























list five of eleven textbooks targeted by conservative
textbook protestors in February (see Newsletter, May
1981, p. 67). A sixth book had been dropped earlier
by the State Textbook Committee, which makes recom-
mendations to the Board. At the special evening
meeting, Gov. James told Board members he favors
‘““a total scrutiny and involvement of laymen in
Alabama’’ textbook selection procedures. Commenting
on one text, Unfinished Journey, which protestors
alleged glorifies the Soviet Union, James said his
‘‘eyes have been opened. That is a damnable distortion
of history. The Soviet Union has failed miserably.”
The passage in question commented on the development
of industry and modernization in Soviet Russia since
1917. The books removed from the list are: Unfinished
Journey; We the People—History of the United States;
Living Law Series: Civil Justice; Living Law Series:
Criminal Justice; Civics, and The American Pageant: A
History of the Republic.

In response to the decisions, Mary Weidler of the
Alabama ACLU said she was “‘extremely concerned”’
about the growing influence of special pressure groups
on education, and commented that the meeting at the
Governor’s Mansion should have been held in a public
place. Several members of the State Textbook Com-
mittee also complained that protesting parents, Gover-
nor James, and some board members were reading the
books out of context and, perhaps, ‘‘missing the
point.” ‘“‘History is a search for truth,”” Fred Sakon,
a Livingston University professor and member of the
Textbook Committee, said. “If you exclude others’
opinions, are you searching for truth or are you sup-
porting what you already believe?”’ Reported in:
Montgomery Journal, March 17; Anniston Star, March
18; Birmingham Post-Herald, April 9.

Des Moines, lowa

A Quickie, a two-minute film used in a six-hour
training session for teachers of sex education in the
Iowa schools, prompted considerable controversy—and
a few chuckles—when, on May 5, two conservative
Iowa legislators screened the film publicly. They did
so in an effort to win support for a statutory prohibi-
tion on the distribution by the state Department of
Public Instruction of sex education materials which
include non-scientific depictions of the human anatomy
and visual depictions of sex acts. The proposed legisla-
tion was defeated.

In the film, a couple race from the point of meeting,
to undressing, hopping in bed, frenzied lovemaking,
redressing and exiting—all in less than two minutes.
The speed-up effect is intended to be comic, and the
film was used in the teacher-training session as an ‘‘ice-
breaker.”’ Representatives James Clements and Karen
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Mann, however, argued that A Quickie is ‘‘beyond
tackiness. All it is is the visual depiction of copulation.”
The film is not designated for use in the classroom.
Reported in: fowa State Daily, May 1; Des Moines
Register, May 16.

Sauk Rapids, Minnesota

A Sauk Rapids City Council member has been leading
an effort to get John Steinbeck’s Of Mice and Men re-
moved from the English curriculum at Sauk Rapids
High School. In early March, a school materials review
committee decided to retain the book, but that ruling
was appealed to the school board by Mildred Benner,
the councilwoman, and others. According to Benner,
the book is inappropriate for high school students due
to the profane language it contains. Reported in:
St Cloud Times, April 2.

Brodheadsville, Pennsylvania

J. D. Salinger’s Catcher in the Rye, perhaps the
all-time favorite of would-be censors of public school
reading, will be read in the future by students at
Pleasant Valley High School in Brodheadsville only
with the written permission of their parents. That was
the ruling of school principal Martin J. Matula in
response to a complaint against the book filed by
William and Joan Cetnar, whose fifteen-year-old son
brought the assigned novel to their attention. The
Cetnars objected to the book’s profanity, which they
feel is not appropriate for use in a school book. Re-
ported in: Belleville (Illinois) News-Democrat, March
29,

Ogden, Utah

Ogden city school administrators have decided not to
permit any more flyers or brochures to be distributed
to school children until the Board sets a policy on the
practice. The early May decision followed a controversy
which erupted in April when the Citizens for True
Freedom, a local ‘‘anti-pornography’’ group, objected
to the distribution of a pamphlet prepared by the Ogden
City Animal Shelter. The brochure, designed to tell
children how to care for animals, advocated that pets
be neutered. According to Joy Beech, Director of
Citizens for True Freedom, that sort of thing should
be taught only in the home. She said some children
might think that they, too, should be neutered, because
they are also taught that they are part of the animal
kingdom. Reported in: Salt Lake Tribune, May 2.

