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It is with great sadness that the Newsletter reports the death on June 15, 1983, of 
one of our longest standing contributors, Eli M. Oboler, for over three decades 
University Librarian at Idaho State University. Eli Oboler was an exemplar of ser
vice to his profession; the list of his publications and of the offices he held is a road 
map of the library profession, as well as of its commitment to intellectual freedom. 
But more than this, Eli was our loyal and untiring conscience, who constantly and 
impatiently demanded the dismantling of all barriers to freedom of expression 
and inquiry. 

Eli Oboler was educated at the University of Chicago and the Columbia 
University School of Library Science. He was a member of the ALA Council from 
1951 to 1959 and again from 1977 to 1981. He served as a member of the ALA 
Intellectual Freedom Committee from 1965 to 1969, and as chair of the Intellectual 
Freedom Round Table in 1980-81. He was a past president of the Pacific Northwest 
Library Association and, for nearly a decade, editor of its quarterly. He also was 
a past president of the Idaho Library Association, and later, its Intellectual Freedom 
Committee chair. Eli was a charter member of the Freedom to Read Foundation 
and served on its Board of Trustees from 1971 to 1975 and again from 1976 to 
1980, the only person ever elected to the Board for two consecutive two-year 
terms on two different occasions. Culminating his service on behalf of the 
Foundation Eli was vice-president in 1979-80. 

The bibliography of Eli Oboler's publications is too lengthy to fully enumerate, 
but among his most enduring works will surely be his 1974 volume Fear of the 
Word: Censorship and Sex, already a minor classic. His 1980 collection of essays, 
Dejending1ntellectua/ Freedom: The Library and the Censor, includes just a small 
sample of the hundreds of articles and reviews he published in nearly every 
significant professional periodical. The Newsletter was indeed fortunate that the 
Oboler byline made frequent appearances in our pages. 

Learning of Oboler's death, Freedom to Read Foundation President William 
D. North sought to encapsule the essence of Eli's creed: "He saw the truth as man's 
ultimate and never ending quest. He saw the quest for truth as the ultimate source 
of understanding. He saw the quest for truth as the ultimate means to free the mind 
and soul. He saw the quest for truth as the linkage of the ages and generations 
and civilizations through which the best of mankind lives forever for the betterment 
of mankind.'' 

(Continued on page 170) 

Published by the ALA Intellectual Freedom Committee, 
J. Dennis Day, Chairperson. 
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the publishing process: 
who decides and how? 
At the American Library Association's 1983 Annual 
Conference in Los Angeles, the ALA Intellectual 
Freedom Committee· and the Freedom to Read Com
mittee of the Association of American Publishers 
jointly sponsored a program entitled "The Publishing 
Process: Who Decides and How?'' The session featured 
a panel of six leading publishers and editors from 
varied fields of the publishing enterprise, each of whom 
sought to answer the question posed by the program 
from personal experience. The program was introduced 
by Heather Florence, Chair of the AAP Freedom to 
Read Committee, and moderated by Simon Michael 
Bessie, President of Joshua Towne Publishing 
Associates, a division of Harper & Row. The following 
are edited versions of the panelists' talks. 

Clayton Carlson, Harper & Row: 

In 1897, G.P. Putnam's Sons published a curious 
book entitled Authors and Publishers: A Manual of 
Suggestions. Although written anonymously, it was 
probably penned by a working publisher anxious to 
defend his profession against the charge of what one 
critic called crass literary alchemy-the unseemly con
version of an author's brains into a satisfactory cash 
equivalent. Like the luxurious princes who fed on small 
birds, publishers fatten upon the brains of authors and 
build their palaces from the gold of a gullible public. 
Such were the views of our critics in 1897-and so, I 
fear, they remain today. 

My task this afternoon is to give one publisher's 
account of that alchemical process. In doing so, I hope 
to show that the view from the inside is both more 
complex and more interesting than our critics assume; 
that values do play a role; that courage sometimes is 
required; that issues like intellectual freedom are impor
tant to us. While the brains of our authors do indeed 
turn to gold, those brains are also coinage in the 
marketplace of ideas. A publisher who has forgotten 
that had best be called a printer with a marketing 
department. 

Our topic says it all: ''Who Decides and How?'' At 
Harper & Row, San Francisco, of which I am the 
publisher, although I have the final say, the editors 
have the critical vote. A publisher has a dual responsi
bility: first, he or she must ultimately approve the 
division's editorial selections; and second, the publisher 
is responsible to the corporation for the overall per
formance of the particular division. Except in instances 
where there are extraordinary monies involved in a 
particular decision, the people at the corporate level 
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are not involved in individual book selection. Whatever 
battles there are to be fought between commerce and 
culture in the instance of a particular publishing de
cision are fought, mutually, within the respective heads 
of the editor and the publisher. 

At Harper we have deliberately rejected the organiza
tional model of dividing the publishing team into two 
camps-" creative" and "business" -and requiring the 
two opposing sides to fight a battle. We much 
prefer the traditional view that the two issues are 
intertwined and not necessarily-nor even often
antithetical. We publish books because of their value as 
books-what they have to offer their readers-not 
simply because we think we can sell them. We believe if 
we give value, the sales will follow. For us there is no 
joy or long-term health in the cynicism implied in tryng 
to manipulate the public. In this the editors and 
publisher stand together. 

But what of the critical issue implicit in our topic: 
whether there are areas of thought and interpretation 
that are being systematically excluded from the public 
forum by some inherent failing in the system or in the 
kind of people who gravitate toward the position of 
editor? 

My own experience is that the interests, expertise, 
and world views of the individual editors I have known 
are so varied, I have no personal reason to fear that 
there is any real danger that book editors are so much 
alike that therefore what is published is de facto limited. 
In fact, one of the clearest observations that can be 
made about any group of editors is how different they 
are from each other. Another generalization that can be 
made is that life in the system seems to result in 
exaggeration of an editor's persona rather than a 
smoothing out of the rough edges of personal passion 
and particular interest. In sum, I find editors, 
especially experienced editors, an amazingly diverse lot. 
Yet the myth that the editorial decision-making process 
consistently passes by-or even worse, perversely and 
deliberately ignores-a multitude of important book 
projects persists. 

This theory of the ignored masterpieces genuinely 
troubles all of us who spend our days searching for 
that worthy original book. I can assure you that I have 
never uncovered any conspiracy to ignore them, and if 
I had, would have probably made a brilliant career by 
publishing them. There is nothing in the nature of the 
system to have stopped me. The truth of the matter 
is that genuinely brillant and original projects are 
damned few. 

I am afraid that I have thus far given the impression 
that the entire publishing process is a pleasant two
way conversation between a publisher and an editor. 

(Continued on page 156) 
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IFC report to ALA Council 

The following is the text of the ALA Intellectual 
Freedom Committee's report to the ALA Council, 
delivered June 29, 1983, by committee member 
Frances M. McDonald on behalf of J. Dennis Day, 
Chair, and the ALA Intellectual Freedom Committee. 

Madam President, officers, councilors and 
colleagues: At this 1983 Annual Conference, the 
meetings of the ALA Intellectual Freedom Committee 
were convened in the immediate shadow of an event of 
great sadness-the death, on June 15, 1983, of Eli M. 
Oboler, for decades one of the most articulate, insight
ful and tireless champions of intellectual freedom within 
the ranks of the library profession and one of the 
most distinguished and loyal members of our Associa
tion. Eli Oboler was our "loyal gadfly," the veritable 
conscience of our profession. His death is a great 
loss, not only to librarianship, but to the larger struggle 
to defend and extend the free interchange of ideas. As 
its first order of business, the IFC paid appropriate 
recognition to Eli's immeasurable contributions, and, at 
this time, before proceeding with this report I would like 
to call on the Council to do the same by approving 
the "Memorial Resolution for Eli M. Oboler," which 

FTRF report to ALA Council 

The following is the text of the Freedom to Read 
Foundation's report to the ALA Council, delivered 
June 27, 1983 by board member Ella Gaines Yates, on 
behalf of President William D. North. 

In this 14th year of the Freedom to Read Foundation, 
the Trustees remembered the past, embraced the 
present, and prepared for the future. 

The remembrance of the past recognized the passing 
of Eli M. Oboler, librarian of Idaho State University, 
Foundation Trustee, intellectual freedom scholar, 
philosopher and fighter. Through his commitment, the 
Foundation developed its purpose and strength, and to 
his belief in the marketplace of ideas the Foundation 
rededicates itself. 

The Foundation embraced the present with both a 
commitment to litigate and a commitment to its allies 
in the fight against censorship. Responding to requests 
from the Minnesota Civil Liberties Union, the Founda
tion authorized involvement in and support of two 
Minnesota cases challenging the right of school districts 
to cancel invitations to speakers which had been 
extended by teachers. One of the canceled speakers 
was the Executive Director of the MCLU (!), and the 
other was to discuss alternate lifestyles. Ironically, this 
case involves the precise scenario depicted in the 
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has been unanimously approved by the Intellectual 
Freedom Committee and the Intellectual Freedom 
Round Table. 

We honor today not only the memory of Eli M. 
Oboler, but the legacy of his ideas and his commitment 
as well. It is fitting that Eli lived to see the publication, 
on June 1, of the second revised edition of the Intel
lectual Freedom Manual. The Manual, which has been 
thoroughly updated from the 1974 first edition, includes 
in its pages considerable new material, but from cover 
to cover it bears the imprint of Eli Oboler's thoughtful 
and principled stand in defense of intellectual freedom, 
which is also, of course, the proud stand of our entire 
Association and our profession. If there are still some of 
you who have not purchased your copy of the Intel
lectual Freedom Manual, I urge you to do so. It is an 
invaluable resource. 

