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A

Call
for
Action

If librarians are expected to support the principles of intellectual freedom,
their professional organization has an equal responsibility to extend its full
support to them. The American Library Association has not done this. This
was the judgment of Ervin Gaines, chairman of the Intellectual Freedom
Committee (ALA), in his report to the 1967 ALA convention. So far as I
know, ALA has not taken any significant action since that time to assume
that responsibility. I do not know what provisions the various state library
organizations have made to deal with censorship. But it seems clear that
these organizations should be ready to provide immediate aid to librarians
in local communities when the latter call on them. And ALA should be avail-
able for further help if such help is needed.

Such assistance is only possible if ready funds are available. Trade unions
set aside regular amounts of their budgets as a strike fund. Corporations also
provide for emergency expenses in their annual budgets. ALA and state li-
brary associations should be equally far-seeing and make provision in their
budgets to set aside funds to defend their members when the censors attack.

Beyond offering financial aid and advice to local librarians, ALA and
state associations must be prepared to bring additional pressure to bear on a
community library board found, after proper investigation, to be permitting
censorship of library materials. The state association should be empowered
to place an offending library under ban. This would entail publishing the
name of the library in the official state library association publication, re-
fusing the library the use of the association’s job referral service, and declin-
ing to accept classified ads from the library in the association’s publications.
When such measures had been taken, the state association would notify ALA
who would publish this information in the national Bulletin. ALA would
similarly refuse classified advertising from libraries under the ban.

As an additional measure, the state library association would officially
notify the state librarian of the name of the library under ban. At the same
time, it might also strongly recommend that the state librarian defer action
on any application for LSCA or other federal funds, if the library has an ap-
plication pending, until such time as the ban was lifted. (Whether a library
has a right to receive federal funds while it denies to patrons the freedom to
read raises an interesting constitutional issue.)

If the librarian is to be any match for the censors, these are the kinds of
defenses that must be available. Knowing he can expect this kind of help
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from state and national library association, a librarian
will not flinch so readily when faced with the censors.
And by the same token, censors will be chary about
going into action when they understand they will have
to oppose not only the librarian on the scene, but also
the state and perhaps even the national professional li-
brary associations as well.

Our Library Bill of Rights will be a travesty if we do
not provide it with a stout defense complete with sanc-
tions that have some zap in them. Protection of the
freedom to read rests in large measure in our hands.
Whether we stand firm in protecting that freedom will
determine ultimately whether we are professionals or
just practitioners.

— Elmer S. Newman
Cleveland State University Library

‘Portnoy’s Complaint’ a Pain

The librarian’s complaint is that a book like Portnoy’s
Complaint a current best seller, raises the aggravating
question of censorship, taste and service — all at once.

Portnoy’s Complaint, written by Philip Roth, a New-
ark boy who was graduated from Weequahic High
School, has had a runaway success.

It also has posed runaway problems. It is considered
one of the frankest expositions of sexual manifestations
in recent literature and is being talked about and gig-
gled about in almost every circle where books are read.

Such books raise serious questions for local libraries.

Are the librarians and trustees supposed to deter-
mine what their members should read and should not?
Or rather, should they be responsible for what pub-
lishers produce.

Portnoy’s Complaint talks about the sexual drive in
explicit language and is considered more obscene than
pornographic.

But another book, Couples, by John Updike, has
been on the shelves of local libraries and has been a
highly popular item. There have been no complaints.

In the minds of some, Couples, which deals with
wife-swapping, a topic of hard pornography, may be
even more censor-prone than Portnoy’s Complaint. Yet
because of the elegant language used by Updike, one
of the most popular writers in the New Yorker maga-
zine stable, it has received little criticism.

A talk with librarians in the area indicates, however,
that the rising tide of magazines and books that deal
openly with sex has toughened the public mind toward
the subject. Consequently there are new complaints.

Certainly there are no such cases as that of Lynd-
hurst Library where Thomas Wolfe’s Look Homeward
Angel was ordered off the shelves by an angry trustee
over 30 years ago.

In Lyndhurst, where there are 35,000 to 40,000 books
on the shelves, Miss Edith Jennings, the librarian, said
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she ordered a copy of Porinoy’s Complaint after two
women requested it.

Miss Jennings did not purchase Couples.

“For that matter,” she said, “we did not buy a copy
of Myra Breckenridge either. There were very few re-
quests for them.”

Lyndhurst readers are more interested in non-fiction,
said Miss Jennings.

“Our non-fiction outdraws fiction two to one,” said
Miss Jennings.

Miss Jennings has been director of the library since
the 1950s.

In Long Island recently there was a furor over a book
called Call Me Brick. The library refused to put it on
the shelves and there was a rumpus. In this area such a
book would not cause trouble because it is a paper
cover production only—and the libraries by and large
don’t bother with books unless they are hard cover.

“If a book isn’t considered important enough for hard
covers we don’t consider it important enough for our
shelves,” was the way one librarian put it.

In Kearny Library Mrs. Laura Ingalls, the librarian,
said that Couples was one of the most popular books on
her shelves last year. In Kearny, when requests pile up
a second voulme is ordered — as happened in the case
of Couples.

In Kearny all books on the best seller lists are or-
dered unless they are too expensive. Those designed for
the adult mind are kept for adults.

Mrs. Ingalls pointed out that books on the best seller
lists usually are those with sex emphasis. She said she
doesn’t enjoy such literature but that the library is a
public institution and has to be operated as such

As the librarians sadly note books don’t need good
reviews to get on the best seller lists. One of the wild-
est demands in recent years was for Valley of the Dolls,
a book that was condemned by most reviewers.

In Rutherford Couples has been popular but not
nearly as much as Valley of the Dolls. There were 35
requests for it. There were 18 for Portnoy’s Complaint
and an even dozen for Couples. This shows that Valley
of the Dolls is still running well ahead of the other
64,000 books there.

In East Rutherford, where there are 16,000 books,
Couples is popular. It is kept on a closed shelf reserved
for adults.

Thank You

The first Robert B. Downs award for outstand-
ing contribution to the cause of intellectual free-
dom in libraries was presented at the University
of Illinois Library School Alumni Association din-
ner in Atlantic City on 25 June by Director Her-
bert Goldhor to the editor of the Newsletter on
Intellectual Freedom.
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In Carlstadt there are 14,000 books and Miss Theresa
Hasler, the librarian, said Portnoy’s Complaint is on
order but has not yet been delivered. When it arrives
the book will be made available to adults. Nobody has
asked for Couples and Miss Hasler does not think it
will be ordered.

In North Arlington Gerard Hickey, presiding over
20,000 books, has had Couples on the shelves since
September 28 and the book has had only moderate
popularity. Four or five others are more popular. Port-
noy’s Complaint is not on the shelves and but a single
request for the book has been made.

There is no “closed shelf” in North Arlington.

“I believe the public can be trusted to make up its
own mind,” said Hickey. —Lyndhurst, N.J. Commercial
Leader, 3 April.

Says People Should Read
Obscene Book

Portnoy’s Complaint, a book which was aptly de-
scribed by Frank Getlein, art critic for the Evening
Star, as “60 per cent masturbation and 40 per cent Jew-
ish mother” has been approved for use by the Mont-
gomery County Library.

In fact the library bought 73 copies to assure good
distribution, and reports some branches have waiting
lists of over 100.

According to a spokesman for the library, “the book
is worthwhile as a literary work. In fact,” she said, “the
reviews have been largely favorable and people should
be urged to read all of it.”

Apparently the three employees of the library who
read the book and recommended its purchase were not
offended.

However, it does offend Jewish mothers, and those
who object to the portrayal of man as “nothing more
than a psychotic and a masturbating animal.”

There are those who do not approve literature writ-
ten in the language of the gutter as having any redeem-
ing qualities.

Among those are the Jewish and Catholic Book
Stores, in Wheaton who do not stock the novel. Bren-
tano’s also does not endorse the book.

In other County book stores, it is among the best
sellers.

Portnoy’s Complaint is considered by the County Li-
brary as adult fare and is not available to juveniles.

However, at age 14, juveniles are issued adult cards,
and most of those on the waiting list are high school
students.

When asked if she thought that masturbation was a
proper subject to popularize about the County with
taxpayer money, the spokesman for the library replied
that “it is after all a fact of life.”
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When it was pointed out that the action of the li-
brary was to arbitrarily establish a base, which unless
challenged by the community, would set the standard
of accepted values of obscenity and community morals,
which could at some later time be used in court to de-
fend greater obscenity, the spokesman declined to an-
swer, and recommended that complaints be addressed
to Mr. George Moreland, Director of Libraries, Mont-
gomery County Library, 6400 Democracy Boulevard,
Bethesda 20034. —Bethesda-Chevy Chase Tribune, 25
April.

Obscene Books

If the spokesman for the Library could give me one
good decent reason to read Portnoy’s Complaint, 1
could give her reasons ad infinitum why no one should
read it except those by self admission that are “nothing
more than a psychotic and a masturbating animal.”

I protest vigorously that taxpayers” money is spent on
this rotten trash that is supposed to have literary value.
All these pseudo free speech advocates are trying to say
is that the abnormal is normal and they would have us
believe that everyone walking the streets is a mastur-
bater, a pervert and one who can only use barnyard
language.

