





the published word

a column of reviews

The Pornography Controversy. Ray C. Rist. Transaction
Books, 1975. 279 p. $3.95.

The Pornography Controversy is a collection of fourteen
essays which explores the philosophical, legal, and esthetic
facets of the problem of obscenity. The existence of ob-
scenity laws raises two kinds of considerations, philosophi-
cal and practical. The introductory essay presents the
theoretical justification for the existence of obscenity legis-
lation. These legal rationales are (1) the prevention of harm,
and (2) the realization of social mores by their codification
mto law.

The most frequently quoted libertarian position on the
relation of the individual to the state is that of J.S. Mill, in
his essay On Liberty: the only basis upon which the state
can intervene in the lives of individuals is to prevent their
doing harm to others. It is difficult to apply this rationale
here in view of the results of research conducted by the
Commission on Obscenity and Pornography, which indicate
that there is no experimental proof for the position that
pornography is harmful to its consumers.

The second legal rationale is based on the conception of
law as an embodiment of the sentiments and values of a
society. Our heterogeneous society arguably precludes the
very existence of public consensus on the issue of explicit
sexual materials. Rather, it is a more accurate view that
obscenity laws reflect the values of only one segment of the
population who were vocal and ambitious enough to be
able to transform their particular position into law and
thereby coerce people into being virtuous.

As the legal rationales which justify the existence of our
laws do not seem to support state regulation of obscenity,
so does the practical difficulty of enforcement militate
against its effectiveness. The tests by which obscenity is
determined by the courts and legislatures are vague, unpre-
dictable, and subjective. In his essay, “Obscenity Laws—A
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Shift to Reality,” Earl Warren Jr. examines the difficulty in
applying the definition of obscenity as set down in the
1966 Supreme Court decision in Memoirs v. Massachusetts.
In this case, the test of obscenity was expressed in the
following terms: “Whether to the average person, applying
contemporary community standards, the dominant theme
of the material taken as a whole appeals to a prurient
interest . . . and the material is utterly without redeeming
social value.” Warren considers each of the three elements
of this formula to be vague and uncertain. Does “prurient”
mean merely shocking or pathologically diseased? Whose
“interest” should the court consider as it measures a work
by this definition? Is it reasonable to expect either judge or
jury to know whether or not certain actions will appeal to
the prurient interest of unspecified persons of unspecified
ages, sexes, and cultural and religious backgrounds? The
second element of this formula, “community standards,” is
similarly uncertain. The conception of “‘community’ is
almost as perplexing as that of the mythical average man.
With the third element of the Memoirs test, “‘redeeming
social value,” one faces a problem of fantastic latitude in
the interpretation and application of this imprecise phrase.
If this criterion is satisfied, the material is automatically not
obscene, regardless of how offended the average person
may be. A further snag of this concept is that of “social
value to whom,” which is raised whenever psychiatrists
testify that exposure to pornography is helpful in the treat-
ment of certain persons.

Another aspect of the practical difficulty in enforcing
obscenity laws can be found where a law lacks the support
of the citizenry, as during the Prohibition Era. With respect
to obscenity legislation, this lessening of support is due
partly to increased concern for the First Amendment guar-
antees of freedom to read and see what one desires, and
partly to the fact that, in the test against personal experi-
ence, the claims of harm and degeneracy do not hold up.
The lack of public support creates an almost impossible
duty for police authorities to enforce obscenity laws. As in
other sjtuations where there is no demonstrable victim, en-
forcement is often sporadic, arbitrary, and subject to the
whims of the enforcers. Oliver Goldsmith wrote, “Nothing
can be more certain than that numerous written laws are a
sign of a degenerate community.” The exclusive reliance on
law to ensure virtue tends to weaken the particular morality
on which it is based. Since the forbidden tends to be entic-
ing, the law consequently finds itself in the untenable posi-
tion of reinforcing what it was designed to eradicate.

Obscenity is more than just a legal category. The value
of a collection of essays like The Pornography Controversy
lies in its presentation of the phenomenon of obscenity as
seen through different disciplines and opinions. The con-
tributors to this collection are professors of philosophy,
sociology and literature, a California judge, and a policy

(Continued on page 90)
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ing the First Amendment, may discharge . . . a teacher who
did no more than wear a black armband in class in symbolic
protest against the Vietnam war, although it is agreed that
the armband did not disrupt classroom activities. We hold
that the board may not take such action.”