Publication of the Intellectual Freedom Manual 
brought to a close the lengthy and demanding process 
of systematically revising ALA's intellectual freedom 
policies-all of which are collected in the Manual-a 
process which began with the 1980 revision of the 
Library Bill of Rights. But this by no means signifies 
that the Intellectual Freedom Committee will now step 
back and relax a bit. As you will recall, in San Antonio 

(Continued on page 147) 

intellectual freedom discussion film- The Speaker. 
• The invitation by a school to a speaker espousing 

a controversial position, 
• The administration and community decision to 

cancel the invitation, and 
• The silencing of debate deemed offensive to com

munity values. 
These cases offer a dramatic opportunity to discover, 

in real life, what would have happened had "the 
speaker," whom many of you remember as Mr. 
Boyd, gone to court to assert his First Amendment 
rights. 

Also at the invitation of the ACLU, the Founda
tion authorized involvement in a suit regarding the 
National Security Agency, seeking to define the basis 
and limits of that agency's right to suppress portions 
of a private library collection without assigning such 
materials a security classification. At issue here is 
government suppression by fiat of officialdom or by 
gentlemen's agreement with the library administration. 
At issue here, too, is the right and capacity of 
government to suppress scholarly research concerning 
unclassified matters for any reason it cares to give-or 
for no reason at all (see Newsletter, July, 1983, p. 
108). 

On another front, the Foundation undertook to sup
port the defense of a small bookseller in Hot Springs, 

(Continued on page 148) 
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the front line librarian 
and the local library: 
keynote address by 
William D. North 
At the American Library Association's 1983 Annual 
Conference in Los Angeles, the ALA Intellectual 
Freedom Committee, the Intellectual Freedom Round 
Table and the Intellectual Freedom Committees of the 
American Library Trustees Association, the 
Association for Library Services to Children, and the 
Young Adult Services Division jointly sponsored a 
program entitled «The Front Line Librarian and the 
Local Library. , Central to the program were three 
concurrent practical workshops- "Strategies for 
Working With Local, State and National Media,, 
«Intellectual Freedom and the Law, , and «Legislative 
Lobbying. , Preceding the workshops, however, 
William D. North, President of the Freedom to Read 
Foundation, delivered a keynote address which soug~t 
to look at the subject of intellectual freedom m 
/ibrarianship from a broader, more philosophical per
spective. The following is an edited version of Mr. 
North's remarks. 

I think the most important first requirement of any 
effort to oppose censorship is to understand that the 
instinct to censor is an inherent part of every human 
being. The only people who really are not censors are 
the people who don't care about ideas, who don't 
care about the persuasive quality of the things they 
believe in. We have a society, a constitution if you will, 
that has committed itself to a marketplace of ideas. 
It expects that there will be a tug and pull of 
competing ideas and that this is the way the market
place will work. The concern which we have always 
had, therefore, is that the market mechani~m work 
fairly-work so that all ideas, all concepts, all mforma
tion, all perspectives have an opportunity to compete 
on their merits. 

For a long time I thought that the courts were the 
best, in fact, the only, hope for the preservation of 
intellectual freedom in the country. I thought that we 
could safely ignore the Congress because, of course, 
that was political. And, of course, we could ignore 
the public because they really didn't understand and 
perhaps they didn't care. I was wrong. We need a 
complete weapons system if we are to defend the 
marketplace of ideas. We have to understand how 
legislation can be used to provide safeguards, we have 
to know how to defend ourselves in court and when 
and in what forms. Most of all, in a democracy, 
we can't afford ever to fail to enlist the support of the 
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people, because ultimately-ultimately-every right we 
have under the Constitution exists at the sufferance of 
the people. Every provision of the first ten amendments 
can be amended, can be obliterated, can be erased by 
action of the people and we must never, ever forget the 
reality that in this country the ultimate decision as to 
what rights we have and what rights we surrender is 
in the hands of the people. 

I don't know how one undertakes to keynote a 
program of this type; in fact, I find the concept of 
keynoting enormously intimidating! It would be folly 
for me to attempt to summarize or to describe what 
is to come. But what I can do-and what I propose to 
do-is to discuss, at least for a few minutes, by way of 
introduction, the reason why. You realize, of course, 
that knowing how to lobby and litigate and establish 
PR programs is like arming yourself with weapons
but what are you going to use them for? What's the 
objective? Let me suggest to you that the objective is 
to establish and preserve intellectual freedom in this 
country. And let me further suggest that the quality of 
intellectual freedom is determined by the ability to 
satisfy three requirements. . 

These requirements-and most librarians will 
recognize them readily-are acquisition, preservation, 
and dissemination. To the extent that intellectual 
freedom exists in any society or in any aspect of our 
society, these requirements must be satisfied. The 
quality of intellectual freedom is maximized if there is 
optimum opportunity to acquire, if there is optimum 
opportunity to preserve, if there is optimum oppor
tunity to disseminate. 

Now, I have always thought that censorship must 
inevitably accompany intellectual freedom and, if 
that is correct, then censorship risks exist in any action, 
in any program, in any structure, in any undertaking 
which limits or frustrates the satisfaction of 
these requirements. If we limit the right to acquire, 
that is censorship. If we limit the right to disseminate, 
that is censorship. Really sounds simple, doesn't it? 
And yet, when you start looking at the traditional 
measure of the degree of censorship risk, it is in the 
intensity of competition in the marketplace of ideas. 

This has been the traditional way in which we have 
looked at the degree of censorship: how many ideas 
are being foreclosed from acquisition? How many 
books banned? How many authors threatened with 
libel? How many sources lost? How many ideas fore
closed from preservation? How many collections being 
culled? How many works being labeled? How many 
opportunities, how many forums for dissemination 
being attacked? How many lecturers being suppressed? 
How many variable obscenity laws being imposed? 

(Continued on page 167) 
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Hentoff accepts lmmroth Award 
The 1983 John Phillip Immroth Memorial A ward for 
intellectual freedom was awarded by the ALA Intel
lectual Freedom Round Table to noted author and civil 
liberties activist Nat Hentoff in recognition of his 
"courageous and articulate advocacy of the First 
Amendment as an author, speaker, and activist for 
human rights.,, Hentoff accepted the award at the 
IFRT's annual membership meeting on June 27 
at the ALA Annual Conference in Los Angeles. The 
text of Hentoff's acceptance speech follows. 

This award is more important to me than any other 
I have received, and I'll tell you why. The citation 
reads: "For courageous and articulate advocacy of the 
First Amendment as an author, speaker, and activist for 
human rights." 

Well, first of all, getting an award for those reasons 
has all the more meaning when those giving it 
demonstrate more daily personal courage in defense of 
the First Amendment than any other group in this 
country. I mean, of course, librarians. So it's like 
getting a prize for jazz singing from a panel of judges 
including Sarah Vaughan, Betty Carter and Joe Turner. 

Workers in journalism, which is my field, like to 
think they are the front-line paladins of the First 
Amendment, but I must confess that it does not 
require much, if any, courage for a journalist to defend 
intellectual freedom. After all, when a journalist 
finishes a story, however controversial, that's the end 
of it. There may be a few slashing letters to the editor 
afterwards, but by then the journalist is on to another 
story, and he is not likely to see the people he wrote 
about again. 

But a librarian involved in a battle for the right 
to read is on the line all the time. Day after day. 
And once a particular battle for intellectual freedom is 
over, he or she will keep on seeing the same folks on 
the other side of that confrontation day after day, 
week after week. And if there has been division within 
the library board or the school board, the embattled 
librarian has to keep on dealing with the after-effects 
ofthat too. 

Accordingly, and I've been saying this for years
long before I had any idea I might one day win this 
award-librarians, more than any other group, are the 
cutting edge of the unending fight for freedom of 
expression. I mean, for example, such of your previous 
Immroth Award winners as Irene Turin (in the Island 
Trees case); Sonja Coleman (the Chelsea, Massa
chusetts, Right to Read case); and Elizabeth Phillips 
(the Vergennes, Vermont, Union High School Library 
case). I would add Kathy Russell of Virginia, Jeanne 
Layton of Utah, and many other librarians. I know 
some of their names, but there are many names I do 
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not know. Names of librarians who have refused to 
yield to those who would censor. And I mean all those 
who would censor, for the lust to suppress ideas and 
language is shared by supporters of the entire spectrum 
of political, religious and cultural views-from left to 
right and back again. 

It has been a year since the Supreme Court, in its 
Island Trees decision, dealt directly for the first time 
with the power of a school board to remove books 
from a school library. Though narrow, the decision 
was a victory for the First Amendment because it said 
there is a right to read within that Amendment and 
therefore, it went on, parents and students have a right 
to go to court when a book is removed, to try to prove 
that it was taken out of the school library because the 
board did not approve of its ideas. If that can be 
established, the book must be returned to the library. 

To be sure, there are all too large loopholes in the 
decision. A book can be removed if it is "pervasively 
vulgar," or "educationally unsuitable" -loose criteria 
that a relatively shrewd school board can use to try to 
cover up its desire to censor a book because of its 
ideas. 