student drama
Camden, Delaware

Students at Caesar Rodney High School lost the
first round in their battle to stage a production of
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that freedom of the press was at stake. ‘It (the paper)
was prepared in government buildings, by government
employees under control of the superintendent of
schools, who is under the school board,”” he said.
““A government press is not a free press.”’ Reported in:
Philadelphia Inquirer, May 21.

Virginia Beach, Virginia

U.S. District Judge J. Calvitt Clarke, Jr. declined
April 3 to issue an injunction requiring publication in
a Virginia Beach high school newspaper of two articles
censored from the paper by the school principal last
year. However, the judge ruled that school officials
must provide student editors of Green Run High
School’s Hoofprints with written guidelines on what
cannot be printed. Principal J. Wylie French had
ordered the articles, a survey of student attitudes on
premarital sex and a piece on abortion clinics which
included an anonymous student’s account of her own
abortion, taken out of the November 1980 issue of the
paper. In the course of the removal, another article
and two advertisements, to which the principal voiced
no opposition, were also deleted (see Newsletter, May
1981, p. 75). The suit filed by the student editors
was scheduled to be tried on its merits in late May.
Reported in: Norfolk Virginian-Pilot, April 4; Norfolk
Ledger-Star, April 4.

church and state

Atlanta, Georgia

A huge illuminated cross placed in Black Rock Moun-
tain State Park by the Rabun County Chamber of Com-
merce must be removed, U.S. District Judge Horace
T. Ward ruled March 26. Although attorneys for the
chamber argued that the cross was erected for the
secular purpose of promoting tourism, Ward accepted
the argument of four Georgia clergymen, supported
by the ACLU, that its presence on public land violated
the constitutional separation of church and state. Re-
ported in: Philadelphia Inquirer, March 28.

pornography

Albany, New York

In a 5-2 decision, New York state’s highest court
ruled May 12 that a 1977 state law making it illegal
to produce, promote or sell materials showing children
in sexual activity, whether the materials had been
adjudged obscene or not, was an unconstitutional
abridgement of free expression. The Court of Appeals
declared that ‘‘on its face the statute would prohibit the
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showing of any play or movie in which a child portrays
a defined sexual act, real or simulated, in a non-
obscene manner. It would also prohibit the sale, show-
ing or distributing of medical or educational materials
containing photographs of such acts. In short, the
statute would in many, if not all, cases prohibit the
promotion of materials which are traditionally entitled
to constitutional protection from government inter-
ference under the First Amendment.”’

The court majority dismissed the arguments that the
law was a legitimate use of the legislature’s power to
protect the welfare of children. ‘“The effect on freedom
of expression,”” the court declared, ‘‘is the same

a circuit judge speaks

Coherent logic has rarely been a hallmark of
the censor. But sometimes the way in which logic
and tolerance are abandoned surprises even the
most jaded observer of the censorship scene. The
Sfollowing is excerpted from a letter to a high
school principal in a medium-sized metropolitan
area from a state circuit judge concerning a parent
complaint against Eldridge Cleaver’s Soul on Ice
in the school library. The book was eventually
reviewed by a faculty committee and retained on

the “‘ask at desk’’ shelf.
¢“ .. Ichecked with Dr. X, Dr. X and Mr. X.

They are of the opinion that the school principal
has complete authority over the books in his
library. I am delighted high school principals are
getting back some authority . . .

““I have always had great respect for X High
School because before we were districted to X my
two oldest children received an excellent back-
ground there. Both did very well in college and
my son got honors everywhere he went . . .

““Therefore, I hate to see these high standards
your school used to have in any way degenerate so
that the lowest elements can have a common
denominator. What society lacks today is not
people who are trained for skilled jobs and
professional careers. What society needs are
people with a sufficient breadth of knowledge
to provide them with judgment, perspective and
taste—people with a sensitivity for the problems
of others and a strong sense of ethical principles.