When the case was returned to U.S. District Court, Judge
Curtin declared that First Amendment rights had been vio-
lated to the substantial detriment of a citizen and that
damages were in order. Reported in: New York Civil
Liberties, January 1975.

prisoners’ rights

South Bend, Indiana

Indiana State Prison censorship policies have violated the
First and Fourteenth Amendment rights on inmates, ac-
cording to a ruling handed down by U.S. District Court
Judge Robert Grant.

Judge Grant found that the policy at the prison was
more restrictive than the overall policy of the Indiana State
Corrections Department. He noted that the prison was the
only Indiana correctional institution that did not give in-
mates access to Plavboy.

The judge also said inmates should have access to the
quotations of Chairman Mao Tse-tung. “It is an expression
of the views of a Communist spokesman on a wide range of
political and social topics,” Grand said. “This court finds
the defendants [state prison officials] have not established
that the restriction of this book is necessary to the further-
ance of important and substantial government interests.”

The federal court’s ruling also noted that censorship
must be reasonable and necessarily related to a justifiable
purpose of imprisonment. Reported in: Louisville Courier-
Journal, March 1.

Burlington, Vermont

Ruling on a case involving censorship of The Luparar, a
paper published by the inmates at the Vermont State
Prison, U.S. District Court Judge Albert W. Coffrin ruled
that prison officials may not censor the paper or prohibit
its distribution except when necessary for prisoner rehabili-
tation or to preserve security and order.

Charging that certain of its articles were inflammatory,
prison officials had refused to allow distribution of the
January 1973 issue of the paper, either in or outside of the
prison. Judge Coffrin said the distribution of the paper out-
side of the prison “may not be prevented . . . unless its dis-
tribution would be likely to interfere with the legitimate
government interests of security, order, and reha-
bilitation. .. .” He added that distribution of the paper
within the prison should be entitled to the same protections
as distribution outside of the prison.

According to the ruling of federal court, the editorial
staff of the prison newspaper must be notified of the rejec-
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tion of any material submitted by it, provided with the
reasons for the rejection, and given reasonable opportunity
to protest the decision. Reported in: Prison Law Reporter,
October 1974,

the press

Indianapolis, Indiana

All criminal charges against two Indianapolis Star re-
porters indicted by a grand jury for an alleged conspiracy to
bribe a police officer were dismissed February 28. Indict-
ment of reporters William E. Anderson and Richard E.
Cady stemmed from activities connected with an investiga-
tion of corruption in the Indianapolis police force.

Anderson, acting as a spokesman for the team, said they
were gratified with the dismissal brought about by Marion
County Prosecutor James F. Kelley. But he added that they
now wanted a full grand jury investigation into the reasons
behind the indictment. According to Kelley, the charges
were dropped because the grand jury which had handed
down the indictment was improperly impaneled with
persons over sixty-five excluded.

Before the dismissal of the charges was announced, the
U.S. Department of Justice had promised to enter the case
after receiving complaints from Senator Birch E. Bayh
(D.-Ind.) and the Reporters Committee for Freedom of the
Press. Reported in: Editor & Publisher, March 8.

St. Louis, Missouri

U.S. District Court Judge John F. Nangle ruled in Febru-
ary that St. Louis Globe-Democrat publisher G. Duncan
Bauman and reporter Harry B. Wilson Jr. would not have to
respond to subpoenas seeking the disclosure of confidential
news sources. However, Judge Nangle reserved final action
on the subpoenas pending completion of a civil trial involv-
ing the Mansion House Center.

A Globe investigation revealed that the federal govern-
ment’s handling of the Mansion House project had been
marked with special treatment for the project’s politically
influential owners, questionable disbursement of federal
funds, and conflicts of interest among high government
officials. Reported in: Editor & Publisher, March 8.

obscenity law

Los Angeles, California

A physician who specializes in the treatment of sexual
problems asked a Los Angeles federal judge to be allowed
to receive through the mails pornographic material that he
claims is “‘useful and necessary” to his medical practice.

Dr. Eugene Shoenfeld, who has written under the name
of Dr. Hippocrates, told U.S. District Court Judge Matt
Byrne that he uses pornographic material in his treatment
of sexual problems.
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public access channels on cable television charged censor-
ship by Sterling-Manhattan and Teleprompter, the two
cable systems that service Manhattan.