In addition, Justice William Brennan, in his plurality 
decision, made it clear that the decision does not have 
anything to do with the removal of curriculum books, 
including books on required lists for classroom work. 
Many attempts at censorship are focused on precisely 
that kind of book-for instance, the use of Huckleberry 
Finn on required reading lists in courses on the Ameri
can novel. 

Also denied First Amendment protection in the 
Island Trees decision is pre-selection censorship. Even if 
there is a pattern of omission of certain ideas in the 
purchasing of books for a school library, the First 
Amendment-so far-does not apply. 

So, we have by no means come to an end of the 
censorship wars. Not only will they continue in schools 
but also in public libraries. And in the year since the 
Island Trees decision they intensified in some places. 
On one occasion, with the use of a quite lethal 
weapon. A librarian in a rural section of Indiana told 
me of a book on the history of homosexuality that had 
been missing from his library for several days. Then, 
one morning, as one of the librarians was going through 
the books that had been returned through the slot in 
the door overnight, she screamed: "Oh, my God! 
They've killed this book!" It was the missing history 
of homosexuality. Shot dead. With two bullets in it. 

Not long after, four members of the Alabama 
Textbook Commission tried very hard to remove The 
Diary of Anne Frank from the state's public schools. 
The reason: "It's a real downer." And currently, in 

(Continued on page 152) 
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circulation of R-rated movies 
to minors 
In response to many inquiries received from librarians 
and others in all parts of the country, at its 1983 
Annual Conference meeting in Los Angeles the ALA 
Intellectual Freedom Committee discussed the question 
of whether films rated R by the Motion Picture 
Association of America rating system should be made 
available to minors by libraries in videocassette or other 
form. To answer some of the questions most frequently 
raised about this issue, the Committee approved the 
following information sheet for circulation by the ALA 
Office for Intellectual Freedom. 

As more libraries add videocassettes to their col
lections, the question of circulating to minors com
mercial motion pictures with an R rating has been 
raised. Since most librarians and the public at large do 
not understand that the Motion Picture Association of 
America ratings have no standing in law and that the 
ratings are designed only to inform parents and theater 
owners of the content of movies, the Intellectual 
Freedom Committee of the American Library Associa
tion wishes to inform people facing the problem of the 
following issues involved in the situation. 

Legal Points. The following information has been 
provided by ALA Counsel Mary Hutchings Reed of 
Sidley & Austin: 

1. In one noteworthy case, a federal judge struck 
down a municipal ordinance that made it a crime to 
admit minors to R or X-rated movies without their 
parents or guardians. Engdahl v. City of Kenosha, 317 
F. Supp. 1122 (E.D. Wise. 1970). The court held the 
law unconstitutional because the MP AA's standards 
were too vague to enforce criminally and did not match 
the Supreme Court's guidelines for deciding what is 
obscene to minors. 

2. In addition, the court ruled that the government 
could not delegate to a private party like the MP AA the 
power to set the standards for criminal conduct. 

3. . .. however, "access to minor" statutes in some 
states may prohibit libraries from loaning certain. films 
to minors. The Supreme Court has ruled that states 
may legitimately deny minors access to materials that 
are constitutionally available to adults in Ginsberg v. 
New York, 390 U.S. 629 (1968), and most states have 
enacted access to minors statutes that implement this 
double standard. The great majority of statutes speci
fically exempt libraries or other "educational" activities 
from this coverage, but statutes in Mississippi, for 
example, do not. Libraries in those states should be 
aware that they could face prosecution for lending to 
minors a film that they could legally have lent to an 
adult. 
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Commentary. Unless directly and specifically pro
hibited by law from circulating certain motion pictures 
to minors, libraries should apply the same standards for 
selection and circulation as are applied to books. Just 
as "labeling" of books is deemed "an attempt to pre
judice attitudes," so is the affixing of the MP AA 
rating codes to motion pictures (see "Statement on 
Labeling," pp. 27-32, Intellectual Freedom Manual, 
ALA, 1983). 

Given the arbitrary nature of the MP AA rating code 
and its lack of legal standing, librarians should develop 
a public information program to inform their com
munities that it is a dangerous practice for citizens in a 
democratic society to turn over to the private sector 
the power to limit the dissemination of information and 
to create barriers between potential users and their free 
access to materials. 

In any community there will be a range of attitudes 
among parents as to what they deem offensive and 
contrary to the values they wish to impart to their 
children. For some parents the problem is sex, for 
others the concern is with violence, for still others it is 
language. The MP AA rating code assumes that all 
parents are concerned with the same issues. 

For any segment of the community to insist that its 
values be imposed on all members of the community is 
contrary to the principles inherent in a free society 
(see "Free Access to Minors," pp. 17-23, Intellectual 
Freedom Manual). 

Y ASD opposes school book club 
expurgation practices 

The Young Adult Services Division of the American 
Library Association has formally notified three school 
book clubs, Scholastic, Xerox Education Publications 
and Troll, that they may not use the ALA Y ASD Best 
Books for Young Adults designation on a book or 
in promotional material if the title and/ or text has 
been changed from the book as originally published. 
The Young Adult Services Division does not recognize 
an expurgated edition as a Y ASD Best Book since it 
is not the same as the book selected for that honor. 
Y ASD's decision was based on research by its Intel
lectual Freedom Committee on the expurgation 
practices of the three book clubs and their impact on 
young adults and libraries. 

Expurgation is defined by the American Library As
sociation as ''any deletion, excision, alteration, or 
obliteration of any part of books" and is a form of 
censorship since it violates the Library Bill of Rights. 
Expurgation by the clubs occurs with books previously 

(Continued on page 155) 
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AAParagraphs 

Justice replies 

In the May Newsletter, this column published a letter 
to the Department of Justice from Brooks Thomas, 
President/Chief Executive Officer of Harper & Row 
and former Chairman of the AAP Freedom to Read 
Committee, expressing "deep concern" at Department 
guidelines determining when fees might be waived for 
those who request information under the federal 
Freedom of Information Act. At that time, no reply 
had been received from the Justice Department, but, 
soon afterward, Jonathan Chapman Rose, Assistant 
Attorney General, Office of Legal Policy, responded. 
The Rose reply follows, slightly abridged. It is presented 
in the interests of fairness and of allowing Newsletter 
readers to form their own judgments on the issues 
raised. 

Thank you for your recent letter, in which you 
comment ... on the Department of Justice's new 
guidelines for fee waivers under the Freedom of Infor
mation Act (FOIA). Although I appreciate the concerns 
that you raise on behalf of publishers, journalists 
and other media representatives, I want to assure you 
that your concerns are unfounded. 

The Department's new fee waiver guidance merely 
reiterates the statutory standard governing the granting 
of fee waivers and provides a concise discussion of five 
particular considerations that have been developed in 
numerous court decisions applying that standard. These 
criteria provide a means for agencies to make their fee 
waiver determinations in a consistent and fair fashion. 
Each factor set forth is necessary to a thorough 
evaluation of the public benefit to be derived from 
disclosure. Moreover, they are by no means new 
criteria; each was taken directly from the predecessor 
guidance memorandum, a ponderous and often con
fusing statement of twenty-two single-spaced pages, and 
each is also established in the case law cited in the 
memorandum. 

The guidance memorandum serves to inform all 
requesters of the considerations that guide agency 
determinations on fee waivers. In this way, requesters 
desiring a waiver or reduction of fees will be able to 
present all the relevant information to the agency in 
support of that request, and agencies will not as 
frequently be required to request more complete infor
mation at a later time. Moreover, agencies will not be 
put in the position of attempting to adjudicate fee 
waiver requests in the absence of all relevant 
information. 
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I expect that journalists, authors and similar media 
representatives generally will have little difficulty in 
providing sufficient information to an agency to 
establish their threshold eligibility for fee waivers on 
the basis of their interest in, and intention and ability 
to disseminate, the information they receive. An 
agency's inquiry simply cannot rest there, however. In 
order to determine that any requester is entitled to 
receive a fee waiver or reduction, the statutory language 
by its plain meaning requires a review of the public's 
interest in the subject of the request, the nature of the 
disclosable records, and whether the information is 
already in public domain. Only then can the agency 
ascertain whether the statutory fee waiver standard
that disclosure would "primarily benefit the general 
public" -is satisfied. 

Please be assured that the Department of Justice 
remains committed to encouraging agencies to grant fee 
waivers or reductions in all instances where release of 
requested information would primarily benefit the 
general public, as the statute provides. Should you 
become aware of any instance in which this statutory 
requirement is not being followed by an agency, please 
feel free to bring the matter to my attention for 
investigation. 

This column is provided by the Freedom to Read Committee of 
the Association of American Publishers. 

black writers back Jake and 
Honeybunch 

In late April the board of directors of the American 
Black Book Writers Association unanimously approved 
a resolution opposing the actions taken by the public 
library systems of Chicago, San Francisco and 
Milwaukee against Margot Zemach 's Jake and Honey
bunch Go to Heaven. The three libraries had charged 
that the book promotes racial stereotyping (see News
letter, March 1983, p. 31). In a letter to Roger W. 
Straus, President of Farrar, Straus and Giroux, the 
book's publisher, ABBW A President Will Gibson 
reported that the resolution includes the following: 

"ABBW A, being an organization of Black book 
writers, has a vital interest in this controversy, for at 
stake is an issue that affects all books, particularly 
Black books. What happened in Long Island, N.Y. a 
few years ago-when the school board removed nine 
books it considered objectionable from its library 
system, four of which were by Black authors-is still 
painfully vivid in our minds. 

