetiat for trained professionals.
Perhaps BEA will consider the qualitative needtheffield-for ethics, valid criticism,
Creativity-to be areas on which to concentrate@mdribute in the coming decades.
Perhaps there will be as-yet-undreamed-of connectio other media and other
processes.

Think of that as you stroll, scurry, saunter, slorkstrut through the Convention Center.
Ideas and leadership always are needed-and thegnbasome from the membership.
The truism is true: what is past is prologue.

NOTES

! See John M. Kittross, "Six Decades of EducatigrBimadcasting and Counting,"
Feedback, 31:3:30-42 (Fall 1989) and a longer version amad from the author; John
M. Kittross, A Bibliography of Theses and Dissadas in Broadcasting: 1920-1973,
Washington: BEA, 1978; Leslie Smith, "Education Byoadcasting: 1929-1963,"
Journal of Broadcasting, 8:4:383-398 (Fall 1964); Lawrence W. Lichty, "W&&Vho on
Firsts: A Search for Challengerggurnal of Broadcasting, 10:1:73-82; "Who's Who on
First: A Few ChallengesJournal of Broadcasting, 10:2:161-162.

2 The founder institutions of UAPRE were Alabamaen®er , Nebraska , Northwestern,
Southern California , Syracuse , Temple , Texasdsaand the Texas School of Mines.
However, the dean at Nebraska did not approve mieshipe so the original membership
consisted of the other nine. Those added in 1948 ®Baylor, Boston U. , College of the
Pacific, Michigan State , Oklahoma , and Miamidriea ). In 1951, Kentucky , lllinois
and Washington .

® The best description of the period up to 1950 ike found in Sydney W. Head and Leo
A. Matrtin, "Broadcasting and Higher Education: AviNEra,"Journal of Broadcasting,
1:1:39-46 (Winter, 1956-57).

* Forest L. Whan, "Colleges and Universities Offgridegrees in Radio and Television:
An Analysis,"Journal of Broadcasting, 1:3:278-283 (Summer, 1957). The "Niven
Reports" on schools offering coursework in broatingghat Whan analyzed were
published in abbreviated form in the Journal markess annually into the 1970s. Also
see Harold Niven, "The Development of BroadcasEdgcation in Institutions of Higher
Education,"Journal of Broadcasting, 5:3:241-250 (Summer, 1961). There are numerous
other pertinent articles on curricula and orgamirathat were published in the Journal
during its first two decades.

®> The story of the first 35 years of theurnal of Broadcasting/Journal of Broadcasting
and Electronic Media may be found in a symposium published in the Jalwh
Broadcasting and Electronic Media, 35:1 (Winter )Q%hich included articles by



founder Kenneth Harwood and former editors JohiKMross, Christopher H. Sterling,
Joseph R. Dominick, Thomas A. McCain and Alan MbiRu

® Unfortunately, while many issues Béedback contain useful and interesting
information and opinion on the teaching of broatiogs there is, so far as | know, no
complete set of the publication in existence, wiibst of the first decade (Art Weld,
editor) missing. Although it didn't have a magaztoger until 1973, and is still
distributed as a "member benefit," some mechansmaking it easier for libraries to
acquire copies would be useful to future reseascher
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