But Jet them persist long enough and the abnormal
will become the rule and not the exception to it. “As a
man thinketh, so is he” was never truer.

I'm ashamed of our guidance. It is the older gener-
ation who gives this kind of nourishment to a young
mind.

Yes, high school students have young minds and yet
are more receptive to ideals than at any other time in
their lives — ideals of fairness, decency, courage and
service.

A generation gap — that’s for sure. Our generation,
with its bleeding hearts, our educators who foster an-
archy over old dirty minds that turn out lewd movies,
our writers who are only concerned with lust — stand
up and take a bow. Hand out adult cards to 14-year-
olds to advance their idealogical life!

Perhaps we'll have another tax boost in Montgomery
County to help supply the libraries with this book.
There are many facts of life, but man was made a li.tle
higher than the animals. He was supposed to have dis-
cernment. My vote goes to the animals.

A MOTHER

As a librarian in a county school library, and as a cit-
izen of Montgomery county, I object to the headline
concerning the book, Portnoy’s Complaint. The head-
line for the article read “Says People Should Read Ob-
scene Book.”

When reading the article, I gathered that this is not
what the spokesman from the Montgomery County Li-
braries said at all. The spokesman said that “the re-
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Parents of Better Students

Ban Books

Darras, Ore. (AP) — Two books — Nigger and A
Patch of Blue — have been banned from the supple-
mental reading list at Academy Junior Iigh School
here.

Copies of Nigger, a novel written by comedian Dick
Gregory, were in the possession of students in one
teacher’s social studies class.

“A group of better students was asked to take the
book home for an opinion from their parents,” school
Supt. Ray Klappenbach said Thursday.

“The book,” he said, “is not part of my required class
reading. Book reports are not required and the stu-
dents’ grades are not affected in any way if he or she
reads the book.”

Klappenbach said he banned the books after parents
who asked about them expressed objections to their
use.

Nigger is an autobiography in which Gregory tells of
his life and his problems with racial prejudice.

A Patch of Blue, written by Elizabeth Kata, involves
a Negro’s relationship with a blind white girl. A mo-
tion picture was based on the novel.

Gregory’s book “uses a number of four-letter words,”
said Klappenbach. “Many of the parents who were
asked for an opinion on the book said it was not good
reading for an eighth-grade student.

A Patch of Blue and Nigger were among five books
on the supplemental reading list. Students could read
them for their sociological and literary value, but they
were not required to. —Portland Oregonian, 16 May.

Authors’ Objections Fail to Halt
Staging of Shows in Alfrica

JomannEssURG, Feb. 17—The Supreme Court Copy-
right Tribunal today granted the Johannesburg Oper-
atic and Dramatic Society permission to stage three
American musical hits even though the authors ob-
jected to their being presented to racially segregated
audiences.

The ruling by Justice Oscar Galgut in Pretoria, which
invoked the “piracy clause,” allowed the society to stage
West Side Story, Fiddler on the Roof and Man of La
Mancha. Objecting to the move were Music Theater
International, the William Morris Agency and Elisa-
beth Marton. They handle the foreign rights for these
musicals.

The judge ruled that the Johannesburg society was
competent to produce plays of highest professional
standard. They had financial backing and were able to
pay necessary royalties, he said—New York Times, 18
February.
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‘Curious’ Not a Nuisance
in Philly

U.S. District Judge Thomas A. Masterson told the
city on Tuesday it could not close the controversial
Swedish movie, I Am Curious (Yellow), as a public
nuisance.

But the judge, who saw the film, made no ruling on
the No. 1 question: Is Curious legally obscene?

The immediate effect of the decision was to give
Curious more time to continue its sensational box of-
fice success at Cinema 19 where it enters its fifth week
on Wednesday. —Philadelphia Inquirer, 21 May.

Free Speech for Fear-Mongers, Too

The Mount Pleasant American Legion post agreed to
let Edgar C. Bundy, general chairman of the right-wing
Church League of America, use its hall for a meeting—
then revoked this permission.

Donald E. Johnson of West Branch, a former nation-
al commander of the Legion who was a candidate
for the Republican nomination for governor last year,
praised the Mount Pleasant post for this action. He
said, “Nothing in the American concept of freedom de-
mands that we provide a forum to those who spew their
venom and filth and advocate a policy completely alien
to our position of freedom and liberty.”

Bundy’s scare tactics about the internal Communist
threat and his innuendos about organizations and indi-
viduals are offensive to us, too. Bundy, who has served
on the Legion’s national convention committee on
Americanism, is himself in favor of restricting speech in
order to prevent “radical” views from being heard. Some
Americanism! For example, he said it was “irrespon-
sible” of the American Association of University Pro-
fessors to declare that students should be allowed to
invite and hear speakers of their own choosing and that
university control of campus facilities should not be
used as a device of censorship.

Nevertheless, we think the Mount Pleasant Legion
post made a mistake in turning down Bundy. We agree
with Mrs. Louise Noun, chairman of the Iowa Civil
Liberties Union, that if the post has a policy of letting
speakers use the hall, it should not deny the right of
someone to speak because it disagrees with him.

The Civil Liberties Union, one of Bundy’s favorite
targets, believes in “freedom for the thought you hate.”
It is constantly defending the free speech rights of
Communists and leftwing radicals against such groups
as Bundy’s. But it is equally vigilant in defending the
right of such as Bundy to be heard.

As Mrs. Noun said, “Freedom of speech is indivisible.
Either we all have it or we are all in jeopardy of losing
it.”"—Des Moines Register, 24 March.
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Bad Review Makes Book

FarmiNGpaLE—The recent complaint by a resident
that a library book is obscene and should be removed
has increased public demand for the book so much that
it is now on the reserved list, the Farmingdale Public
Library director said yesterday.

Library Director Orrin B. Dow said the new demand
was ironic because the book, Call Me Brick, published
in 1967 by Grove Press, had been marked to be dis-
carded soon because of previously low public interest.
He said that about 5,000 books are discarded by the
library each year.

Attorney Robert F. Smith of 17 Lincoln St., Farming-
dale, appeared last week at the library board’s meeting
to ask that the book, which he said he found on the
shelves, be withdrawn. The book, by Munroe Howard,
describes the adventures of a teenage girl, including
several sexual incidents. “Now I wish I'd simply re-
turned the book and kept iy mouth shut,” Smith said
after learning of the effect of the publicity. “But I still
feel the book should be withdrawn.”

The book issue comes two months before the election
for one seat on the five-man board, which now is di-
vided 3-2 against former John Birch Society member
Carl E. Gorton and his ally on the board, Warren W.
Altman. Smith, however, denied that he is a Birch So-
ciety member or a possible candidate for the board.

Dow assembled his top staff members yesterday to
decide what to do about Smith’s complaint. At Dow’s
request last week, all had read it, several sharing a pa-
perback edition because one of the library’s two hard-
cover copies is checked out and the other has been
missing for a long time.

“I ordered it because I felt there would be public de-
mand for it,” senior librarian Robert Culbertson said,
“but I believe from a literary viewpoint it has no lasting
value.”

“I felt it was not a good book, a trashy literature sort
of thing, but I feel we should have this in the library
if there are people who want to read this type of thing,”
said Mrs. Thomas Torrance, chief of processing.

In addition to “many” requests at the library, Mrs.
Michael Verasco, who runs the bookmobile operation,
said that the bookmobile returned yesterday with two
reservations for Call Me Brick. The main and branch
libraries had not yet counted their reservation.—Gar-
den City Newsday, 27 February.

Back File
Microfilm edition of the Newsletter on Intel-
lectual Freedom, Volumes 1-16 (1962-1965) is now
available from University Microfilms, Ann Arbor,
Michigan at $8.50.
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Poem Issue Roils

New Mexico U.

The University of New Mexico is in turmoil over a
classroom discussion of a poem.

Legislators, many of whom called the poem “filthy,”
called for an investigation of the university. They de-
manded that the teaching assistant who used it in class
be fired immediately. Much of the public, including
parents of some college students, demanded that uni-
versity administrators “clean up” the campus.

The response of much of the student body and fac-
ulty was outrage — not at the poem but at what they
see as an attempted infringement on the autonomy of
the university and the right of an instructor to teach
what he wants.

A number of other teaching assistants in the English
department distributed copies of the same poem so as
to be implicated along with the teaching assistant,
Lionel Williams, and a colleague who sat in on some
classes, Ken Pollack.

The chairman of the English department, Dr. Joseph
Frank, and the head of the freshman English division,
Dr. Roy Picket, were suspended from their administra-
tive duties when they refused to appoint a replacement
instructor for Mr. Williams.

The president of the university, Dr. Ferrel Heady,
was caught in a cross fire between the campus and the
public.

Dr. Heady raised the ire of students and faculty by
suspending both Messrs. Williams and Pollack, pending
a hearing. Calling this an infringement on academic
freedom and a violation of due process, many students
threatened a boycott of classes and even possible dis-
ruption of the campus.

Mass meetings sprang up almost every afternoon and
night, most featuring readings of the controversial
poem by students and professors. One meeting went on
late into the night and culminated in Dr. Heady’s be-
ing roused from his bed at 2:30 a.m. to be presented
with four demands by the group, the Ad Hoc Com-
mittee for a Free University.