"In our opinion, the public library systems of 
Chicago, San Francisco and Milwaukee, by refusing to 

(Continued on page 144) 
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censorship dateline 

libraries 

Lawrenceville, Georgia 
My Brother Sam Is Dead, by James and Christopher 

Collier, tells the story of a boy whose family has 
divided loyalties during the American Revolution. It 
was one of nine finalists for a National Book Award 
in 1975 and won Newberry honors that year. But to 
Pat and Linda Rogers of Lawrenceville, the book is 
unacceptable for their fourth-grade son and for the 
shelves of Gwinnett County School libraries because 
some of its characters use profanity. 

"A cesspool is a part of life, but I don't want it 
in my front yard,'' Mrs. Rogers explained. ''For a child 
in his developing stages, what he puts in his brain stays 
there. When you feed him garbage ... some of that 
garbage is going to stay there.'' 

Based on the Rogers' complaint, which was sup
ported by 1,200 signatures on petitions, a panel of 
parents and school employees decided in early June to 
substitute an abridged version of the book, with the 
profanity deleted, in Gwinnett elementary school. The 
committee decided, however, to leave the unabridged 
edition on the shelves in middle and high schools. 
The Rogers' said they will appeal the ruling to the 
Board of Education. They want the "vulgar version" 
banned at all levels. Reported in: Atlanta Journal, 
June 10. 

Xenia, Ohio 
The Xenia Board of Education listened intently for 

nearly an hour June 13, as did about fifty citizens, 
during a discussion of four children's books which 
three parents requested be removed from elementary 
school libraries. The parents charged that Are You 
There God? It's Me, Margaret and Blubber, both by 
Judy Blume; Where the Sidewalk Ends, by Shel 
Silverstein; and Harriet the Spy, by Louise Fitzhugh 
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were anti-Christian, against parental and school 
authority and emphasized the use of drugs and sexual 
activity. 

Richard Liston, the first to speak in favor of banning 
the books, said a group of parents want the books 
removed and that they represent seven districts, dif
ferent employment backgrounds and several religious 
denominations. Bill Dean, also opposed to the books, 
read excerpts from them. He said one poem in the 
Silverstein volume put a monetary value on human 
life, while another made God and motherhood look 
"awful foolish." Harriet the Spy, Dean charged, 
teaches children to lie, spy, back-talk and curse. 

According to Dean, Blubber undermines authority 
since the word "bitch" is used in connection with a 
teacher. Are You There God? It's Me, Margaret, 
he contended, is built around just two themes: sex 
and anti-Christian behavior. He said there were actual 
references to nudity and mocking God. 

First to speak in opposition to the banning proposal 
was Marilyn McKeown. ''Students should be taught 
how to read and write and reason, not what to read 
or write or think," she said. "There should be moral 
guidance from parents. You are responsible for your 
own child, not your neighbor's.'' 

Malcolm Lewis, Jr. said he didn't think any book 
should be banned. "Being black, I could go to the 
library and find many books I find offensive. My 
children must have an understanding with each and 
everything in this world in order that they do not 
become plowed under." Lewis said children will learn 
about sex, religion and racial prejudice in the street or at 
home before encountering these themes in books. 

According to Superintendent J. Roderick Rice, board 
members decided to read, review and respond to the 
books before their next meeting in August. A committee 
composed of an elementary school librarian, a principal 
and a supervisor earlier recommended that the books 
remain on library shelves. The issue first arose when 
eight parents visited Spring Valley Elementary School 
and filed complaints with the school librarian against 
the three books. Reported in: Xenia Daily Gazette, 
June 14. 

Vancouver, Oregon 
After a one-minute public hearing June 7, the 

Evergreen School District book review committee voted 
5-2 to overturn an elementary school's plan to ban the 
book Meet the Werewolf, by Georgess McHargue. 
Another book, Wilted, by Paul Kropp, however, was 
banished from an elementary school library with no 
hearing after committee member Franni Huff termed 
"sexual scenes a bit much for elementary schools." 

Marrion Elementary School parent Julie Armstrong 
had complained about the werewolf book, asking that it 
be removed from all district libraries. She said the 
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NIF Index, 1981-82 
An index for the Newsletter on Intellectual 

Freedom covering the years 1981 and 1982 is now 
available. The price of the index is $10.00, but 
only $8.00 if a check accompanies your order. 
Orders for the index should be directed to: 

NIF Index, '81-82 
Office for Intellectual Freedom 
American Library Association 
50 E. Huron St. 
Chicago, IL 60611 

book, classified as non-fiction, was full of comments 
about becoming a werewolf, use of opium, and pacts 
with the devil. Her complaint was seconded by 
Marrion principal Kurt Smith and librarian Ann Hill. 
But when their comments were forwarded to the com
mittee, the panel read the book and at least five 
members had questions. After brief discussion, the 
panel decided that the problem centered more around 
how the book was shelved than on its content. Com
mittee member Pat Edwards said the book was dis
played under folklore in her school and not as non
fiction as at Marion. 

The only outside speaker at the hearing was former 
librarian Marian English, who said she was unfamiliar 
with Meet the Werewolf, but that other works by 
McHargue were generally well researched, well written 
and favorites with children fascinated by the occult. 
After the session, English complained that the decision 
to shift Wilted to the junior high level marked the 
thirty-ninth time in eighteen months that the district had 
pulled a book from library shelves. Committee hearings 
are held only when a majority of the nine-member 
committee questions a removal request. Reported in: 
Portland Oregonian, June 8. 

Fairfax County, Virginia 
Bowing to pressure from the county's Board of 

Supervisors, the Fairfax County Library Board has 
agreed to require that borrowers of R-rated video
cassettes show identification proving that they are at 
least seventeen years old. The policy, which went into 
effect June 16, was adopted a week after the county 
board criticized the library system for allowing minors 
to check out cassettes of such R-rated films as Body 
Heat and Halloween. 

"Certainly they [the supervisors] hold the purse 
strings, and we felt that this was the wise decision to 
make," said June Picciano, chair of the library board. 
"We were looking at our total system, and I think 
some of that might have been in jeopardy had we not 
chosen to [restrict the tapes)." 
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The issue was first raised by two supervisors in 
April (see Newsletter, July 1983, p. 107) and a month 
later, library officials announced that age restrictions 
would not be imposed and a standing policy which 
guaranteed all county citizens free access to all library 
materials was reaffirmed. "Only a parent should restrict 
a juvenile's access to library materials,'' officials stated. 

Supervisor Martha V. Pennino (D-Centreville), who 
led the criticism of the tapes, expressed pleasure with 
the library board's agreement to abandon previous 
policy and impose restrictions. But she said she hoped 
the board would also stop buying R-rated cassettes, 
which she called a threat to the morals of young people. 

"If they want it spelled out in detail by the board of 
supervisors, I'll be happy to put the motion before the 
board," Pennino said. "I think the board would think 
about taking serious action" if the library continues to 
purchase R-rated video materials, she added. About ten 
percent of the library system's collection of 1,200 
videocassettes carry R ratings and none are rated X. 

The debate in Fairfax mirrors similar disputes across 
the country. At the 1983 ALA Annual Conference, 
the Intellectual Freedom Committee approved an 
information sheet reaffirming the applicability of the 
ALA Statement on Labeling to video materials and 
informing librarians of several court decisions striking 
down local statutes which gave legal standing to the 
Motion Picture Association of American rating system 
(see p. 137). Reported in: Washington Post, June 17; 
Fairfax Journal, May 23. 

Racine, Wisconsin 
The removal of Rolling Stone magazine from the 

Racine Unified School District's library subscription 
list for the 1983-84 school year has sparked an angry 
letter to the magazine's editor from James Ennis, 
executive director of the Racine teacher's union, which 
charged that "the symptoms of book burning ... are 
beginning to reveal themselves in Racine.'' 

On May 31, William D. Grindeland, administrative 
assistant at the district's Instructional Materials Center, 
sent a letter to Walden III High School saying Rolling 
Stone had been deleted from the school's order for 
library materials. The letter said forms submitted by the 
school had been reviewed by various directors of 
instruction. It said Rolling Stone had been deleted 
because two articles were deemed "not appropriate for 
the support of the district curriculum" and because 
one photograph was considered ''suggestive.'' 

In his letter to the magazine, Ennis charged that the 
decision to remove the publication had been made by a 
committee chaired by school board member Barbara 
Scott. According to Scott, however, the decision was 
neither hers nor that of the committee. She said all 
the committee did was review district policy on selecting 
magazines, a review prompted by a recent student 
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editorial which complained that academic magazines 
were being dropped and frivolous ones added to the 
library shelves. 

Scott said school policy stated that the mission of 
the school libraries was to provide students with 
material supporting the scholastic curriculum. The 
policy also says the libraries "will not attempt to 
provide the vast amount of recreational reading or in
depth research material that can be provided by public 
or university library systems. Requests for material of 
a highly controversial nature should be referred to 
"public libraries or local book stores. 