Michael C. Luckman, producer of the “Underground
Tonight Show,” filed a letter of complaint with the Federal
Communications Commission charging illegal censorship by
the two companies.

Bruce David, producer of Milky Way Productions’
“Screw Magazine of the Air,” reported that Manhattan-
Sterling censored a show even after the cable firm’s lawyers
had approved the content.

In a letter to FCC Cable Bureau Chief David Kinley,
Luckman asked for hearings “for the purpose of revoking
the licenses of both Sterling-Manhattan and Teleprompter.”
Luckman argued that “FCC regulations expressly prohibit
cable companies from exercising any kind of control over
users of the public access channels, except in cases of ob-
scenity.” What prompted Luckman’s charges to the FCC
was the cable firm’s refusal to run an “Underground To-
night Show” segment featuring a demonstration of male
masturbation. Sterling-Manhattan said that the segment was
a violation of New York obscenity laws. Luckman
countered that Sterling-Manhattan Vice-President Charlotte
Jones defended the system’s right to broadcast an “Under-
ground Tonight Show” segment on female masturbation on
the grounds it had socially redeeming values. Teleprompter
backed out, claiming the segment was obscene. Reported
in: Variety, March 5.

the press

Los Angeles, California

One day after the Los Angeles City Council upheld
Mayor Tom Bradley’s veto of an ordinance which would
have banned coin-operated newsracks from the city’s public
sidewalks, the council ordered the drafting of another ordi-
nance which would require opaque covers on all sidewalk
newsracks to prevent public viewing of nudity or
pornography.

The council instructed the city attorney to draft such an
ordinance, despite a report by the Police, Fire, and Civil
Defense Committee that the city attorney would not ap-
prove its legality.

The February 19 vote to override the mayor’s veto was
eight to five, but ten votes were required to overturn the
mayor’s action. In his veto message, Bradley declared that
the proposed ordinance violated the First Amendment to
the Constitution. Reported in: Los Angeles, February 20,
21.

Sacramento, California

While it may be a sin to tell a lie, State Senator John A.
Nejedly believes it also ought to be against the law. A bill
introduced by him would make it illegal to publish, dis-
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tribute or broadcast any falsehood about a state ballot
measure, with violators subject to a $1,000 fine for each
violation.

Nejedly’s bill provoked loud protests from representa-
tives of the publishing and broadcasting industries. “[t
would have a chilling effect on our First Amendment free-
dom of the press guarantees,” said Michael B. Dorais,
lobbyist for the California Newspaper Publishers
Association.

A spokesman for the California Broadcasters Association
added: “We're licensed by the federal government, under
the fairness doctrine. How do we know whether representa-
tives of the Friends of the Earth or Another Mother for
Peace have the ‘right” answer? We just have to let them on
the air.” Reported in: Oakland Tribune, January 29.

freedom of expression

Concord, New Hampshire

U.S. District Court Judge Hugh H. Bownes issued a
temporary restraining order permitting George and Maxine
Maynard to cover the “Live Free or Die” motto on their
state license plates and established a threejudge panel to
determine whether they will be allowed permanently to
cover the motto.

The Maynards, Jehovah’s Witnesses, said they refused to
be forced by the state to advertise a slogan which they
found “morally, ethically, religiously, and politically
abhorrent.”

The Maynards were supported by the American Civil
Liberties Union and the president of the New Hampshire
Senate. Both, however, have lost their jobs and exhausted
their financial resources in the battle against the motto.
Reported in: Boston Globe, March 23.

Milwaukee, Wisconsin

Kareem Abdul-Jabbar, the Milwaukee Bucks’ all-star
center, asked the Wisconsin Civil Liberties Union to support
his contention that the National Basketball Association
violated his freedom of speech. Abdul-Jabbar charged that
he was fined $250 by the NBA for a public blast at Referee
Jerry Loeber during a game in which the Bucks lost to the
Golden State Warriors. A spokesman for the Wisconsin
affiliate of the ACLU said the organization would attempt
to determine whether the fine was a denial of Abdul-
Jabbar’s right of free speech. Reported in: New York
Times, March 19.

teachers’ rights

Denver, Colorado
A junior high school teacher fired for letting students

(Continued on page 89)
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(Censorship Dateline . . . from page 79)

The veto came after the state executive council unani-
mously approved the grant to the New Hampshire Arts
Commission from the National Endowment of the Arts.