The demands included a call for reinstatement of
Messrs. Williams and Pollack, recognition that “there
is no pornography in a free academic community,” that
Dr. Heady either “support a free academic community
or resign as president,” and that the student union
building shall belong to the students “and always be
open to them.”

Copies Circulate

Another demand for reinstatement came at a meet-
ing of about one-third of the university’s faculty mem-
bers and graduate teaching assistants.

Meanwhile, copies of the poem began to appear all
over Albuquerque at meetings of civic clubs, the Cham-
ber of Commerce, even women’s organizations.

Newsletter on Intellectual Freedom




At issue was Love Lust Poem by Lenore Kandel,
which made liberal use of four-letter words.

Mr. Williams, a graduate student and teaching assist-
ant for a freshman English class, distributed copies of
the poem to his class and, along with Mr. Pollack, a
fellow teaching assistant, discussed the poem with the
freshmen students.

Apparently none of the students objected. But the
1969 State Legislature was in session in Santa Fe at the
time. Somehow, State Sen. Harold Runnels (D) of Lov-
ington, chairman of the powerful Senate Finance Com-
mittee, learned of the incident and received a copy of
the poem.

It was not long before everyone in the capital had his
own copy of the poem. —Carol W. Cagle in Christian
Science Monitor, 1 May.

Man Bites Dog!

Stoux Crry, Jowa—The City Council here Monday
rejected a proposed “obscenity ordinance” designed to
protect children younger than 18 from exposure to “ob-
scene” literature, films, drawings and photographs.

The proposed ordinance, modeled after a controver-
sial New York statute which was upheld last April by
the U.S. Supreme Court, was defeated by a 3-1 vote.
One councilman abstained from voting.

The proposed ordinance would have provided a $100
fine or a 30-day jail sentence for anyone who knowing-
ly sold or permitted the showing of “obscene” materials
to children younger than 18. Robert Clem, city attor-
ney, said the councilmen rejected the ordinance “be-
cause they apparently felt it was a form of censorship
in which they shouldn’t be involved.”—Des Moines
Register, 11 March.

“Free Press” Sale

Draws 6 Months

BernEspA—A Montgomery County People’s Court
judge ordered today that J. Brinton Dillingham, 25,
serve six months in the county jail for distributing the
Washington Free Press, an underground newspaper al-
leged to be obscene.

Judge J. Willard Nalls, Jr., who heard the case with-
out a jury, set bail at $5,000 pending appeal by Dilling-
ham’s lawyer, Joseph F. Forer, of the American Civil
Liberties Union.

When the judge set the bail, Mr. Forer exclaimed,
“I've known capital cases where the bail was not that
high.”—Baltimore Sun, 8 April.
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Ardsley School Censorship

The Ardsley Board of Education Monday night
adopted a policy of censoring student publications. As
written, the policy would do credit to the most bureau-
cratic mossback anywhere to be found, if we assume its
good intentions; it will bring relief to every communist-
hunting reactionary in Ardsley, if it’s intended as a re-
pressive measure,

Whatever the intentions, the censorship policy is not
only immoral and educationally wrong, but won't even
work, Far from preventing or repressing student dis-
sent, it’s more likely to provoke it. In the end, if it’s not
drastically modified and revised, it will destroy every-
thing the board has been trying to accomplish in creat-
ing good relationships between students on the one
hand, and the board, administration, faculty and the
community at large on the other. —Hastings on Hud-
son News Weekly, 27 March.

Criterion: Filth

OrroroviLLE — ]. D. Salinger’s Catcher in the Rye
came under fire when the board of education for Joint
School District number four met Tuesday night. Over
20 parents appeared at the meeting to object to several
pieces of literature not required for Parkview’s high
school students.

One mother brought the Salinger book and a book of
short stories which she considered objectionable and
said her son told her they were on the school’s recom-
mended reading list.

Principal Edward Connors replied that the book is
recommended by the American Library Association but
is not on Parkview’s list of recommended reading and
only six of the nine short stories in question were used
for classroom discussion.

One mother objected to the Romeo and Juliet film at-
tended by students. Another mother said after she read
Shakespeare she considered he “was a dirty old man”
and added “Tll have the last say on what books my
children read and what movies they see.”

Connors said he had substituted for several books
this year including John Steinbeck’s Of Mice and Men
and went on to say that 90 percent of the required read-
ing list is the same as it has been for several years.

It was agreed to set up a committee of parents to
work with teachers on the required reading list. Parents
will judge their books not on their literary value but
on what they consider “filth.” —Beloit, Wis. News, 27
March.

On the other hand, the Parchmont Board of Educa-
tion, Parchmont, Michigan, on 7 April refused to ban
Catcher in the Rye.
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Mrs. Bodger Resigns

First, let me make it clear that my act of writing a
letter protesting the censorship of the Free Press was
not an impetuous one. Neither do I regret that act. The
administrators at the University of Missouri precipi-
tated my professional decision to act by their overt ac-
tions. It was they who made me ask, Whose side are
you on in this war against the young? I decided that
when the roll is called up yonder, Children’s Services,
State Library of Missouri, should be there.

Almost everything I read professionally about young
people and children today points to the same over-
whelming conclusion: for the first time in history we
have the ability to destroy life on earth or to maim
and disfigure it beyond redemption. All over the world
children and young people are protesting. They are not
only trying to save their lives, but to save life. Nothing
these young protestors do or say is as obscene as the
death of body and spirit we seek to impose through
war, pollution, population explosion, dehumanization
and The Bomb.

I am not saying that we should give in unquestion-
ingly to the students’ demands. We must establish
limits, we must afford a feed back as to where we stand.
But this does not mean calling in the police to suppress
a student newspaper. Nor does it mean arresting stu-
dents for distributing a newspaper, nor a printer for
printing one. Can’t we learn to listen effectively?

Young people have stopped listening to us because
we do not listen to them. Moreover, they no longer
trust us to tell the truth, often with good reason. We
should learn to speak to feeling and to express our own
feelings. We should learn to distinguish the difference
between how we “should” feel and how we do feel, and
learn to communicate the latter. We should be training
ourselves and our young not to be afraid of the judi-
cious expression of anger, our own or theirs.

In my letter I pleaded for a chance to set up a dis-
play (a shelf? a rack? a table? a locked cabinet? who
cares?) where teachers, librarians, ministers, youth
leaders and — yes — students, could avail themselves
of the historically important, student-produced news-
papers that are proliferating throughout this country.
Especially, I wished to have a copy of a paper pro-
duced just thirty miles away from the State Library by
students at the State University. There is a good argu-
ment that if we can listen to what these young people
are trying to express we might be able to save some
campus real estate. I would hope to save more than
that.

There are people who say, not without reason, that
we should ignore the four letter words in the Free
Press and concentrate on the straight news and fea-
tures. Now, let us ask ourselves. Did we pay attention
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when those four letter words were not used? Did we
give serious consideration, on front pages and in edi-
torials, to what these young people had to say about
making the world safe for themselves and their chil-
dren’s children? We reacted neither positively nor neg-
atively. Their words dribbled into quicksand.

I can sympathize with the frustration this must elicit.
Barely a week before the censorship of the students’
Free Press 1 was asked to speak on a panel on censor-
ship at the University. I sat with others on a platform
in the Student Union, serving as a hired expert invited
to speak at an administration-approved conference. 1
did not know then that we were only play-acting. My
ideas were acknowledged and recorded on tape and
television. My speech was quoted approvingly in the
Missourian, the official campus newspaper. The import
of what I said at that meeting was much the same as
what I wrote later in my letter to the Tribune.

What happened? My professional opinion, distilled
from knowledge, research and experience, was bought
and paid for by the State, then carefully filed away. I
might as well have saved my breath to cool my por-
ridge. My words had no effect. A few days later, in
that same Student Union, everything I had said was
negated by the actions of the University and town
police.

I waited a week before I wrote to the Tribune. To
wait longer or to ignore the situation would have been
by way of making the Eichman decision: do your job
and shut up. My job is communication with the young.
The Columbia Tribune published my letter without
comment. Other newspapers called for my dismissal.

“Mrs. Bodger,” one of the reporters asked me, “What
is your reaction when you look at the cartoon on the
front page of the Free Press?” He did not print my re-
ply, so I will repeat it here: “My reaction is to deplore
rape and to spring to the side of Liberty and Justice.”

I canmot work for an institution that will do less.
The Commission has tied the hands of the State Library
and forced the State Librarian to “suggest” that I re-
frain from my normal duties. Therefore, as of this date,
I give thirty days notice of my resignation from my
post as Consultant to Children’s Services of the State
Library of Missouri.

MLA IFC Makes a Point

When the Minnesota Intellectual Freedom Commit-
tee for 1968-69 had its first meeting only the chairman
and the two ex-officio members had participated in the
lobbying against the censorship bills in the 1967 session
of the Minnesota Legislature. Two of these three agreed
with the State Librarian, Mr. Hannis Smith, that the
only reason our efforts appeared successful two years
ago were lack of time (there were just too many bills
before the Senate to get to the censorship bill before ad-
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journment), professional organizations had introduced
some logical and important questions that showed a
need for reconsideration by the Senate, and these pro-
fessional organizations had been able to achieve an on-
the-spot cohesiveness that gave the appearance of
planned solidity.