According to a district librarian, Ennis said, Rolling 
Stone was one of the most popular magazines among 
students. He said it originally was ordered by district 
English teachers for the basic English class. There had 
not been any significant parental or public complaints 
about the magazine, he added. Ennis charged that while 
Rolling Stone was removed, Mad magazine remained 
on the shelves and Scott's committee encouraged 
retention of a limited circulation golfing magazine. 
"Of course, Scott is an avid golfer and believes all 
Americans must aspire to country club membership," 
Ennis wrote. Scott denied the charge. Reported in: 
Milwaukee Journal, June 16. 

schools 

Washington, D.C. 
A musical program for pupils at Washington's Fort 

Lincoln Elementary School that was to be performed 
by school board candidate Dennis Sobin was canceled 
June 7 by school system officials because the program 
"might not be suitable for school children." Sobin 
had planned a performance of traditional blues and 
ragtime music which he entitled "The Devil's Music." 
"Blues was originally called 'Devil's Music,"' he 
explained. "Some of it is provocative, but it deals with 
real life situations.'' 

Sobin, who publishes a singles-oriented tabloid and 
was running for an at-large seat on the school board, 
said he was called by school officials and asked to 
perform "nothing negative about self-destruction, 
drugs or sex." Sobin said he agreed, but then received 
another call and was told the show had been canceled. 
School spokesperson Janis Cromer said officials at the 
system's buildings and grounds department canceled the 
show based on a regulation taking into consideration 
"whether other justifiable grounds exist relative to prior 
activities of the user or the nature of the requested 
use'' of school property. 

In response, Sobin filed a $600 breach of contract 
suit against the board in small claims court. He already 
has a lawsuit pending against the D.C. Convention 
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Center because officials there first approved and then 
denied his request to stage a campaign fund-raiser. 
Sobin said that show was to have been called the 
"Washington Fantasy Treasure Show," in which 
children could have played video games and adults 
could have bought "anything you could purchase at 
the adult-oriented stores.'' 

"We don't want to be censors, but there is a certain 
public trust we have to uphold," said George Demerest, 
general manager of the center. Demerest denied that 
Sobin had ever received authority to put on his show. 
Reported in: Washington Post, June 8. 

Anne Arundel County, Maryland 
Prompted by a board member's concern that an 

opera seen last fall by thousands of suburban Baltimore 
students was not appropriate to a young audience, the 
Anne Arundel county school board decided June 1 
to require committee review of any production or 
exhibit to be shown countywide. The board acted after 
one of its members, Patricia Huecker, saw a local 
production of The Medium, Gian Carlo Menotti's 
popular work about a drunken spiritualist who falsely 
claims she can communicate with the dead, and 
questioned its appropriateness. 

The decision generated concern by Jay C. Holbrook, 
general manager of the Baltimore Opera Company, that 
it might result in "bureaucratic censorship of artistic 
expression." Mr. Holbrook said the company, whose 
members perform in the schools to stimulate interest 
in opera, was taken aback by some of the sharp 
public criticism it received for staging The Medium. 
"We received strong attacks, particularly from charis
matic Christian groups. They objected to the introduc
tion of the occult to young children, the effect of The 
Medium's drinking, and a scene in which she grabs 
a madonna and falls to the floor, which they considered 
blasphemous,'' he said. 

"A woman alcoholic rolling around the stage was not 
entertainment," Mrs. Huecker countered. "The school 
system has the responsibility to present productions 
appropriate for children. We don't have to allow every
thing into the school system.'' 

The board approved the new policy by a 6-0 vote. 
Two members were absent. The decision extends the 
review of educational materials, library books, video
tapes and films by school committees to any countywide 
productions. The curriculum committees are made up 
of school administrators, parents, teachers and high 
school students. 

Under the new policy, the review committees will 
be able to recommend disapproval or modification of 
presentations, and the board will have the final deci
sion. The policy would cover nearly two dozen produc
tions, ranging from the opera and children's theater, to 
reptile exhibits and symphony music, said Dennis G. 
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Younger, director of curriculum. Younger 
acknowledged that ''there always is the possibility 
[the new procedures] will have a censoring effect. 
We don't want it to get to the point where everybody 
runs scared when there is the slightest bit of 
controversy." 

Meanwhile, Holbrook said the opera's touring 
company is now leery about public response because of 
concern it might lose government and private grants 
which pay for school performances. "We never 
experienced the criticism of an opera production like we 
did last year," he said "The Medium was a revival 
and five years earlier it created no stir at all. There 
seems to be a changing trend in which we have public 
censors on expression. It is putting culture in the hand 
of those who don't understand it. Culture by committee 
also bothers me." Reported in: Baltimore Sun, June 2. 

Oak Hills, Ohio 
Understanding Health, by William Kane, Peggy 

Blake, and Robert Frye, a health textbook for freshman 
and sophomores which discusses abmtion, premarital 
sex and euthanasia, has been banned from the 
curriculum at Oak Hills High School by a unanimous 
vote of the school board in Oak Hills, a Cincinnati 
suburb. "I felt that much of the subject matter was 
pretty heavy stuff for ninth and tenth graders, said 
Margaret Phillips, board president. "It's all life, it's all 
real and it's all out there. But I have mixed feelings 
about giving it to them at that age." 

A Hamilton County curriculum committee serving 
six districts, including Oak Hills, recommended 
Understanding Health and three other health texts, 
county officials said. "There was awareness on the part 
of the committee that the book could be controversial." 
said Dr. Ralph Sinks, Hamilton County School District 
Superintendent. "It is most difficult to approve text
books that are acceptable to one hundred percent of 
the people. But it becomes a local matter after the 
committee recommends it." 

After the county committee approved the book, Oak 
Hills' curriculum committee made the same recommen
dation, but a minoirty opinion tipped board members 
to the fact the book was controversial. "In the mean
time, we started receiving letters from people in the 
community who objected to the book," Mrs. Phillips 
said. "A number of Protestant and Catholic churches 
got involved. We were given petitions circulated by 
parents that contained more than 1,500 signatures. 
Several ministers spoke against the textbook from their 
pulpits." Reported in: Cincinnati Enquirer, June 25. 

Utah County, Utah 
Pressured by members of several Utah County 
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conservative groups, including the Utah Association for 
Women, the Alpine School District last spring agreed 
to abandon a Junior Great Books program which 
brought young readers together to discuss and interpret 
selected literature. Opponents of the program charged 
that it fostered the values of "secular humanism." 
Although the program was strictly voluntary-no credit 
was given and students were required to buy their 
own texts-opponents protested that the discussion 
groups met on school property and urged the school 
board to avoid the "appearance of evil." Reported in: 
Utah Holiday, June 1983. 

student press 

Jackson, Michigan 
Publication of an issue of a parochial high school 

newspaper was stopped in May by school officials 
upset by a story criticizing a lack of communication 
between faculty and administration at the school. The 
article was to have appeared in the monthly Titan 
Times, student newspaper at Lumen . Christi High 
School. It was prompted by announcements from eight 
teachers that they would not return for the next school 
year. The article cited "lack of communication among 
faculty and between the faculty and the administra
tion" as the main reason for the departures. Among 
the departing teachers was Tina Steger, a journalism 
instructor and adviser for the newspaper, who was 
quoted as saying that "as a teacher here, I don't feel 
that I'm treated much differently from a student." 

"The newspaper is not a vehicle for faculty members 
to use as an outlet for gripes aimed at the administra
tion. It's not an outlet for people with an ax to 
grind," said the Rev. Joseph Coyle, the school's 
president. "The journalism class should teach kids how 
to write, not how to investigate." Reported in: 
Lansing Journal, May 24. 

universities 

Madison, Wisconsin 
Three Arab students at the University of Wisconsin 

were arrested in May after protesters armed with base
ball bats smashed windows in a building where an Iraqi 
exile was speaking. One of the students was charged 
with carrying a concealed weapon and two others with 
vandalism. According to a university spokesperson, the 
students were attempting to disrupt a speech by Abu 
Zanub, an exile who criticized the Iraqi government 
as "fascist." Reported in: Chronicle of Higher Educa
tion, June 1. 
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films 

Chicago, Illinois 
A Chicago area woman has sued Paramount Studios 

for $10 million because of Polish jokes in the film 
Flashdance. Anne Pawelek of suburban Cicero filed 
the class action July 25 in U.S. District Court on 
behalf of all Polish-Americans. She asked the court to 
order Paramount "to delete all offensive, degrading 
and demeaning 'Polack jokes' " from the film. Pawelek 
said she was "aggrieved, insulted, dehumanized ... 
by the use of vile, obscene, indecent and profane 
language and slurs when referred to Polish-Americans 
as a class." The movie is about a young woman steel 
worker who aspires to be a professional dancer. The 
jokes are told by a would-be comedian in the club where 
she dances part-time. Reported in: San Francisco 
Chronicle, July 27. 

television 

Boise, Idaho 
The Masterpiece Theatre version of D. H. Lawrence's 

Sons and Lovers, which aired on most Public Broad
casting System stations in May, will be shown on Boise's 
KAID-TV in July-minus one sex scene. The Boise 
PBS outlet had at first declined to air the series at 
all, but this prompted considerable public outcry and a 
petition drive against censorship spearheaded by faculty 
members at Boise State University. KAID-TV objected 
to several scenes of nudity and sexual activity in the 
series and said the programs would not be aired unless 
the offensive material was edited out by the show's 
producers. Eventually, WGBH-TV, the Boston distri
butor for the British series, agreed to the excision of 
one scene which the Idaho station charged was 
"gratuitously added" to Lawrence's "spare and subtle 
prose." 

Organizers of the petition drive against the station 
and a second group, which placed an advertisement of 
protest against the station's failure to air the complete 
series in a local newspaper, expressed satisfactiop that 
the series would eventually be seen in Boise. They 
charged, however, that the airing of an ''expurgated 
version" of Sons and Lovers remained "an act of 
censorship." 