Last year, Governor Thompson withheld a $750 grant
from the New Hampshire Arts Commission to Granite
Magazine on the grounds that one of its issues was obscene.
Reported in: New York Times, February 9.

Danvers, Massachusetts

An all-night showing of Beatles’ movies scheduled at the
Sack Cinema was canceled after Danvers selectmen refused
to grant an all-night license. The selectmen also rapped the
moviehouse managers for a lack of consideration for the
“wishes of the people of Danvers.”

The assistant director of the theater said to the select-
men: “Gentlemen, I'm tired of coming before you and
spending $2,000 to make $2.7 He explained that the
Beatles show was designed by a promoter who thought
nostalgia buffs would enjoy four straight screen perform-
ances by the entertainers.

Selectman Baron P. Mayer, who headed the opposition
to the theater, said: “As far as 'm concerned, you guys
have not shown a proper attitude as to what the people of
the Town of Danvers want in the way of entertainment.”
Reported in: Salem News, March 5.

Holyoke, Massachusetts

Holyoke Police Chief Francis Sullivan said his ban on the
sale of Playboy would remain in effect even though an
obscenity case involving the magazine was thrown out of
court. Sullivan reaffirmed his policy after Holyoke District
Court Judge Michael J. Donahue declined to send a com-
plaint involving Playboy to a grand jury. Reported in:
Boston Herald American, February 22.

Minnesota

Minnesota’s ten Roman Cathiolic bishops called on Min-
nesotans to rid their communities of obscenity by taking
“full advantage” of the U.S. Supreme Court rulings in
Miller v. California (1973). That ruling, the bishops said in a
statement, gave local communities a right to establish and
enforce their own standards in regulating the flow of
pornography.

The bishops commended Minnesota legislators “who
have the courage and the regard for their constituents’ right
to maintain a decent society and who vote for the passage
of anti-pornography legislation.”

The bishops’ statement argued that pornography is
“anti-sexual” because it distorts “‘authentic sexuality and
reduces the human person to the proportions of an exploit-
able object.”” Reported in: Minneapolis Star, March 13.
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Dallas, Texas

The Dallas City Council unanimously approved an ordi-
nance banning nudity in any works displayed in an area
accessible to minors. The statute, proposed by Councilman
L.A. Murr, was adopted after last-minute efforts failed to
table it for one week.

A number of speakers, all associated with area churches,
appeared before the council to urge adoption of the new
ordinance. Reported in: Dallas Morning News, March 25.

Salt Lake City, Utah

Salt Lake City commissioners abolished their citizens’
advisory committee on pornography, but strengthened their
business license law in order to control materials they deem
“obscene.”

Under the city’s new rules, commissioners may revoke
business licenses after a hearing which proves that the firm
or its employees violated city ordinances. A Salt Lake City
ordinance prohibits displays of sexual acts, poses, etc. Re-
ported in: Salt Lake City Tribune, January 15.

(From the Bench . . . from page 84)

theater was refused in January by U.S. District Court Judge
James Foreman. That decision was appealed to the U.S.
Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit. In addition, a $2
million damage suit was filed against the city. Reported in:
East St. Louis Metro-East Journal, February 20; St. Louis
Globe Democrat, February 20.

St. Paul, Minnesota

St. Paul’s ordinance allowing the revocation of operating
licenses of theaters showing obscene movies was declared
unconstitutional by the Minnesota Supreme Court. The
high court reversed a district court decision which upheld
the revocation of the license of the Flick Theater, whose
owner pleaded guilty to showing an obscene picture.

The St. Paul law provided for license revocation upon a
theater owner or employee’s conviction for a crime related
to the licensed operation. In an opinion written by Justice
Harry MacLaughlin, the court cited a forty-five year old
ruling of the U.S. Supreme Court that a law cannot deny
the right of freedom of speech or the press because of a
past abuse of the right.

MacLaughlin rejected the city’s argument that if theater
licenses could not be revoked, the city’s only recourse
would be “endless criminal prosecution against a known
pornographic establishment.” MacLaughlin said the city
could establish a censorship system to determine which
films are obscene and prohibit the showing of those that
are. He said that such systems are constitutionally permis-
sible if they provide safeguards guaranteeing the theater
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Ranck announced in February the start of a campaign to
rid the area of pornographic literature.