Word had been coming in before October from
varied sources that the “extreme right” was all set to
push for an anti-pornography bill based on the N.Y.
484 H. The committee felt consultation would be wise
before the 1969 Session of the Legislature, with the or-
ganizations which had shown interest and concern pre-
viously. The Minnesota Newspaper Association, the
Minneapolis School Board, the Minnesota Education
Association, the State PTA, the Minnesota Federation
of Teachers, the Minneapolis Institute of Art, the
Walker Art Center, the Minnesota Council of Churches,
and the Minnesota chapter of the National Council of
Teachers of English were invited to join the MLA-IFC
for discussion on how the problem should be met. At
the first meeting of representatives from most of these
groups it was apparent to all that public feeling to
control the sale of pornographic material so it would
not be available to minors had reached a much higher
pitch than before, and advice had been strongly given
from legal sources and several legislators that the best
way to fight a “bad” bill was with a “better” bill. Since
the U.S. Supreme Court had given the “green-light” to
the N.Y. 484H-type law, we set about to write into that
law protection against harassment for those in profes-
sional organizations who use nudity and deal with other
areas defined in that law in a legitimate manner. The
Minnesota Newspaper Association was having its legal
counsel draw a law and their representative was kind
enough to take our suggestions so it would be possible
to incorporate them, then all the groups represented
could back one bill. First of all, a statement of purpose
that put into the bill the “spirit” or intention of the
law, since many times the “letter” of the law allows
abuse. This was then spelled out in the body of the bill
by a section stating the “exemptions.” Exempted are
schools, churches, museums, medical clinics and phy-
sicians, hospitals, public libraries, governmental agen-
cies or quasi-governmental sponsored organizations,
and persons acting in their capacity as employees or
agents of such organizations. Schools do sell books,
libraries often sell old copies or discarded editions, mu-
seums have shops where they sell nude pictures that
many in the “extreme right” and the Birch Society
would consider “harmful to minors.” Churches and
clinics have family-planning pamphlets and books that
they loan or sell for a small fee to teen-agers in trouble.
Plays, movies, puppet shows are shown in schools, li-
braries, and museums where a small fee is charged and
“on the premises is exhibited an image of a person or
portion of the human body which depicts nudity, etc.”
(Even the Venus de Milo.) It was very apparent to the
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educators that the foes of sex-education in the public
schools would use the wording of this type of legisla-
tion to attack text-books and other materials used by
the schools. Probably no professional person would be
prosecuted without the “exemptions,” but the question
of harassment under this law is a very real possibility.
The idea for “exemptions” occurred upon reading
Richard Kuh’s book Foolish Figleaves? In this book he
mentions a section for “defenses,” and it just seemed
logical that if such “defenses” were allowable why not
eliminate the need for such “defenses” and make them
“exemptions”! It would take much less time of the dis-
trict attorney, librarian, teacher or other employee who
could be accused of providing material that could be
construed as “harmful to a minor” by any member of
the “lunatic fringe” or one super-sensitive to God’s
image! Unfavorable publicity, hysterical charges from
the emotionally unstable, and sensational mass meet-
ings would be checked, too.

The chairman of the MLA Legislative Committee,
Mr. Ervin Gaines, found able sponsors for the bill in
both houses, and the final law was passed in both
houses.

As one of those who lobbied for the “exemptions,”
we feel the situation was not exaggerated to us before
the Session. The “right” was well organized; there was
a strongly organized attempt to fight for the bills with-
out “exemptions.” We did not dare to miss a hearing,
The Citizens for Youth Protection, and the John Birch
Society were the best organized opponents to our ef-
forts. Also, the group opposing sex-education spoke
against “exemptions.” The Veterans of Foreign Wars,
and the American Legion accepted our “exemptions”
in the final hearing before the House of Representa-
tives.

There was a sentiment that the MLA should not back
any kind of a censorship bill. However, in the 1950
the MLA did back the so-called “McClure Bill,” so a
precedent had been established for our actions at this
time when the conditions on the censorship front are
“up-tight” all over! The MLA Trustee Section sent let-
ters to all legislators supporting our efforts, and mem-
bers of MLA responded from outstate as well as from
the Twin City Area, contacting their legislators indi-
vidually. The MLA-IFC and the Legislative Committee
owes them a debt of gratitude. Needless to say, this fol-
lowed the Library Association’s tradition and was a
joint operation with other professional groups and we
feel resulted in a law that will prove to be protection
for those dedicated to the pursuit of knowledge in all
areas. However, until the next on-slaught by the self-
appointed censors “the vigilantes for freedom to read”
will keep contact and try to be prepared!

— Mrs. Elizabeth Lee Simmons
Chairman—IFC, Minn. Library Assn.
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Feedback

Dear Sir:

In the May issue of NOIF, the attitude of Mrs. Alice
P. Reilly, Fresno County Library, towards the letter she
received from Mr. David W. Brunton should give us
pause. Clearly not all librarians subscribe to the notion
of intellectual freedom and one wonders whether IF
committees do indeed reflect the thinking of state as-
sociations as a whole. I have found strong supporters
of Colorado’s anti-pornography bills within the library
profession and I sometimes wonder if my voice is not
that of a minority group within the Colorado Library
Association.

Sincerely,

Hazrry ]. MooNEy, JR,
Chairman, IF Committee
Colorado Library Association

WLA Hears Fletcher

The battle against censorship waged by the Arcadia
and Vallejo, Calif. public libraries was described by
Homer Fletcher to Wyoming librarians at a luncheon
Friday in the Ramada Inn.

At the Wyoming Library Association convention,
Fletcher, now librarian of the Vallejo Public Library
and formerly librarian of the Arcadia Public Library,
told of the methods used to try to ban books from the
libraries and how the censors were defeated.

In Vallejo last fall a similar controversy broke out
over a book entitled Hippie Papers, said Fletcher. One
day he received notice that the female mayor’s com-
mittee on decency was to meet to protest the expendi-
ture of taxpayers’ money for “filthy books” for the
library.

Fletcher said she received a complaint from parents
of a teen-ager who borrowed the book from the young
adult shelf in the library.

Fletcher said the library board of trustees immedi-
ately announced a meeting and supported the library.
The library put on an anti-censorship campaign and re-
ceived support from labor unions, the local newspaper
and in many letters.

“It is important to be prepared,” Fletcher told the
librarians and “to keep your sense of humor.”

“When you get in this type of situation, you can’t sit
back and wait. Get support immediately,” emphasized
Fletcher. He suggested that the first argument against
censorship be based on an individual’s right to read be-
cause “intellectual freedom” is often over people’s
heads.

He noted that censors are “self defeating” because
when they attack a book, it gets publicity and more
people than ever want to read it. —Casper Star Trib-
une, 27 April.
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Hiding from Reality Dangerous

Pope Paul, a man of vast intellectual integrity, appar-
ently feels some compulsion to cast himself in the role
of the king who waded out into the surf and com-
manded the waves to stand still.

Even while echoes of protest regarding his disap-
proval of contraceptives are still heard around the
world, the Pontiff has issued an appeal to communica-
tions media, asking that they adopt some system of self-
censorship over information and subjects “that can
damage the family in its existence, its stability and its
happiness.”

Every editor worth his salt feels compelled to exer-
cise some control over the material he publishes, using
his sense of values as a guideline. But we have often
wondered whether the printed word — or the power of
the press — shapes the social structure or merely re-
flects it.

If the latter is true, then the press has a definite ob-
ligation to serve as a mirror in order that the commu-
nity may gauge its own drift and direction.

Too severe a censorship is an act of dishonesty. It is
the same as saying that all is well because we refuse to
see and report what is bad. And beneath this palliative
approach the evil festers and eventually infects those
who were unaware of its existence and are unprepared
to cope with it.

There is much to be said for an honest confrontation.
If a six-year-old child does something wrong, it is dan-
gerous to humor that child for the sake of appeasement.
The far more healthy approach is to express disapproval
in rational terms.

So it is with discussing social mores. It is better to
get these disputes into the open where they may be
seen, understood and judged. In this manner social
pressures are formed which tend to shape conformity.

An individual with a mental disturbance usually
knows something is wrong. And it is a disservice to that
person to refuse to recognize the illness or to suggest
that it will go away if we don’t talk about it. This is a
profound dishonesty which only deepens the psychosis.

So it is with social ills. Unless they are faced frankly
and discussed openly, the threat to the family struc-
ture is even more exaggerated. Ignorance rarely wins an
argument.

Pope Paul’s intentions are all to the good. But his
solutions are out of tune with the world situation today
where higher levels of education and various types of
communication media make censorship virtually impos-
sible. The logical alternative is to keep communication
channels as open as possible in order that a healthy de-
bate may ensure and, hopefully, the higher sense of
values will prevail. —Tampa Times, 15 May.
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Book Store Licensing

Unconstitutional

Mayor White yesterday vetoed the proposed ordi-
nance calling for city licensing of Boston book stores
that label and sell materials marked “for adults only.”

White’s message rejecting the measure as constitu-
tionally defective came on the last day before it would
automatically have gone into operation as a city ordi-
nance without his signature.

His veto message and a letter from Corporation
Counsel Herbert P. Gleason ruling it an unconstitu-
tional infringement on book dealers will be sent to the
City Council Monday. It is expected to reach the show-
down vote on sustaining the veto at the following meet-
ing, June 2. —Boston Traveler, 17 May.