In a May 22 newspaper column, KAID general 
manager Jack Schlaefle said the decision to broadcast 
an expurgated version of the series was based on the 
station's opinion that the questionable scenes were 
not integral to Lawrence's artistic vision, negative 
audience response to similar scenes in Brideshead 
Revisited, and the decision of the U.S. Supreme Court 
in FCC v. Pacifica Foundation. Two days later, Boise 
State English Professor Lonnie L. Willis, a leader in 
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the petition drive, responded: 
"I and 800 other citizens of Idaho believe that we are 

not the 'viewers' that the general manager has in 
mind; we do not favor censored programming. We 
are the viewers who will not accept a censored Sons 
and Lovers, and we have signed a petition that states: 
"We object to having others decide for us what we 
can watch." I and 800 other citizens of Idaho demand 
the reinstatement of a film that has been judged by 
critics to be a fme adaptation of D.H. Lawrence's 
novel and an eminently good film in itself." Reported 
in: Boise Statesman, May 19, 20, 21, 22, 24. 

prisons 

Sacramento, California 
Movies that are deemed to "glorify sick violence" 

will no longer be shown to inmates in California's 
prison system, Department of Corrections Director 
George Denton said June 28. Denton said he acted after 
learning that The Texas Chainsaw Massacre, about a 
demented family which kills people with chainsaws, 
had been shown to inmates at the California Institution 
for Men in Chino just days after a Chino family was 
murdered, apparently by an escapee from the prison. 
''This is not the kind of movie we want to show inmates 
in our prisons,'' he said. 

The decision was prompted by a letter from state 
Sen. Daniel Boatwright (D-Concord), who said he 
learned of the movie showing at Chino after a staff aide 
stumbled across a $161.75 bill for its rental during a 
partial review of the Department of Corrections budget. 
Diane Self, an aide to Boatwright, said invoices show 
that Texas Chainsaw, Friday the Thirteenth, Part III 
and My Bloody Valentine have been shown at the 
California Institution for Women at Frontera. 

Before Denton's order, only X-rated movies had been 
banned at state prisons. According to a Department 
spokesperson, it will be up to authorities at each 
facility to decide which movies "glorify violence." 
"You're talking about censorship, and that's a delicate 
issue," he said. Films are rented for prisoners' viewing 
with money from an inmate welfare fund, drawn from 
profits made at inmate canteens. Reported in: Los 
Angeles Times, June 29; Los Angeles Herald-Examiner, 
June29. 

rock 'n' roll 

Salt Lake City, Utah 
Inspired by a speech delivered at their April 30 

annual meeting by rock 'n' roll critic David A. Noebel, 
the conservative Utah Association of Women (UA W) is 
considering a campaign to pressure Utah radio stations 
not to play rock music. "I'd like to see your group take 
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on rock'n'roll," said Noebel, who is director of 
Summit Ministries of Manitou Springs, Colorado and 
author of a book highly critical of the late Beatie 
John Lennon. "Join RISK (Rock is Stoning Kids) and 
fight back," he declared. "We're going after rock 
radio stations-that's their Achilles' heel." According 
to Noebel, rock is nothing more than "pornography 
set to music." 

Noebel's talk was so well received at the UA W 
convention that Dawn Curtis, who was to deliver an 
address on "Are Textbooks Harming Our Children?," 
waived her time slot to allow him to continue. 
Eleanor McVea, who was elected UAW president at the 
Convention, said the presentation persuaded members 
to study the effects of rock 'n' roll on young people. 
"At our board meeting we voted to establish a com
mittee to study rock music.'' 

Questions directed to Noebel at the convention 
suggest that members of the group were also concerned 
about the "safety" of other types of music as well. 
"What about country western?" asked one woman. It 
doesn't have that "demonic beat," Noebel conceded, 
"but the lyrics are fifty percent trash." Noebel said it 
was safe to listen to "beautiful music" and "classical 
music," but he warned against listening to "Christian 
rock,'' which has been gaining popularity in some 
conservative circles. It has the same lurid, hypnotic 
beat as devil rock, he said. 

In other sessions of the UA W convention, attention 
was focused on pornography. United States Attorney 
for Utah Brent Ward recruited members of the associa
tion to act as informants in a continuing search for 
purveyors of filth. "I suggest additional efforts from 
the Utah Association of Women in drafting and 
passing worthwhile legislation regulating indecency 
and pornography," Ward said. Meanwhile, Utah 
Congressman Dan Marriott told the group that a 
"family impact statement" should be required before 
Congress passes any new law. 

One woman, leaving the session, reportedly remarked 
to a companion, "I don't feel safe anymore. I'm going 
to get a blindfold, sequester myself in an elevator and 
spend the rest of my life riding up and down, listening 
to Muzak." Reported in: Utah Holiday, June 1983. 

foreign 

New Delhi, India 
The Bombay high court granted former 

Indian Prime Minister Morarji R. Desai a temporary 
injunction July 13 banning the importation, distribu
tion, marketing and sale of The Price of Power: 
Kissinger in the Nixon White House by Seymour Hersh, 
in which it is argued that Desai was a paid agent and 
"star performer" for the U.S. Central Intelligence 
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Agency. Desai denied the allegation in the book that 
he was paid $20,000 a year by the CIA beginning with 
President Johnson and continuing into the Nixon 
Administration. He has filed a five million dollar 
damage suit in the United States. Judge Sujata Manoh 
set a hearing on Desai's request for a permanent ban 
on the book for August 1. Reported in: New York 
Times, July 14. 

Jerusalem, Israel 
About twenty Jewish protestors shouting anti

Christian slogans tried to halt a June 9 performance 
of Handel's Messiah by the Salt Lake City Oratorio 
Choir. Police said the group repeatedly interrupted the 
performance while another five hundred students from 
Jewish religious seminaries demonstrated outside 
Jerusalem's Central Auditorium. They distributed leaf
lets condemning "Christian religious ecstasy mixed with 
missionary propaganda dressed up as culture." 

"Three of them rushed on the stage, knocked away 
the seats of the soloists and tried to drag them away," 
said Enid Waldron, a member of the choir. "Another 
man dashed through the second violins, hit one of the 
first three on the back of the neck and tossed him 
into the audience.'' Several performers said they had 
been violently manhandled by the disrupters. A 
Jerusalem court later indicted thirteen seminary 
students for the incident. Reported in: Washington 
Post, June 11; Minneapolis Star & Tribune, June 13. 

(Jake and Honeybunch ... from page 138) 

circulate the children's book, Jake and Honeybunch 
Go to Heaven, have come dangerously close to book 
banning, and we implore them to reconsider. 

"While strongly opposing the perpetuation of racist 
stereotypes in whatever form, we at ABBWA deplore 
book banning even more. Although it is true that 
racist stereotypes are easily reinforced in our society 
because of the paucity of books that positively portray 
Black people, the answer lies in strengthening the 
Black book market so more positive Black books will 
be written and published-not in book banning. In 
other words, ABBW A stands behind the proposition 
that librarians have a professional responsibility to be 
inclusive, not exclusive, in their collection development 
practices. Exclusivity in this connection is a deadly 
game in which books in general, and Black books in 
particular, cannot win. 

"This decision should not be construed in any way as 
an attack upon the motives or good intentions of any 
of the libraries involved. Our board members have 
read Margot Zernach's book, and none found it to 
be racially offensive or racially retrogressive." 
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.-from the bench--. 

U.S. Supreme Court 

In a case which could have broad ramifications 
for libraries that want to keep their circulation records 
confidential, the U.S. Supreme Court declined to hear 
the suit of an Iowa library trying to protect the 
confidentiality of readers. The court refused without 
comment an appeal by the board of trustees of the 
public library of Des Moines, Iowa, whose circulation 
records had been demanded by the Polk County 
attorney so he could see who had been checking out 
books on the occult. 

A trial court and the Iowa Supreme Court had 
denied the library's request not to honor a subpoena 
demanding lists of people who had checked out any 
books represented by sixteen call numbers (see 
Newsletter, March 1983, p. 43). The records were 
sought for a 1979 investigation of domestic animal 
mutilations. 

The library board contended the subpoena violated 
the First and Fourteenth Amendments, guaranteeing 
free speech and due process. It argued that a review 
of the lists would violate the patrons' right to privacy 
and there "would be a chilling effect upon the exercise 
of the First and Fourteenth Amendment rights." Part 
of the board's argument hinged on the "right to receive 
information," a concept many of the justices rejected in 
the Island Trees school library censorship decision. 
Iowa is one of seventeen states with laws protecting 
the confidentiality of library circulation records, but in 
its January 19 decision the Iowa Supreme Court ruled 
the statute inapplicable in this case. Reported in: 
Publishers Weekly, July 15. 

On July 5, the Supreme Court ruled that a state 
legislature may begin its sessions with a prayer by a 
chaplain paid by the state without violating the estab
lishment clause of the First Amendment. By a 6-3 vote 
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in the case of Marshal v. Chambers, the court decided 
that by invoking divine guidance the Nebraska 
Legislature was simply acknowledging a belief widely 
held among the people of this country. The 
majority opinion was written by Chief Justice Warren 
Burger. 

Justice William J. Brennan, joined by Justice 
Thurgood Marshall, dissented, arguing that there could 
be no doubt that the practice of legislative prayer leads 
to excessive "entanglement" between the state and 
religion. Also in dissent, Justice John P. Stevens 
argued that the designation of a member of one 
religious faith to serve as the sole official chaplain 
for a period of sixteen years, as occurred in Nebraska, 
constituted the preference of one faith over another in 
violation of the First Amendment. 

