
THE DELANEY DOSSIER: OOFFMAN MATERlALS 

1973: re: Frame Analysis manuscript 

1. May 3, 1973 letter of thanks from EO to MD on my critique of the draft manuscript of Frame 
Analysis. 

2. April 13, 1973 letter from MD to EO, meta-commenting on my critical commentary on Frame 
Analysis. In retrospect, I am not at all sure how penetrating (or even entirely understandable) 
these comments are, although I do think that EO may have toned down some of his more hard­
edged positivistic proclamations in the final book as a result. I had urged him to adopt a more 
"perspectivist" account of frame analysis, in part because I considered his patchwork attempts at 
philosophically grounding the whole endeavor to be wanting, and for that reason all the more 
susceptible to critical attack. (It was, after all, a rather strange hybrid in being an empiricist­
ethnographic approach to a number of "reality" issues commonly treated in philosophical theory.) 
In the completed book, EO addressed my suggestion in footnote 4 on page 26, where he argues 
(with considerable justification) that his version of a correspondence theory of cognitive validity 
ought not evade warranting its own claims to be a realistic depiction of reality (or at least the 
bulk of truth-claims put forth on the basis of everyday practical reason). 

1974: 

Acknowledgments page from Frame Analysis, citing MD's contributions, with a photocopy of a 
presentation card ("Compliments of the Author") sent directly to me in New Haven by the 
publisher, Harper & Row, along with a copy (unsigned) of the book. 

Aside: I had already bought a copy of the newly-published FA from the Yale bookstore and had 
marked up some passages, making it unreturnable. Being short of money (as usual) at the time, I 
decided to swap copies and "return" the unmarked presentation copy in lieu of the purchased 
copy. As I later informed EO, this entailed using a bit of "framing" chicanery - namely, 
explaining away the lack of a Yale bookstore sticker - to dissemble the fact that I had not 
bought that particular copy of the book at the bookstore. (I think that EO was more often 
chagrined than not by his readers and students resorting to such ostensibly "Ooffmanesque" 
strategems, in effect taking his name in vain. By many accounts, however, he himself was not 
above resorting to such gambits as an interactional gamester adept at getting a "rise" out of his 
interlocutors. Besides, his many sly accounts of confidence games, hoaxes, forgeries, espionage 
exploits, criminal subterfuge, and the like gave some warrant for seeing a bit of a sharpster in his 
character. Not to mention his one-time stint as a card-counter in Vegas.) 
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UNIVERSITY of PENNSYLVANIA 
PHILADELPHIA 19104 

DEPARTMENT OF ANTHROPOLOGY 
UNIVERSITY MUSEUM 

33rd and Spruce Streets 

May 3 t 1973 

Mr. Michael Delaney 
Department of Sociology 
University of Pennsylvania 

Dear Mike: 

I have just begun to work through your comments systematically and will 
finish doing this as soon as I get back to town on the 11th. May I sa;y now t 

however, that I am much in awe of the work you have put in, and much in your 
debt for having done so. I don't know how far I can get in answering your 
larger complaints, but at least a wide range of the smaller ones will be 
dealt with. 

I'll get in touch with you when I have finished. Again thanks; often 
those points which you are most doubtful about raising are ones most useful 
for me to hear about. 

Sincerely, 
-----::::~ 

/'/[-' 
Ervi g-GOf~-

EG/LAC 



4207 Che~ter ~v~. I Apt. 402 
PhilQdelphia. Pal 19104 
April 13, 1973 

near ~rv1n~ ~~ffrnan, 

The dirty d~ed le dene. Her~w1th you will find yeur l$vln!ly 
etreked w~rde mutilated with bloedy red ink and ether unkind cut~. 