Fiske Revisited

A “restrictive shelf” policy on non-fiction books deal-
ing with sex does exist in the Cleveland Public Library.

The Press found that out of hundreds of books on sex
listed in the card catalog, only 40 or so were available
on the open shelves in the Religion and Philosophy
room where most of the clinical works are kept.

If you're looking for A Marriage Doctor Speaks Her
Mind About Sex, by Rebecca Liswood, or Sex and the
Adult Woman, by Ellen Birchall, you won’t find them.
The clinical, and presumably adult, volumes on sex are
either in the closed stacks or locked up in a big metal
cabinet.

Why? “This is an open shelf library,” says Mrs.
Verelia Farmer, assistant to the director of the Main
Library. “And you must remember that while these
books are geared to adults, children and teen agers can
come into the open shelves. Their parents might not
like their children coming home with books on sex.”

If you want a copy of Sex in Marriage, by Dr.
Dorothy Baruch and Dr. Hyman Miller, the librarian
will go and get it for you. If you want a reference book,
such as Sex in Development, by Carney Landis, you
will have to leave your library card at the desk until
you return the book.

Said Mrs. Farmer, “Our policy is to buy all sex books,
and we're not restrictive, but most of these are taken
off the main stacks.

“One reason is that we don’t have enough shelf space.
And then we feel that certain books for certain reasons
would be better shelved in the stacks, and kept out of
general circulation.”

Mrs. Farmer said that the display of books about sex
in the branch libraries is up to the discretion of the
head librarian, but that “I should think the same policy
would hold true for the branches.” —Cleveland Press,
27 March.
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Nixon Couldn’t Wait

for the report and recommendations of the Commission
on Obscenity and Pornography appointed by President
Johnson and scheduled to report in January, 1970. On
2 May he asked Congress for new laws “to combat a
flood of smut mail which he termed ‘unsolicited, un-
wanted and deeply offensive to those who receive it.””

Nixon said the attorney general and the postmaster
general will shortly submit to Congress three detailed
proposals for legislation which would:

— “Make it a federal crime to use the mails or other
facilities of commerce to deliver to anyone under 18
years of age material dealing with a sexual subject in a
matter unsuitable for young people.”

— “Make it a federal crime to use the mails, or other
facilities of commerce, for the commercial exploitation
of a prurient interest in sex through advertising.”

— “Extend the existing law to enable a citizen to pro-
tect his home from any intrusion of sex-oriented adver-
tising, regardless of whether or not a citizen has ever
received such mailing.” —Portland Oregonian, 3 May.

Ban the Daughter,
Not the Book

A library book has been mailed to Dean Meredith,
St. Paul civic buildings commissioner, whose job in-
cludes supervising the city’s public libraries.

The book was sent him by Mrs. Robert E. Lundgren,
467 E. Arlington Ave., St. Paul, who considers the book
obscene.

Mrs Lundgren, a housewife, first complained to
Daniel Klas, assistant city attorney, that her 14-year-old
daughter had obtained a copy of Babyhip by Patricia
Welles after having been on a waiting list for a year.

Then she wrote letters to all the city councilmen de-
claring, “This book is obscene and not fit for the enter-
tainment of minors. Why should our public libraries
put filth out at the taxpayers’ expense as a form of
entertainment?”

Meredith complained that Mrs. Lundgren did not
talk to him before sending her letters and asked, “Who’s
going to be the censor? Is she? Is the city attorney go-
ing to read all the books in the library?”

He referred the matter to J. Archer Eggen, library
director, who said he considers the book “frank and
sensational” but not obscene. If Mrs. Lundgren wishes,
he says, he will ban her daughter from the adult sec-
tions of the libraries.

But Mrs. Lundgren isn't through. She has checked
copies of the book out of two other branch libraries
and, although one is overdue, she said she isn’t worried
about returning them. She also plans to circulate a
petition asking for the removal of the book. —Minne-
apolis Star, 1 May.
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Wis. Supreme Court Lifts Ban
of Underground Paper

In a 6-to-1 split decision, the State Supreme Court
today ruled that village officials of Whitefish Bay had
acted unconstitutionally in preventing the circulation
of the controversial underground newspaper Kaleido-
scope in the village.

The majority decision, written by Justice Bruce Beil-
fuss, upheld a ruling by Milwaukee County Circuit
Judge Robert W. Landry that restrained Whitefish Bay
officials from continuing to ban the sale of the news-
paper.

Beilfuss said that the village used an ordinance deal-
ing with transient merchants to prevent the circulation
of the paper. This ordinance, the justice said, was de-
signed reasonably to regulate sales and distributions,
but the manner in which it was used by the village
amounted to “censorship.”

The majority decision held that if the village wants
to stop circulation of Kaleidoscope it would have to do
so through the obscenity statutes, not an ordinance
dealing with peddlers’ licenses.

“Upon the basis of the established law we must hold
the ordinance in question as applied in this instance
does result in censorship and prior restraint without
constitutionally decreed safeguards,” Justice Beilfuss’
opinion said. —Madison Capital Times, 9 May.

Beetle Songs Not Obscene

Newark, N.J. (UPI)—A Beatle album with nude pic-
tures of John Lennon and his girlfriend on the cover
has been banned in New Jersey as a “naked spectacle”
intended to promote sales to teen-agers.

Superior Court Judge Nelson K. Mintz decreed the
ban yesterday on the strength of a record dealer’s testi-
mony that he refused to show the “Two Virgins” album
to teen-age girls because he thought they were more
interested in seeing Lennon nude than in hearing the
record.

Wiinesses for the defense testified that the fore-and-
aft pictures of the Beatle and his Japanese girlfriend,
Yoko Ono, reflected a “theme of innocence.”

Mintz said the songs in the album are not obscene,
but that the cover is “offensive to the community stan-
dards.” He ordered the Tetragramation Company of
Los Angeles and Bestway Products, Inc., of Mountain-
side, N.J., distributors of the record and defendants in
the case, to surrender their stocks of the album to the
sheriffs of Union and Essex counties.

The companies said they will appeal —Washington
Star, 12 February.
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Pornographic Photos Legal

In Denmark

CorENHAGEN (AP) — The Danish parliament has ap-
proved a bill legalizing the sale of pornographic pic-
tures.

It took just two minutes Friday for the Parliament to
approve the government sponsored measure by a 112-
25 vote. Four legislators abstained.

Although nobody has taken much notice, it has been
illegal in Denmark either to sell or display pictorial
pornography. But police powers have been loosely en-
forced and hundreds of kiosks and shops with names
like “Sex-O-Rama” and “Pormo-Time” have flourished
on Copenhagen’s main shopping streets.

The government said police would retain power to
act when pornographic window displays overstep some
unspecified marks. This was greeted skeptically by op-
ponents of the bill, who contended that current window
displays could hardly be more sexually explicit. The
law takes effect July 1.

“We have now become the first Western country to
free pictorial pornography,” complained Conservative
legislator O. Vestergaard Poulsen, a main opponent of
the bill.

Justice Minister Knud Thestrup, a Conservative also,
expressed the rival view that governments should not
attempt to censor the reading matter of adults.

“Moreover,’he said, “when pornographic pictures
are free, I expect their incidence will become much
less.” —Portland Oregonian, 1 June.

Supermarket Censorship

Officials of a chain of supermarkets in a Southwest-
ern state have taken upon themselves the thorny task of
deciding, on an issue-to-issue basis, what magazines
shall be sold in their stores. This came to public atten-
tion when, in two successive weeks, issues of Life and
Newsweek were kept off the shelves.

There is nothing unusual about stores deciding which
magazines to make available to their customers. In-
deed, it is a necessary exercise of judgment; there
would not be room, on the average array of magazine
shelves, for a fraction of the weekly and monthly pub-
lications available.

Nor can one take issue with the stated rationale of
the aforementioned supermarket officials. One of them
said the chain is “not trying to tell adults what they
should read or not read” but is merely “deciding the
kind of magazine that will be available for children to
leaf through while their mothers shop in our stores.”

Who could take issue with so wholesome a purpose as
that?
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Misgivings arise, all the same. Their nature can be
indicated by noting that the issues of Life and News-
week barred from the store shelves carried, in each in-
stance, articles about the wave of sexual permissive-
ness — nudity in movies and on stage, uninhibited lan-
guage and subject matter in literature, and so on —
that is found in the United States today. Ostensibly the
magazines were banned because the aritcles were illus-
trated with photographs including some of unclothed
people.

Both Newsweek and Life are established, reputable
publications which are found in millions of American
homes each week. In the judgment of their editors, the
subject of those articles merits serious coverage. In their
judgment, pictures accompanying the articles were
within permissible bounds of taste. So what we have
here is a contest of judgment — the judgment of the
editors of Life and Newsweek as to what is in good taste
matched against the judgment of storekeepers. It is not
censorship, legally speaking, but it does smell rather
like censorship. —Westerly, R.I., Sun, 24 April.

Two Fined for Showing ‘Inga’

StauNTON — A downtown theater manager drew a
maximum fine and a projectionist a minimum fine in
the 4th regional juvenile court here yesterday on con-
victions of violating a city obscenity ordinance — mak-
ing available to minors indecent materials.

Fined $500 and costs were Frank K. Shaffer, 68, man-
ager of the Dixie Theater. Edgar G. Wiseman, 66, a re-
lief projectionist, was fined $10 and costs.

