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Nota. Abstract dell'articolo di rassegna firmato da Tommi Hoikkala, Ossi Rahkonen, Christoffer
Tigerstedt e Jussi Tuormaa, pubblicato su Acta Sociologica nel 1987. | quattro autori finlandesi
discutono The Disappearance of Childhood (1982) di Neil Postman e la sua tesi sulla scomparsa
dell'infanzia sotto la pressione dei media elettronici. L'obiezione centrale riguarda il determinismo del
modello: Postman guarda a cosa i media fanno alle persone, mentre gli autori chiedono cosa le
persone facciano con i media. Il testo € riprodotto come compare nella pagina dell'editore, con i refusi
di digitalizzazione dell'originale.

Abstract

Neil Postman's books on school, television and childhood have attracted considerable
attention in the United States and also elsewhere in the Western world In the late 1960s
and early 1970s, Postman was associated with the American movement of radical
pedagogues, urging the backward school system to meet the challenges of the new
media replace reading and wanting with picture and sound. Postman felt that the school
system was unable to keep up with the rapid developments in media technology. In the
late 1970s. Postman made a complete volte-face. He is now concerned about literacy
and the written word, which are being destroyed by visual media. Picture and word are
mutually exclusive in Postman's thought. This article focuses on Postman's theory of the
disappearance of childhood. Postman the ‘culture critic' maintains that the new media
are 'disappearing’ the three main conditions of childhood literacy, school and shame. TV
is sweeping childhood aside, and at the same time the moral basis of the prevailing
society is collapsing. Special attention is given to the weaknesses of Postman's theory:
his information determinism, his concepts of source, recerver, and the relation between
them, and whose cause he is advocating with his pedagogic strategy Postman's
question is rather, What do media do to people" than, What do people do with media™
Postman is concerned only with how children and adolescents are exploited by the
media, not with how the media are exploited by children and adolescents. In Postman's
model, receivers are an undifferentiated mass, whereas we feel the receivers should be
differentiated according to age, social group, etc. Also, some comments are made on
Postman's pedagogic strategy and on his real concern: What is he really trying to
protect?