““The book Soul on Ice would seem to have little
redeeming social value and I would hope you
would quietly some afternoon pluck it and others
like it from the shelf and consign it to the trash
can where it belongs.”’

So much for ‘judgment, perspective and
taste. > And so much for due process as well.
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is it legal?

freedom of information

Washington, D.C.

In a May 4 memorandum to the heads of Federal
agencies and departments, U.S. Attorney General
William French Smith announced a major change in
the way the Justice Department would respond to suits
requesting information and files under the Freedom of
Information Act. The change is the first step in a
formal review of the Act and its implementation by
the Reagan Administration.

Smith stated that the new policy was to defend against
all suits challenging an agency’s decision to withhold
information unless it was determined that an agency’s
refusal lacked a substantial legal basis or that a defense
could adversely affect the ability of other agencies to
protect records. The specific procedural change revokes
the requirement, established by Attorney General
Griffin B. Bell in 1977, that agencies seeking to with-
hold requested information must show that disclosure
would be ‘‘demonstrably harmful’’ to the government.

Under the law, which was enacted in 1966 and
amended in 1974, agencies may withhold information
that meets conditions detailed in nine exemptions.
Bell’s guidelines constituted an additional test, aimed
at encouraging disclosure and reducing the number of
lawsuits. The Justice Department defends federal
agencies when such suits are filed.

Civil liberties advocates were quick to criticize the
new procedures and accused Smith of encouraging
agencies to resist requests for information. Jack Lan-
dau, director of the Reporters’ Committee for Freedom
of the Press, said the memorandum *‘stands in opposi-
tion to the whole Congressional thrust of the law and
the underlying principles that the public is entitled to
know as much as possible about how the Government
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operates.’’ Said John Shattuck, director of the national
legislative office of the ACLU, “‘This is certainly not
an open government move. This makes the act itself
more important than ever. We will look skeptically
at proposals to change the actual language of the
statute.”’

In his memorandum, Smith also revealed that he
was soliciting legislative proposals to change the Act
itself. Agencies were given less than two weeks to
respond. Because of the law, he argued, ‘‘foreign
intelligence services are more reluctant to share infor-
mation with U.S. intelligence agencies. Companies are
reluctant to provide valuable information to the govern-
ment, and other impediments to effective government
are created.”’

In response to Smith’s announcement, Rep. Fortney
H. Stark (D-California) immediately introduced legis-
lation (H.R. 3412) that would block the new proce-
dures by writing into law the Carter Administration
policies which they revoked. Sen. Orrin G. Hatch
(R-Utah), who chairs the Subcommittee on the Consti-
tution which will hear testimony on Freedom of Infor-
mation legistlation late this summer, has submitted a
bill (S. 587) which would limit to one per year the
number of requests any individual could make in a
subject area and limits use of the Act to U.S. citizens.
Reported in: New York Times, May 4, 5; Access
Reports/FOI, May 13.

humanism

Fort Worth, Texas

A decision by officials in the Hurst-Euless-Bedford
school district near Fort Worth to screen the contro-
versial right-wing and Christian fundamentalist film,
Let Their Eyes Be Opened: Humanism, distributed by
the Christian Broadcasting Network, Inc., to all
teachers and administrators as well as to parents in
the district, has prompted protest from some parents
and the Fort Worth Civil Liberties Union. ‘I think
if there were a proper complainant—a teacher, a
patron, a parent—that a lawsuit would be a proper
means for dealing with the situation,’’ said attorney
Don Jackson of the FWCLU. ““The ACLU stands for
intellectual freedom and the full and fair discussion of
all points of view and, therefore, it is important to
be especially sensitive to the problems created when
a school system selects and promotes a single point
of view.”

School Superintendent Forrest E. Watson said he
decided to show the film to initiate a dialogue about
humanism and prevent what he called a ‘‘witch hunt”’
for humanists. But school board member Judy Faurot
said the film seems to have caused, rather than pre-
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