A week earlier, by a 5-4 vote in Mueller v. Allen, 
the Court ruled that a Minnesota statute permitting 
state taxpayers, in computing their state income tax, to 
deduct expenses incurred in providing "tuition, 
textbooks and transportation" for their children 
attending private elementary or secondary school does 
not violate the First Amendment's establishment clause. 
In an opinion delivered by Justice Rehnquist, the 
Court argued that the deduction has the secular 
purpose of insuring that the state's citizenry be well 
educated, as well as assuring the continued financial 
health of private schools, both sectarian and non
sectarian. Hence the deduction does not have the 
primary effect of advancing the sectarian aims of 
parochial schools and does not excessively entangle the 
state in religion. Justice Marshall filed a dissenting 
opinion in which Justices Brennan, Harry Blackmun, 
and Stevens joined. Reported in: West's Federal 
Case News, July 15. 

On June 24, the Supreme Court struck down a federal 
law which prohibited the mailing of unsolicited adver
tisements for contraceptives, declaring that ''the level 
of discourse reaching a mailbox simply cannot be 
limited to that which would be suitable for a sandbox." 
The quote, in the unanimous decision written by 
justice Thurgood Marshall, referred to the govern
ment's argument that the law was necessary in part to 
protect children from seeing the advertising. 

The decision in Bolger v. Youngs Drug Products 
Corp. was based on the First Amendment protections 
that the Court has carved out in recent years for 
"commercial speech," such as advertising. "We have 
never held that the government itself can shut off the 
flow of mailings to protect those recipients who might 
be potentially offended," Marshall argued. The "short 
though regular journey from the mail box to trash 
can is an acceptable burden, at least so far as the 
Constitution is concerned,'' Marshall said, quoting a 
previous ruling. Justices Rehnquist and Sandra Day 
O'Connor concurred in the decision but offered dif-
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ferent opinions. Reported in: Washington Post, June 
25. 

A provision in the Internal Revenue Code granting 
tax exemption to certain nonprofit organizations only if 
no substantial part of their activities is involved in 
carrying on propaganda or attempting to influence 
legislation is not an unconstitutional burden on the 
receipt of tax-deductible contributions, the Supreme 
Court ruled unanimously May 23. Delivering the 
opinion in Regan v. Taxation With Representation of 
Washington, Justice Rehnquist argued that Congress 
had not infringed any First Amendment rights or 
regulated First Amendment activity, but had simply 
chosen not to subsidize lobbying out of public funds. 
Justice Blackmun filed a concurring opinion in which 
Justices Brennan and Marshall joined. Reported in: 
West's Federal Case News, June 3. 

"foreign propaganda" 

Sacramento, California 
The U.S. government must stop requmng a dis

claimer on three Canadian films about nuclear war 
and acid rain that it has deemed to be political 
propaganda, a federal judge ruled May 23. A pre
liminary injunction was issued by U.S. District Judge 
Raul R. Ramirez in a suit filed by state Sen. Barry 
Keene in March, which charged that the Reagan 
Administration violated the rights of U.S. citizens in 
requiring disclaimers on If You Love This Planet, a 
documentary film, and two films on acid rain, Acid 
From Heaven and Acid Rain: Requiem or Recovery 
(see Newsletter, May 1983, p. 63). Ramirez also denied 
a request by the Department of Justice to dismiss 
Keene's complaint. The films had been labeled under a 
1938 law which is being challenged in another suit in 
federal court in New York. Reported in: San Jose 
Mercury, May 24. 

school prayer 

Birmingham, Alabama 
An Alabama statute authorizing prayers in Alabama 

schools and actions taken by teachers in conducting 
prayers violated the First Amendment to the U.S. 
Constitution. Such was the May 12 ruling of U.S. 
Appeals Court Justice Joseph W. Hatchett in the case 
of Jaffree v. Wallace. Even if prayer activities in 
public schools are not statutorily authorized or con
ducted pursuant to written school board policy, if state 
action is present, the prayer activities may be declared 
unconstitutional, Hatchett argued. Further, the fact 
that a school prayer is voluntary and nondenomina-
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tional does not neutralize the state's involvement. 
Reported in: West's Federal Case News, June 3. 

Livermore, California 
Graduation ceremonies at Livermore's Granada High 

School were held without a religious invocation June 10 
after the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit 
declined to overturn an Alameda County Superior 
Court judge who ordered the Livermore Valley Unified 
School District not to include the prayer. After the 
issue was raised by four Granada seniors, the school 
board voted 3-2 to allow a graduation prayer at both 
its high schools. The seniors then took the board to 
court. Represented by attorneys from the ACLU, they 
argued that including an invocation would violate 
constitutional guarantees of separation of church and 
state. Judge Raymond Marsh agreed; he ordered the 
district not to "lend their prestige or authority or 
authorization to any religious invocation at the gradua
tion ceremony." Reported in: San Francisco Examiner, 
June 10, 11. 

obscenity 

Greenville, Mississippi 
A restraining order blocking enforcement of 

Mississippi's new anti-pornography law was issued by 
U.S. District Judge L.T. Senter June 28. The order 
bars the state from enforcing the law until a hearing is 
held in federal court to determine if it violates consti
tutional rights. In his opinion, Senter noted ''that this 
court is not saying that . Mississippi cannot have an 
obscenity statute. We are simply saying that it appears 
the statute enacted does not pass constitutional muster, 
and perhaps the Legislature can revise this statute so 
as to adequately protect First Amendment rights while 
still regulating obscenity.'' 

The law, passed by the 1983 legislature, would pro
hibit the sale or distribution of obscene materials, 
including motion pictures, phonograph records, books, 
magazines, posters and other printed material. Under 
the statute, the test for obscene material was defined 
as that which "appeals to the prurient interest, lacks 
artistic value and depicts" various sexual encounters. It 
had been scheduled to go into effect July 1. 

The order was sought by a group of theater owners, 
magazine distributors and retailers across the state, 
including Nathan Goldstein, owner of The Book Store 
in Greenville. "I feel that it is a victory for foes of 
censorship." Goldstein said. "This was the issue at 
stake as far as I was personally concerned." Reported 
in: Delta Democrat Times, June 30. 
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commercial speech 

Cortland, New York 
A corporation whose principal business is the sale of 

cookware, china, crystal and silverware to college 
students through group demonstrations of its mer
chandise was granted a preliminary injunction pro
hibiting the State University of New York at Cortland 
from barring the firm's representatives from dissemi
nating and receiving information in the course of group 
product demonstrations conducted in the dormitory 
room of an inviting student. U.S. District Court Judge 
Neal P. MeCum ruled, however, that the firm failed 
to show a likelihood of success on the merits insofar 
as it claimed a right to consummate sales of products 
in the dormitory rooms of inviting students, nor had it 
demonstrated other grounds for an injunction with 
repect to that claim. Reported in: West's Federal Case 
News, June 24. 

New York, N.Y. 
The First Amendment rights of the creators of a 

board game entitled "Public Assistance-Why Bother 
Working for a Living" were not violated by the sending 
of letters by the Administrator of the Human Resources 
Administration of New York City to stores urging them 
to refrain from carrying the game. According to a May 
2 ruling by U.S. Appeals Court Justice Irving R. 
Kaufman, the Administrator acted in good faith in 
writing directly to the stores and the case did not 
involve any intimation that some form of punishment 
or adverse regulatory action would follow the failure to 
accede to the request (Hammerhead Enterprises, Inc. 
v. Brezenoff). Reported in: West's Federal Case News, 
May20. 

Raleigh, North Carolina 
A North Carolina statute which in substance made 

it a misdemeanor for proffessional solicitors to solicit 
contributions for charitable purposes by telephone was 
in violation of the First and Fourteenth Amendments, 
U.S. District Court Judge Franklin T. Dupree, Jr. 
ruled June 9. Dupree declared that less restrictive 
means were available to advance the state's legitimate 
interest in protecting its citizens from abusive practices 
in charitable solicitation (Optimist Club of North 
Raleigh v. Riley). Reported in: West's Federal Case 
News, June 17. 

shopping malls 

Hartford, Connecticut 
Calling the Ku Klux Klan the "most divisive group 

of our time," a Westfarms Mall representative vowed to 
use force if necessary to keep Klan and anti-Klan 
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protestors from disturbing shoppers at the mall May 22. 
"We shall continue to vigorously enforce our trespass 
policy against all groups and continue to deny them 
access," said Peter Hollis, vice president of the Troy, 
N.Y. company which owns Westfarms. "If the Ku Klux 
Klan shows up this weekend, we will order them to leave 
the premises. If the Klan refuses to leave, we shall 
call the local police and ask police to arrest the 
trespassers." 

Hollis's announcement followed a failed attempt by 
the towns of West Hartford and Farmington to get a 
court order prohibiting the Klan from recruiting 
members in the mall. Superior Court Judge Robert 
Satter denied the order, saying the towns were unable 
to prove there was a high probability that a Klan drive 
would result in violence. 

The Klan decided to go to Westfarms after a March 
2 decision by Superior Court Judge Arthur L. Spada 
allowing the National Organization for Women to 
petition in the mall. Westfarms has appealed the ruling 
and several of its officers challenged Spada's authority 
by refusing to implement the decision (see Newsletter, 
May 1983, p. 77; July 1983, p. 116). Reported in: 
Hartford Courant, May 22. 