Ranck stated that he would form ‘a literary review
committee” of fifteen members “who will represent all
areas of the county and who will be representative of all
walks of like.” Ranck assigned the committee the task of
determining community standards on obscenity and guiding
him in action against pornographic literature. Reported in:
Sunbury Daily Item, February 26.

In an open letter of protest, George M. Jenks, chairman
of the Pennsylvania Library Association’s Intellectual
Freedom Committee, wrote: “The very name ‘Literary Re-
view Committee’ is frightening and smacks of Germany of
the 1930s. Let the district attorney devote his time and
resources to fighting crime and leave the First Amendment
alone.”

(Success Stories . . . from page 87)

sidize campus publications. On a page of essays entitled
“Mind Ooze,” the paper lampooned The Exorcist with a
drawing of a nun using a crucifix as a sex object.

Senator James L. Buckley (Con. R.-N.Y.) called for an
investigation. State Senator John J. Marchi introduced a
bill-later withdrawn—that would have prohibited using
student fees to support college newspapers.

The matter was referred to a study committee composed
of students, faculty, administrators, and outsiders. In
February 1975, the group presented its report to the Board
of Higher Education and upheld freedom of the student
press.

The report advised that ““‘controversial articles and publi-
cations may not be censored unless it can be shown that
suppression is necessary to avoid material and substantial
interference with the requirement of order and discipline of
the college.” The report also called attention to Panarella v.
Birenbaum (1973), in which the New York State Court of
Appeals decided ‘“‘that student newspapers financed by
college funds, including student activities, may not be pro-
hibited from publishing an occasional article attacking a
religion.” Reported in: New York Post, February 25.

Norman, Oklahoma

The president of the University of Oklahoma revealed in
February that university officials were pressured to revoke
an invitation to Angela Davis, whose speech on the campus
raised a storm of protest and was condemned by the Okla-
homa Senate.

President Paul F. Sharp said he received numerous letters
asking that Davis not be invited to address the student
body. “All of us ought to be concerned when there are
votes against freedom of speech, whether it be in the legis-
lature or wherever,” Sharp said.

Sharp pointed out that Davis’ fee for her January 30
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appearance was paid out of student fees, not state funds.
Reported in: New York Post, February 13.

success?

Laramie, Wyoming

A suit against University of Wyoming President William
Carlson and Vice-President of Student Affairs Joseph
Geraud—filed in a battle over confiscation of an erotic film
last year—was withdrawn from Albany County District
Court after attorneys reached agreement on a procedure for
handling complaints about films.

Under the agreement, known as Unireg 31, the Associ-
ated Students of the University of Wyoming will create a
committee responsible for the selection of ASUW films.

According to a release from the Laramie Chapter of the
American Civil Liberties Union, “If a film is charged with
being obscene in a formal complaint to the Wyoming
Student Union Management Committee, a meeting of this
committee will be held to consider the charge on the basis
of standards detailed in the regulations. The findings of this
committee will be forwarded to the president and he then
may seek a court order to prohibit the film from being
shown. However, the president or his representative must
view the film in its entirety and apply the standards of the
regulation before seeking such a court order.” Reported in:
Laramie Daily Boomerang, March 1.

(The Published Word . . . from page 71)

analyst for the U.S. government. Their positions on the
issue of obscenity range from liberal, e.g., Joseph Slade’s
sympathetic description, ‘“Pornographic Theaters Off Times
Square,” to conservative, e.g., Walter Berns’ denunciation
of vulgarity and permissiveness in “Beyond the (Garbage)
Pale.” The result is that an open-minded reader, whatever
his persuasion regarding the pornography controversy, is
bound to modify his original position as he reads through
these essays. A true believer in the right of free speech
cannot easily dismiss the objections of those contributors
who regret the decline in esthetic standards and the pander-
ing to popular demand for exploitation of sexual themes.
The cumulative effect of the essays is to bring the reader to
dwell on the unsolved dilemma of guaranteeing the exercise
of free speech and of protecting from unwanted vulgarity
those who are offended by it.