YlIJU have h.n~r.d me by inviti~ my cernmente. In return, naturally, 
I have btttrayed yeu. Y0U have aeked my senslbl11.ty te r.~ct, and 
it h&le, net heldlnl!; back \1ith~r id«as tlr or1ticieme, l.ttin~ thint;e 
~purt where they may. It might help t. r.c~rd that ln thesf:' 
Macb"thian lab.r~ I have !8nerally net tarrl~d t~ lavish pr&l~.~. 

The pa~el'!l are cluttered .n"'Hl~h wi theut an $n~.1n~ stream .r 
fJnthue1€ime. New, 1t w/Illuld net de in e!uch lI'.n effert n$t t. make 
cemm.nt on my cemmentary. Se let me ~et on with it. 

L l\~ eu!:~eeted, the cemmentary i~ clGdd1eh, ni t ....picky, hy~.r­

critical and n~t alway~ ready te t~k. a joke. Prlakieh. And I'm 
serry. But the 0r1.ntatl~n 1s t. frame, n@t gamG playin~. 

Su~~~eted ~ynenym8 ~r re-f.rmul~t1.n~ are th~r. n.t ~e much 
f@r 8ubetitut1on aB f~r p~~sibl~ tl~ht~nln~-up, pr8ci~i~n, clarifl­
cation. I have little t. ~fAY ~b'but gtructure. As I rellld alon~, 

I r.~p0nded lmm8diat~ly t. the t~xt---n.t always happily (m••d~, 

fr"l&-ae!!i0clatl~ns, w1ld haire ••• ) By and lar~$ I dld n@t try- t. 
pile up s1mply m~re rlv~tin~ examples, a~sumi~ that the pr~bl.m 

ie crt tical eelectten rather than underabundanc~. I c$uld have, 
but f •• tnote m.n~.rlng 1s n_t my 1nt.nt1en. BS3idRB y~u will have 
quite enou~h or me RR it ie. 

Sometimes you may c$mplaln that I have .v.r-c.mpl~xlfled wh~r. 

thin!!! must needs be R~pt eimple. That 1s true. Semetimes, h.w~ver, 

you .v~r-simp11fy just where y*u hav~ t_ meBt o.r~ful. 

If there 1s an eV!II!rall thrust to roy re1U~rkeJ it conc<I'Irne the 
1$~1cal Bomffeldincl!(i)n whioh y.u bUild your cae.. Har.ln, 1t hae 
b~"n f(fJund wSlnt1n~. (I should add I I am nlll)t i\l~ learn-8d St.! I 
d i 2J P lay I am.) 

2. On ~tyl.t It c.uld bllt that B'9D'le Itf Y"(l)ur ".!.E' cit • .!;" &re 
ttl@) spread lDut fer $111111y ref«rence. r.U8htn 't y~u ul5e ta,! t1 tlel! 
(fer Y8ur 311m ~l.f-qu~tm.tl@n~ 111./5 well)? ~v~uld It hQt.lp t. h1B.vlIt a 
lexicon ~f the maj~~ t~rmg? Surely m t~b10 ~f c~nt@nts and ind.x 
weuld be useful. We are all subjeot in thi~ day ~od &~~ t. tryi~ 
t. be t •• "relevant", t. c\\'I.fl1ment &0 the pal58in~ l5o'.t'ne. Unrertunately 
such c~nt~ropor.rl@ty by the time it r~~che~ print may sesm ~ut of 
whtl.ck, lillY whmt,.115 worse. n berlll. (AI5 H.L. N@nckttn.) I would ~eoh.w. 

They~ a~~~ varlety *f l~v.ls $f c0nO~rnl5, data s~urc~s and 
.'S~ri.ul5n.ss appallrftnt, Berne iJJf whloh jar eaoh 0ther. (Naturally we 
w@)uld cl.lleh most en what we Ch&l*158 t3 irlOn1zlll atb$ut.) OOCl\151_nally 
~.nerallzati~n2J and ep.olm~n $xampl«~ l5e~m n.t t$ match up. 

Net_, y~u will net. I have n~ted 150m. notable n@tatlenl5. Of a.urse. 
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