The charges against the defendants grew out of a
raid at the Dixie Theater about 10:45 p.m. April 18.

The movie shown that night was a feature-length,
Swedish-made film, Inga, starring Swedish actress
Maria Liljedahl.

Whether or not the film was obscene for adult view-
ing was not an issue in the case. —Richinond Times
Dispaltch, 8 May.

Rock County Librarians Unite

Area librarians have united against would-be cen-
sors of books.

The Association of Beloit Librarians joined with the
Association of Janesville Librarians at the Janesville
Public Library this week and unanimously adopted a
resolution defending the freedom to read.

Gary Lenox, president of the Janesville association,
said this was an appropriate time for librarians to affirm
verbally their united stand against censors, who seem
to abound this spring. April 20-26 is National Library
Week.
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In their first joint meeting, the associations noted
that in recent weeks attempts have been made in Wis-
consin to ban such prize winning books as MacKinley
Kantor’s Andersonville and J. D. Salinger’s Catcher in
the Rye.

Members said that any roster of works unsuitable for
school use begins to read like a “random sampling from
a ‘Who's Who of distinguished literary figures.” Here is
a partial list: Plato, Chaucer, Faulkner, Hemingway,
Mark Twain, Thomas Mann, and many others.”

Censorship can leave American students with an in-
adequate grasp of the values and ideals of their culture.
Writers are often the chief spokesmen of a culture,
Lenox said. —Beloit News, 17 April.
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May ‘Motive’ in Question

NasaviiLe — Charging “clearly obscene” language,
the head of the United Methodist higher education unit
here has “postponed” the May issue of Motive maga-
zine, a publication aimed primarily at campuses.

The Rev. Myron Wicke’s allegation that some words
in the issue breach the “canons of good taste” was
countered by the retiring editor, the Rev. B. ]. Stiles,
who said the “charges would be amusing if the situa-
tion were not so absurd.”

The action of Dr. Wicke, who ordered the issue held
at the Methodist Publishing House, followed a flurry
of complaints about a March-April special magazine in
the local community and from some Methodist leaders.
He did not know when the copies might be released.
—Washington Post, 31 May.

Right to Bar Obscene Mail
Upheld

Los AxcerEs, May 9 (UPI) — A three-judge Federal
panel has upheld the constitutionality of a 1968 law
allowing persons to halt the mailing of advertisements
for obscene material to their homes, U.S. District At-
torney Matt Byrne disclosed today.

It was the first court test of the law that gives the
citizen sole discretion to determine what he considers
obscenity. Passed by Congress in December, 1967, it
became effective April 15, 1968.

The law had been challenged by 15 individuals in a
suit filed last September seeking to enjoin the Post Of-
fice Department and the U.S. Attorney General from
enforcing it. They contended the statute was unconsti-
tutional because it violates freedom of speech.

The ruling was handed down April 30 by a panel
made up of U.S. Circuit Judge Shirley M. Hufstedler
and U.S. District Court Judges Charles H. Carr and
Manuel L. Real. —Washington Post, 9 May.
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So All Alone!

Under consideration in the Colorado legislature are
three bills designed to control the distribution of por-
nography. All of them are patterned, to some extent,
after the New York law, as have been so many others
which have been adopted by state and local govern-
ments since April, 1968. It seems inevitable at this point
that one of these bills will ultimately require an execu-
tive decision. Should such a law be passed it will prob-
ably be reported in The Newsletter on Intellectual
Freedom with customary impatience.

More distressing, perhaps, than the mere passage of
these laws are the reasons why they pass, and rather
than pout we might well examine those reasons along
with the actions, if any, taken by the profession to
counter the tide.

These bills usually pass because the groups behind
them are well organized, fully knowledgeable, extreme-
ly articulate, adequately financed, and hard working.
They seek and obtain advice, counsel, and support from
professional persons in law enforcement, psychology,
madicine, and education. They ally themselves with
other organized groups of similar persuasion and they
solicit the endorsement of any group in search of a
cause. They accept every invitation to participate in
open discussions, and they provide speakers for any
group that requests one. Most significantly, they initi-
ate discussions with legislators long before the legisla-
ture convenes, and they follow through with dogged
determination until the final votes are cast. Their cam-
paigns are conducted openly, logically, and with an
almost military precision.

Against this kind of coordinated, disciplined, spirited,
and singularly directed march, librarjans seem particu-
larly ineffective. Possibly such ineffectiveness stems
from the nature of librarians as a whole, the concepts
of the institutions for which they work, the general con-
servatism of library governing bodies, and the spate of
professional problems and issues which cause librarians
to fractionalize their energies. In any event, all of these
serve to prevent the profession from amplifying its op-
position to a level audible to legislators.

As a case in point, consider the Colorado experience
where the only counter measures have been those
voiced by the Intellectual Freedom Committee. No li-
brary in the state, be it public, academic, or special, has
yet made a statement to the press. No library board has
adopted, and publicized, a point of view, either for the
measures or against them, nor has any library board
sought information from the Intellectual Freedom Com-
mittee. No trustee or member of a friends group spoke
on behalf of libraries at the public hearings held in the
statehouse, hearings which members of the Intellectual
Freedom Committee, being, for the most part, public
servants on public payrolls during working hours, could
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not, in all conscience, have attended. One friends or-
ganization did endorse a statement by the Colorado
Booksellers Association (NOIF, March 1969, p. 26) but
it has yet to reply to the scathing criticism it subse-
quently received in the press for its stand.

Local newspapers have carried no letters to the edi-
tor signed by a librarian, a library board, or a friends
organization. While it cannot be positively stated that
no librarian has communicated with his congressman, it
is seriously doubted that many have. No librarians at-
tended any of the nine public meetings at which this
member of the Intellectual Freedom Committee has so
far spoken, including one evening meeting which was
held in a public library. Other members of the Com-
mittee have observed a similar lack of interest.

This groundswell of indifference clearly indicates the
prevailing attitude of librarians and library trustees to-
wards the legislative process. They seem, for the most
part, completely apathetic, content to let the more vo-
cal forces in the community influence congress and to
learn to live within the laws it passes. Thus, when laws
are enacted which inhibit library operation, as this one
in Colorado most assuredly will, and there is as little
opposition from the profession as has been heard here,
then libraries fully deserve the restrictions imposed
upon them.

The final puzzling question is whether Intellectual
Freedom Committees should address their attention to
combatting legislation, or whether they should confine
their activities to the investigation of specific instances
of library censorship within the state. It is only in the
latter role that the committees can reasonably expect
active and vocal support from within the profession.
When a committee takes on the former task, it may well
find itself alone.

— Hagrry J. MooNEY, JR., Chairman
CLA Intellectual Freedom Committee

Paging COOP

Burning ice: the moral and emotion effects of reading.
By Lorang, Sister Mary Corde. New York, Charles
Scribner’s Sons, 1968. 303p. 7.95.

The author holds a Ph.D. in psychology from Catho-
lic University of America. Her present work stems from
her dissertation, published in 1945 as The Effect of
Reading on Moral Conduct and Emotional Experience,
her persistent interest in the effect of reading on be-
havior, and her belief that there is “mounting evidence
of the effect of reading together with increasing uncon-
cern for the damage pornography is doing.” Her data
were obtained from a four-page questionnaire, con-
densed from the one used in her dissertation, designed
to determine if young adults of the '60’s would “answer
as their parents did in the "40’s,” and reprinted in the
book.
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The author sent the earlier questionnaire to U.S. high
school students in all four years; the later one, because
of increased school enrollments and her desire to ob-
tain wide geographic coverage, she sent only to juniors
and seniors. She reports that many principals, superin-
tendents, teachers, and parents resisted the use of the
questionnaire in their schools, a reaction she had not
received in 1944. As a consequence, she added Catholic
English-speaking schools in Hawaii, the Philippines,
Africa, and Guatemala to the American public and
Catholic high schools circulated. She describes her 1967
population as omitting “few social and economic fac-
tors.” She did not employ a random sample, or control
for such factors as IQ or age.

The questionnaire attempted to obtain a report from
the students regarding their perceived effect on thein-
selves of reading books and magazines. It solicited the
names of three books each student had read and the
year read, and the names of illustrated magazines each
saw regularly and saw occasionally. The students were
then asked to name those books having a good effect on
them and those having a bad effect. Additional ques-
tions requested information about characters liked best,
least, and why, and such yes-no answers as “did you
ever try to act like a character in a magazine,” “did any
book ever arouse your emotions,” “did the reading of
books ever start you thinking of bad things,” etc., with
opportunity in some cases to state why or how. Then
the students were asked to state whether reading ma-
terial or illustrations had ever made them experience
one of 18 listed emotions ranging from “joyful” to
“wanting to kill enemies.” In these questions, they were
asked to state whether a book, magazine, or illustra-
tion aroused the emotion and to give the name of the
book or magazine if remembered.

Thirty five hundred questionnaires were distributed;
3206 were returned. The names of cited books and
magazines were listed from the responses (4200 titles)
and given to judges for rating. Originally there were 12
judges, identified only as “four librarians, a high school
counselor, a college professor with an English major,
a young adult in the first year of college, two young
adults in their senior high school year, two career wom-
en from Tanzania, and one college student from the
Philippines.” The panel did not know all the books and
magazines; the author was forced ultimately to use
“some forty people, all experts in their line” to fill in the
gaps. The National Office for Decent Literature mailed
her ratings for “girlie books and objectionable maga-
zines” as well as their 1966 and 1967 booklets of recom-
mended reading material for young adults. It is not
clear how this information was used by the judges.