The *“‘soft-core pornography” phenomenon is well sur-
veyed in John MacGregor’s “The Modern Machiavellians:
The Pornography of Sexual Game-Playing.” He examines
such publications as Playboy, Cosmopolitan, The Art of
Erotic Seduction, and Sex and the Single Girl. The guides
to seduction and swinging are in reality “‘guides to porno-
graphic relationships among individuals in contemporary
American society.” In MacGregor’s expanded definition,
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Book reviews by Jon Schaller of Youth Liberation
appear in this issue. Youth Liberation publishes FPS:
a magazine of young people’s liberation, which ap-
pears monthly with articles on organizing young
people, young people’s struggles for their basic rights,
and problems in public schooling in the U.S. Four
issues each year are devoted to education; the remain-
ing issues analyze other important problems facing
youth. The subscription price is $10.00 p.a. Orders
should be sent to: Youth Liberation, 2007 Wash-

tenaw Avenue, Ann Arbor, MI 48104,

(FCC. .. from page 72)

and of interest, to adult audiences.

“Parents, in our view, have—and should retain—the pri-
mary responsibility for their children’s well being....”
Reported in: Philadelphia Inquirer, February 21; Variety,
February 26.

FCC reprimands WBAI-FM

In February the FCC reprimanded station WBAI-FM in
New York for broadcasting language it found “indecent.”
The commission took a new step in characterizing the
language as indecent instead of obscene, apparently because
the FCC had been overruled by courts that objected to
findings of obscenity.

The offending material consisted of part of a recording
made by George Carlin, described by the station as a satirist
of American manners and language, on the subject of
“Seven Words That You Can Never Say on TV,” as part of
a program on the use of language in our society. The pro-
gram was preceded by an announcement that it would use
language which might be regarded as offensive and that
those who thought they might be offended should tune out
until later. But the FCC noted that the program was carried
in the afternoon, at a time when children might be ex-
pected to be listening.

Station manager Larry Josephson described the repri-
mand as “vague and chilling,” and objected that while the
station did “respect the feelings of those members of the
community who find this language offensive, we’re also
concerned about the rights of others . .. who want to hear
poetry, drama, and public affairs that unavoidably in-
corporate this kind of language.” But, said Josephson, “the
republic will survive George Carlin and may even survive the
FCC.” The station has not yet decided whether to appeal
the ruling.

University station investigated

Prodded by complaints from local radio personality
Ralph Collier and University of Pennsylvania campus critics
of station WXPM, the Federal Communications Commis-
sion began an investigation of the student radio station,
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whose do-your-own-thing show, “The Vegetable Hour,” has
been the center of a long controversy.

“The station aired probably the most graphic, legally
definitive obscene broadcast ever aired in the U.S.,” Rob
Frieden, president of Students for Responsible Media, said
in January. Frieden referred to part of a program which
included comments on the sparse sex life of a female caller
and suggestions made by the show’s male host. Reported
in: Philadelphia Inquirer, January 30.

free press dies in Peru

In an action that left Peru without any opposition press,
radio or television, the leftist military government of Presi-
dent Juan Velasco Alvarado closed the magazine Caretas.
Although there was no official explanation of the move, it
came as no surprise to observers.

Last year the government carried out the expropriation
of the country’s newspapers in order “to give Peru a truly
representative press.” Reported in: New York Times, March
22; Christian Science Monitor, March 25.

Canadians pressure
Time and Reader’s Digest

Recent efforts of the Canadian government to do away
with the popular Canadian editions of Time magazine and
Reader’s Digest have sparked a national controversy over
freedom of the press.

The proposed legislation dealing with the two U.S. maga-
zines, among Canada’s most popular, would require them to
become largely “Canadian” in content if their advertisers
are to benefit from a tax break under Canadian laws favor-
ing Canadian publications. A growing nationalism and a
feeling that Canada is overwhelmed by its large neighbor to
the south prompted the proposed changes in Canadian law.

Some publications, including the prestigious Globe and
Mail, charged that the proposed law would be a direct inter-
ference with the right of all Canadians to freedom in
choosing what they want to express. Said the Globe and
Mail, “Government would be defining what can be
published.”

Canadian content regulations have been successful in
other fields, including broadcasting, where requirements
that radio stations play at least thirty percent Canadian
records has been given credit for the development of a
strong Canadian popular music industry.

The editorial content of Time magazine’s Canadian
edition is substantially identical to the U.S. version with the
addition of five pages or so of Canadian news in the front.
Reported in: New York Times, March 21.
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Newspaper Week™ materials with the bicentennial and the
First Amendment.

Printing Industries of America: besides correlating tra-
ditional programs marking the birthday of Benjamin
Franklin (printing’s patron saint) with First Amendment
and bicentennial subjects, PIA hopes to commission a series
of paintings, using the origins of the nation and the Bill of
Rights as themes.

The American Historical Association, reporting plans to
publish a “right of historians” document on freedom of
expression in teaching and research, also offers its services
to other organizations planning historical treatment of the
First Amendment. And, the Association representative at
the dinner pointedly reminded fellow-guests, ““as historians,
our members will probably wait to celebrate the bicen-
tennial of the First Amendment—until 199117

textbook controversy in Mexico

New textbooks on social and natural sciences distributed
to Mexican public schools touched off angry charges from
the National Parents Union that children would be indoctri-
nated in Marxist-Leninist ideology and “abnormal™ sexual
views. The government of President Luis Echeverria Alverez
countered by accusing the protesters of using the textbooks
as a pretext for attacking the government’s liberal orienta-
tion. The National Parents Union, encouraged by conserva-
tive elements in Mexico’s Roman Catholic Church, placed
full-page advertisements in newspapers headlined “Subver-
sion converted into enforced public teaching.”

The greatest controversy was stirred by a book on the
social sciences that praises the Cuban and Chinese revolu-
tions and is highly critical of capitalism. “Domination of
some countries by others is called colonialism, and the
economic and political system that makes this possible is
called imperialism,” the book says.

After describing injustices in Latin America, the book
notes that it is not surprising that a revolutionary move-
ment should emerge “to try and break the economic
dependence of developing countries on industrialized
nations.” Reported in: New York Times, March 9.

Yugoslavia jails writer

Mihajlo Mihajlov, the Yugoslav writer accused of having
criticized the regime of President Tito in the Western press,
was sentenced in February to seven years at hard labor. The
presiding judge of the court also prohibited Mihajlov from
any writing. public speaking or broadcasting for a period of
four years after the completion of his sentence.

The forty-year-old defendant. the son of Russian emigre
parents, was charged during his trial with hostile propa-
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ganda, specifically for four articles he wrote, one of which
was published by the New York Times.

Journal closed

In other action in February, the only legal Yugoslav pub-
lication that regularly criticized the regime during the last
eleven years was forced by the ruling Communist Party to
close. The journal, Praxis, was published by the Croatian
Philosophical Society. Although it had a circulation of only
a few thousand, it was widely regarded as the voice of
Yugoslav Marxists who believed that the orthodox party,
the League of Communists, had gone astray in crucial
respects.

Articles by foreign contributors, including American
Marxist Herbert Marcuse, were often published by Praxis in
Croatian translation.

Professors ousted

In January eight Belgrade University professors were
ousted from their jobs by a legislative action that inflicted a
heavy blow on intellectual and academic freedoms in Yugo-
slavia. The professors, whose published works argued that
Yugoslavia’s economy continues the political and economic
alienation of the worker and that the working class is
exploited by party bureaucrats, were accused of resisting
Communist Party policies and of misusing their positions to
prepare students for a “political confrontation” with the
government. Reported in: New York Times, February 22,
March I; Washington Post, January 29.

pollution chief foils book burners

Plans to cap off Youth Revival Week in Kansas City with
a book burning were thwarted by the chief of the city’s Air
Quality Division, who ruled that a censor’s fire could not be
considered an exception to clean air rules.

The Rev. Robert Gilstrap, pastor of the First United
Pentecostal Church, had invited the fajthful to Volker Park
to burn books he said were pornographic or occult. “We
didn’t have a whole lot of material to burn,” said Gilstrap.
“People are embarrassed to bring things of their own.”
Reported in: Chicago Tribune, February 16.

Yale takes tough stand on free speech

The trustees of Yale University voted March 8 to adopt a
policy calling for the suspension or expulsion of students
who engage in “wilfull and persistent” disruption of free
speech at the university.

In taking their action, the trustees approved the basic
recommendations of the Woodward Committee, appointed
to investigate the disruption of a debate involving Nobel Prize
winner William Shockley, whose views on race and intelli-
gence have caused great controversy (see Newsletter, March
1975, p. 40). Reported in: New York Times, March 10.
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