In the 1944 study apparently the judges were charged
with classifying all the titles as Fit or Unfit for young
adults. The contemporary judges “preferred and used”
a four-way classification. The categories were Fit (can
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be read by all high school students to advantage for
enjoyment, personal improvement, educational value),
Mature (suited to the “advanced student”), ‘Adult (con-
tent and style too adult to be of interest to even mature
high school students, very long books, books that move
too slowly, “sexual sins may be detailed but still a part
of the story, even though the story itself is sketchy”),
Unfit (of “no true value even to adults, cheap or down-
right pornographic, display sexual sins, deviations, lewd
pictures, torture, etc., to incite prurient interests”).
Examples of books classified Adult are The Great
Gatsby, Daisy Miller, Darkness at Noon, and Age of
Innocence. Examples of books classified Unfit are Pey-
ton Place, Tropic of Capricorn, Candy, DeSade, and
Justice. The author wished to use Pearson’s tetrachoric
formula as she did in her dissertation; hence she com-
bined the first two categories and the last two catego-
ries. In the earlier study, with the aid of four indepen-
dent judges to assist in making objective interpretations
of students’ responses, coefficient correlations of .95 to
.99 were obtained between books and magazines judged
Unfit and cited as arousing bad effects by the students.
Similar correlations prevailed for “good” and Fit. In
the recent study, the average correlation was .764 for
books and .886 for magazines. In the case of books, two
schools” low correlations brought the average down
markedly. The author concludes that “we do have evi-
dence that reading effects and affects behavior for good
or evil. The effect may result in socially acceptable be-
havior or anti-social behavior.” She specifically con-
cludes (1) young people of 1967 are reading a wide
range of books, (2) from 2.6%-31% of the books they
read are judged unfit for them, (3) rural young people
mentioned significantly fewer unfit books than any
other group used, (4) the number of books mentioned
per student has increased 1400% since the 1944 study,
magazines 288%, (5) the paperback explosion seems to
be the main factor in the increase in book reading. The
last conclusion appears to be derived from data outside

that of the study.

The book has many tables of data from the present
study, and several that compare the findings of the two
studies. Perhaps half the book consists of selections of
the student responses to the open-ended questions, with
no statistical indication of how representative of the
total response the selected responses are. The author
states that her purpose in including direct quotations
from the students was to attest to the causal aspect of
the statistical correlation. The reviewer was pleased to
note that at least some students asked what “bad” and
“good” effects are. A list of the titles mentioned by the
students is included, with the judges’ rating and the
percentage of good and bad effects cited by the respon-
dents who mentioned each title. No figures are given of
the number of times a given title was mentioned. The
method of categorization of student comments is not
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made explicit, i.e., the only student quotation repro-
duced for The Great Gatsby, judged Adult and tabu-
lated as arousing 79% good effects and 21% bad effects
among its readers, is “made me feel ashamed of Ameri-
ca.” Nothing indicates whether the statement contrib-
uted to the 79% or the 21%.

Research on reading effects is needed. The author
deserves credit for tackling the issue and for willing-
ness to work hard, for she had no computer available to
tally responses and she did not scorn the open-ended
question. But before confidence can be placed in the
predictability she appears to see, questions must be
raised. For example, did preconceived conclusions af-
fect the research design? On what were interpretations
of students’ statements based? Why did she not place
her research in a framework of theory of behavioral
change nor acknowledge questions of relationship be-
tween aitttudes and behavior or causative vs triggering
factors? The President’s Commission on Obscenity and
Pornography still has a job to do.

— IoNE F. PmRrON
University of Oregon

Dissent with Dissent

More Permissive than Censored, 2069 will say as it
looks back a century, I am convinced, at the United
States.

By the end of the 20th century’s seventh decade, the
pendulum will have swung so far away from the Estab-
lishment, and so near to the Demonstration, that Cen-
tury 21, from its perspective, will marvel that ALA’s
Committee still retained the word “Freedom” in its
name, instead of “Responsibility.”

They will bet, even before they read the report on
the Chicago 1968 Democratic convention, on what will
follow the “But”: The police were brutal BUT, they
were provoked unreasonably by demonstrators; or, the
demonstrators provoked, BUT the police were unrea-
sonably brutal. Long before the 21st century’s gradu-
ate student has finished his historical investigation, he
will expect bombings in Hanoi to be demonstrated
against; murders in Saigon to be ignored with a “liber-
al” shrug, as “not our department.”

Platitudes by middle-aged demagogues, on and off
campus, currying favor with the bombastic minority of
the younger generation (like “you have inherited prob-
lems you did not create”) will exasperate Youth 21,
when they, in turn revolt, more intellectually, and less
physically, I am sure, against the mess their Hippie
parents handed them.

Philosophy majors, in Graduate School 21, will pon-
der what happened to Bertrand Russell, who, among
many books, wrote Education and the Good Life, which
profoundly influenced undergraduate 1926. Perhaps
they will be more forgiving of a near-centenarian who,
contrary to all he had stood for in the past, condemned
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only half a war, and repudiated English traditional lib-
eralism by declaring another nation “guilty until proved
innocent.”

History majors will be less charitable toward a doctor,
who made a fortune on a book of baby-care platitudes,
that illustrated Philip Wylie’s dictionary-accepted, new
word, “Momism.” And they will marvel at media, and
their mediums—the press columnists and the TV com-
mentators—who handed each other awards for con-
demning the President of the United States, whom no
one had the courage to praise. Lyndon B. Johnson had
had the temerity to defy a pat proverb like “the poor
will be with us always”; to allot more national income
to education than anyone before him; to recognize the
subtler form of aggression in “tunneling,” by a phoney
“liberation front” that, Hitler-like, threatened relatives
of non-conformists.

And as for the four-letter word, even undergradu-
ates will chuckle over their parents’ sex self-conscious-
ness. English classes will roar with laughter over the
20th century sophisticates” self-righteous insistence that
without latrine language, literature is dishonest. They
will note, too, consecutive reviews of Broadway drama
that praise “courage” in exposing deviations-addictions,
perversions, other abnormalities—and marvel that no
one had the courage not to expose them.

They will read Catcher in the Rye and retitle it
Pitcher in the Corn; conclude the 1960 “oh-so-liber-
ated” praised Lolita’s “style” to cover up a personal,
illegal longing; puzzle over the attraction to a bit of
adolescent-adult adultery in something called “Who’s
Afraid of . . .”; marvel that an inartistic sociological
study like In Cold Blood should outsell a so-much bet-
ter written book about murder like On Iniquity; and
find, perhaps, some clue to the 1960 intellectual climate
in the review of Nevil Shute’s Trustee in the Toolroom,
which closed with the contemptuous sentence, “In it,
a right guy lives happily ever after.”

From the sophisticated cliches of the Twentieth they
will, perhaps, sense the dominance of the Establish-
ment’s and the Demonstration’s single culture. “Tell it
like it is” almost annihilated “Tell it like it could be.”
Their “liberated” parents loved two “gaps” and two
“explosions.” What the 20th celebrated as the “genera-
tion gap” was highly exaggerated. The gaps were great-
er within each generation. And as for the “credibility
gap,” it was used when the other guy didn’t follow the
party line. When it came to the two “explosions” that
had to be included in every commencement oration;
auto traffic, even more than Viet Nam, was helping re-
pudiate Malthus on “population”; value gained steadily
on “fact retrieval” in both segments of the Demonstra-
tion against librarianship—Audiovisual, and Informa-
tion Science—to bring about the Information Implo-
sion. Century 21 will understand better than C. P.
Snow, how single was the culture of the 20th Century.
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All or Nothing at All

By Eri M. OBOLER®

Sometimes the over-conscientious librarian who feels
his professional obligations heavily is faced with a di-
lemma that seems beyond rational solution. This all-
too-common quandary is what to do when faced with
the issue of just how far the librarian’s individual rela-
tionship to the obligations imposed by the Freedom to
Read really goes.

Read over the “FREEDOM TO READ” statement,
and you'll find it urges “publishers and librarians, as
guardians of the people’s freedom to read, to contest
encroachments upon that freedom by individuals or
groups seeking to impose their own standards or tastes
upon the community at large.” Does this mean that
every time a patently pornographic or obscene item is
sold in a local store, and a “decency group, or even a
single individual, prevails upon the local prosecuting
attorney to do something about it, and the proprietor is
then arrested, that Mr. Local Librarian as one of the
“guardians of the people’s freedom to read,” must be-
come directly involved in the case?

It is not, usually, very easy to determine where con-
cern for the freedom to read ends and protection of
other filth starts. The two-dollar one-shot magazine
with deliberately pornographic photographs seems to
carry a good deal of material that is not too different
from the casually nude or near-nude advertisements to
be seen in many major national magazines, particularly
of the fashion type. Should the “guardian” librarian
start writing letters to the editor or even become an
amicus curige in a particular case that seems pretty
remote from the local library?

Within the space of this brief editorial statement,
there is hardly an opportunity to go very deeply into
the issues involved. Every librarian who feels deeply
about the question of intellectual freedom should be
prepared, however, to justify either his activity or his
lack of it in a particular situation. In other words,
know why you do or don’t do what youre doing or not
doing!

There are all too many librarians who seem to be
looking for trouble constantly these days, and there
are about as many or probably more who are going out
of their way to avoid it. What with the growing con-
cern for the social responsibility of the librarian, as evi-
denced by the newly approved ALA Round Table, this
might well be a good time for earnest ratiocination on
the very moot question—am I my brother’s keeper?
We all know in what circumstances the question was
asked in Biblical days; perhaps it is not being too far-
fetched to say that this has become more than an aca-
demic question, and is beginning to become a problem
for almost every practicing librarian. If you, as a li-
brarian, do not act as a “guardian of the people’s free-
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dom to read,” then who will? And is that freedom abso-
lute, or restricted? It would be very interesting to see
some answers to these obviously intentionally provoca-
tive questions.

— Eu1 M. OBoLER

Court of the White Queen

The Alice in Wonderland of Montgomery County, it
now turns out, is run by a gang of idiots who, at the
first sign of trenchant criticism by long-haired kids imi-
tate the little men of Moscow, Athens and Saigon. They
try to imprison and shut down the critics, in this case
the Washington Free Press.

The assumed horror of the County authorities at the
“pornography” of the newspaper is as phony as the
alibis given elsewhere for harassing or shutting down
the press. For there are far more dirty words and sexual
titillation in the books mother buys for her enjoyment
than in the somewhat childish way the Free Press
bandies four-letter words. And the County nabobs had
no concern about the Free Press until it began to annoy
the authorities.

From time immemorial, emperors and minor satraps
have tried to imprison the scribes who disturb their
sleep of power. Fortunately we have, at least on the
books, guarantees that scribes can poke, prod and make
fun. This news does not seem to have pervaded the
court of the White Queen. — Tristram Coffin in Wash-
ington Post, 12 April.

CDL Makes a Point

MmpLETOWN — A novel used for about two weeks in
senior English classes at Penncrest High School has
been removed from the curriculum by the English de-
partment, an administrator of the Rose Tree Media
School District said Tuesday.

Asst. Schools Supt. Henry Hoffman, said the book,
Peter Matthiessen’s At Play in the Fields of the Lord,
contains “about 15 passages that I think we don’t need
in our schools.”

Hoffman said the teachers in the department made
the decision to remove the book Friday, one day after
the local chapter of the Citizens for Decent Literature
brought the book to the attention of the school board
in an executive session. —Delaware County Times,
Chester, Pa., 2 April.

To the best of our knowledge and belief, this is the
first instance of the CDL concerning itself with other
than objectionable material on the newsstands, and
should serve as reminder and warning to librarians that
all censorious activity must be opposed whether or not
libraries are under direct attack. LCM.

Newsletter on Intellectual Freedom




Dentist Wins Court Fight

Dr. Julian M. Firestone, a dentist, won his battle
yesterday against censorship imposed by the First Dis-
trict Dental Society, covering Manhattan and the Bronx.

Four years ago, the society ruled that a manuscript
for radio broadcast prepared by Firestone “contained
numerous statements that were not in good taste and
not designed to uphold the dignity of the profession.”

The dentist charged that his constitutional rights
were violated and he was upheld in State Supreme
Court, but the Appellate Division said the issue should
go to trial.

Yesterday, Justice Francis Bloustein ruled as invalid
the society’s directive that members submit manuscripts
of articles or talks in advance. He also forbade the so-
ciety from taking disciplinary action against a member
failing to secure approval in advance.

However, he did not rule out disciplinary action on
charges that an article or broadcast offended the code
of ethics—New York News, 10 April.

April Fool

Publication of the University of Louisville student
newspaper, The Louisville Cardinal, was ordered dis-
continued yesterday by President Woodrow M. Strick-
ler, pending recommendation and guidelines on its
content.

Strickler, in a memorandum to David Baker, chair-
man of the 17-member Board of Student Publications,
which is to submit the recommendations, said he was
“dismayed” by last Friday’s April Food edition of The
Cardinal.

The paper, among other things, carried a prominent
two-column headline on its front page saying the dean
of students had banned use of a four-letter obscenity in
The Cardinal—Louisville Courier-Journal, 1 April.

A Serious Exploration

Clor, Harry M.: Obscenity and Public Morality; Cen-
sorship in a Liberal Society. Chicago, The University
of Chicago Press, 1969. 315 pp. (Price: $9.50).

The conservative, but not extremely conservative
point of view on legal obscenity controls is represented
with unusual scholarship and brilliance of style in Ob-
scenity and Public Morality; Censorship in a Liberal
Society, by Dr. Harry M. Clor, a political scientist.

Dorothy Bendix, with reference to teaching intellec-
tual freedom, stated in the March, 1969, ALA Bulletin:
“The conservative view on censorship and intellectual
freedom should be given wider representation for the
following reasons: It seems only fair that library school
instructors practice what they preach, namely, that in
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line with the ‘Library Bill of Rights’ they make sure
that students are exposed to all points of view concern-
ing intellectual freedom. Second, presenting all points
of view may actually be more effective in teaching a

commitment to intellectual freedom than presenting
only the liberal side.”

Clar’s book may aid not only library school instruc-
tors and students but practicing librarians to clarify
their thinking on legal obscenity controls. Librarians
may find it easier to direct discussion with emotional
complainants along rational lines. The need for greater
sophistication in discussing censorship issues is exem-
plified in the recording of the public hearings before
the Richmond, California, City Council, entitled “What
Shall They Read?”

According to Clor, the purpose of his work is three-
fold: “(1) To analyze and evaluate the arguments, evi-
dence, and assumptions employed in the controversy
over obscenity; (2) To explore the difficulties encoun-
tered by the law when it seeks to define public morality
in a constitutional democracy and in a society charac-
terized by pluralism and rapid change; and (3) To con-
tribute to the development of a philosophy of consor-
ship and a test of obscenity which will do justice to the
public interests in morality, in free expression, and in
literature.”

The classic arguments concerning the effects of ob-
scenity on children and adults are analyzed thoroughly:
(1) The “safety-valve” theory: indulgence in obscenity
can have positive therapeutic value; (2) The “self-se-
lection” theory: obscenity is in the mind of the reader;
(3) The “deeper causative factors™ theory: we cannot
blame any specific factor for contributing to an evil
committed, for the act is rooted in the psychological or
social influences in the life of the person committing
the wrong; (4) The “total structure of society” theory:
salacious books, magazines, and films cannot be a cause
of delinquency or crime because these evils are rooted
in the total structure of our society; (5) The “forbidden
fruit” theory: laws against obscenity only serve to
arouse the desire for it. The research literature on read-
ing effects receives critical review, including the Gluck,
Kinsey, Kronhausen, Waples, Berelson, and other
studies. Clor deems impossible the conduct of studies
to determine scientifically conclusive evidence concern-
ing the depth and permanency of reading effects.

The issue of the relation of law to public morality in
a liberal democracy, raised by recent court decisions re-
lated to obscenity control, is treated at length in the
light of social and political theories. The author main-
tains that legal rules require the support of adequate
theory. Judge-made standards on obscenity, such as
that involving pandering, will be problematic to the
extent that the rationale for the control of obscenity
remains problematic. He asks why it should be wrong
for the purveyor of obscenity to make a profit, as any
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businessman makes profit, if the circulation and con-
sumption of obscenity is considered harmless. Clor’s
appeal to legislators and the public to examine care-
fully the assumptions on which obscenity legislation is
based is one of the major contributions of the book. He
goes on to develop his own case, not based upon re-
ligious considerations, for the legal control of obscen-
ity. His stand rests instead on the view that censorship,
properly conducted and confined, can serve liberal
democracy by helping it to maintain ethical and politi-
cal proportion.

One of the most controversial areas of the book is the
author’s attempt to define obscenity and to build a
philosophy of censorship. He regards material deserv-
ing to be called “obscene” as that which “(1) predomi-
nantly appeals to lust; (2) graphically presents and in-
terweaves violence and sensuality; (3) graphically pre-
sents human beings as, to use the terms of Wertham,
‘sex objects to be bandied around.”” For Clor, obscen-
ity is, in short, a way of looking at man which dehu-
manizes human purposes and human beings. Thus, ob-
scenity includes the making public of not only sexual
but any other intimate physical processes in such a way
that their larger human context is lost or depreciated.
His philosophy of censorship incorporates concern for
the possible long-range effects of obscenity upon mind
and character, resulting in a subtle desensitizing of the
higher faculties upon which self-control and social re-
sponsibility depend.

An “Epilogue” to the work contains an apologia be-
binning with the following statement: “Friendly critics
have observed that, since the trend of recent develop-
ments seems to be so contrary to the thesis of this book,
its author should face the fact that the thesis may be
unrealistic or impractical.” Clor does not intend, how-
ever, to regard the trend of recent developments as a
standard against which to test ideas concerning obscen-
ity and the functions of law, the importance of public
standards, and the prerequisites and limits of liberty.
Rather, in Obscenity and Public Morality, he presents
a serious exploration of the problem of obscenity and
the law with clarity, a refreshing respect for human
dignity, and attention to scholarship.

Florence E. DeHart
University of Wisconsin, Milwaukee
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