(/FC Report . .. from page 134) 
we began the next step of formulating more effective 
and coordinated strategies for implementing the policies 
we have endorsed. At that time, we held a very success
ful strategy session which brought together all the 
varied components of ALA's intellectual freedom 
program. Here in Los Angeles, the IFC reviewed the 
strategies and ideas discussed at Midwinter, assessed 
their effectiveness and took significant practical steps 
toward their implementation. 

This Los Angeles Conference is taking place in an 
atmosphere marked by increasing concern about the 
frightening growth of governmental restrictions on 
access to information and about increasing govern
mental secrecy. In its sessions, the IFC discussed 
various manifestations of this problem in considerable 
detail, taking note of legislative activity-especially with 
respect to the Freedom of Information Act and to the 
alleged sexual exploitation of minors in literature-as 
well as executive orders. The Committee paid particular 
attention to President Reagan's March 11 National 
Security Directive. In this regard, the IFC unanimously 
endorsed the resolution opposing this directive offered 
by Dean Galloway, which has since been approved
also without dissent-by the Membership Meeting. We 
applaud Mr. Galloway's initiative, and urge Council to 
support this resolution. 

An issue which is of increasing concern to libraries 
and librarians is the impact of new communications 
and information technologies on the concept of intel-
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lectual freedom as applied to libraries. At this con
ference, the Intellectual Freedom Committee held a 
preliminary discussion of this issue and resolved to 
devote additional time and effort to it in the future. As a 
matter of immediate concern, however, the Committee 
discussed the growing problem posed by the Motion 
Picture Association of America rating system for 
libraries with circulating collections of films and 
videocassettes. Are such ratings enforceable by law? Do 
they violate the Library Bill of Rights and, specifically, 
the ALA Statement on Labeling? Briefly, the answers 
to these questions are, in order, "no" and "yes"; in 
practice, though, the issue is not always so simple. The 
Committee will continue to discuss and analyze this 
problem and, when and where appropriate, we will 
recommend policy to Council. For the time being, 
however, with the assistance of legal counsel, we have 
prepared a useful information sheet which the Office 
for Intellectual Freedom will publish and distribute 
(see page 137). 

The IFC also has been carefully following the 
controversy over the expurgation of school book 
club editions of popular young adult books which 
has been effectively raised by the YASD/IFC. As you 
are probably aware by now, some school book club 
publishers alter books which they publish for students, 
so that they will be more "acceptable" to critics of 
materials for young readers. This is done without 
adequate notice of deletions or changes. The IFC 
wholeheartedly endorses the action taken by the Y ASD 
forbidding these book clubs from using the Y ASD 
Best Book for Young Adults designation on any book 
which has been expurgated or whose content has in 
any way been tampered with. At the same time, the 
Committee took note of encouraging indications at this 
conference that at least one book club is now aware of 
the problem and has expressed a desire to accommodate 
our concerns. The IFC will continue to monitor the 
situation and work closely with YASD, and we will 
report to you if Council action becomes necessary. 

In some respects, this was a transitional meeting for 
the Intellectual Freedom Committee. Many of the Com
mittee members who were most active in the review and 
revision of policy which so absorbed our attention 
over the past several years are now leaving the Com
mittee, and new members-no less capable and 
dedicated-are joining us. Our focus now shifts to the 
implementation of the policies which we have developed 
and you have approved. Implementation, however, will 
take place in a time of rapid and often confusing 
change-change which will also call for the continued 
consideration of new policy. With the breakneck speed 
of development and expanding use of new technologies, 
and in an ever shifting and uncertain political and 
economic environment, libraries and librarians will be 
confronted with many new and challenging intel-
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lectual freedom issues. We are confident, however, that 
building on the legacy of the past, symbolized by the 
life and work of Eli Oboler, our Association will 
certainly meet any challenge. 

(FTRF Report .... from page 134) 
South Dakota, against a suit alleging that her sale of 
the work In the Spirit of Crazy Horse libeled the 
present governor of the state and subjected her to 
millions of dollars of liability. The issue here is whether 
a bookseller, or for that matter, any person, such as a 
librarian, who disseminates a work can be held responsi
ble in damages for the libelous conduct of the author or 
publisher. This case ultimately involves an attempt to 
expand the chilling effect of accusations of libel on 
the exercise of First Amendment rights by disseminators 
and distributors of literary materials (see Newsletter, 
July 1983, p. 112). 

Recognizing that the battle against censorship 
requires strong and active allies, the Freedom to Read 
Foundation made two support grants. The first, in the 
amount of $5,000, was directed to the Media Coalition, 
the First Amendment legal action arm of book, maga
zine publishers and distributors associations. This 
grant supports not only the litigation efforts of the 
coalition but also its "legislative watch" service which 
identifies pending state legislation impacting on First 
Amendment rights. 

The second grant was made to the Student Press Law 
Center as a dollar for dollar matching challenge. It is 
intended to further the center's program to defend and 
protect the First Amendment rights of school news
papers and their student staffs. 

The Foundation prepared for the future by 
authorizing a study of its action capacity in support of 
intellectual freedom. In addition to appointing a special 
committee to study support funding, the Foundation 
Executive Committee has undertaken an analysis of the 
nature and extent of structural censorship in the 
emerging information society America has become. A 
preliminary report of the results of this analysis will 
be presented at the Midwinter Meeting of the 
Foundation. 

Concluding their terms as Trustees were Lester 
Asheim, Henry Kaufman, Ella Yates, Carol Nemeyer, 
and Richard Kleeman. For their contribution to the 
Foundation and the First Amendment rights of libraries 
and librarians, we owe a deep debt of gratitude. 
Elected Trustees Dorothy Broderick, David Jones, and 
reelected Trustees Ella Yates and Henry Kaufman 
assumed office. In addition, E. J. Josey, ALA Vice 
President/President-elect, joined the board. 

As it enters its 15th year, the Foundation is better 
prepared than ever before in its history to serve the 
Association, its members, and the cause of intellectual 
freedom. It awaits the call of this Council. 
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is it legal? 

schools 

Washington, D.C. 
Department of Education officials blocked distribu

tion of the March-April issue of a department news
letter mailed to 3,400 college student leaders because of 
an article entitled "God and Politics" that, among 
other things, encouraged students to become "strong 
advocates of that which is holy and true." Anne 
Graham, assistant secretary for legislation and public 
affairs, took action against the publication because she 
considered the two-page "guest comment" written by 
the agency's director of regional liaison, Robert 
Billings, "inappropriate." Before joining the depart
ment, Billings served as first executive director of the 
Moral Majority. 

A spokesperson for Graham explained that the article 
"discusses a political issue that would be inappropriate 
for the Department of Education to comment upon." 
Department officials, however, did not block an article 
in the June issue of the publication which strongly 
criticized the National Education Association for 
preparing a course about the dangers of nuclear war. 
A department spokesperson said that artide was 
acceptable because it deals with ''a policy issue that 
concerns the department, not a political one." 

While the Billings article was not sent to colleges, it 
was distributed inside the agency. In it, Billings accused 
politicians and public educators of being afraid to praise 
God in public. "In our quest to be accommodating 
to others we have veered from the path established by 
our forefathers," he wrote. "Americans must make a 
decision. We can either succumb to the fickle ways of 
the pseudo-intellectuals and the humanist or we can 
become advocates of that which is holy and true .... 
If bringing God into everyday life, including politics, 
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means that the battle lines are clearly drawn, so let it 
be. Battles will be fought and won, not by timid souls, 
but by brave patriots." 

The article criticizing NEA was written by Gary L. 
Bauer, deputy undersecretary for planning, budget 
and evaluation, who accused the association of being 
"in the hands of [nuclear] freezeniks." Bauer said 
NEA's study course on the dangers of nuclear war 
was "an incredibly obvious drive to bring political 
indoctrination into the classroom" and "turn today's 
elementary students into tomorrow's campus radicals." 

In the same issue, Wendy H. Borcherdt, deputy 
undersecretary for intergovernmental and interagency 
affairs, wrote an editorial calling for dismantling the 
Education Department. Such a move, she argued, 
"would weaken the influence of NEA and other special 
interest groups, which consistently put their own narrow 
interests ahead of the general interest of students and 
their families.'' Willard McQuire, president of the 
NEA, said the group was "outraged that the admini
stration would use public funds to issue a diatribe 
against the ... NEA." 

Both newsletters were compiled by Mary E. Hayter, 
a college student hired by the department on a 
temporary basis to serve as a liaison with college 
student leaders. Hayter said she suggested adding 
"guest comments" to the publication to make it more 
interesting. Reported in: Washington Post, June 13. 

Tallahassee, Florida 
In a wild debate marked by jeering, cheering, hooting 

and even scattered choruses of the Star Spangled 
Banner, the Florida House killed an attempt May 31 to 
do away with an "Americanism versus Communism" 
course that has been a required part of the state's high 
school curriculum for more than two decades and which 
has attracted broad opposition from teachers and 
school administrators as an anachronistic joke often 
taught by a football coach with spare time (see News
letter, January 1983, p. 19). 

"This course is absolute propaganda," said Rep. 
Walter Young (D-Pembroke Pines), who sponsored the 
measure which would have replaced the course with 
another called ''Comparative Economic and Political 
Systems." "We are using the same tactics as Com
munist Russia. This course is nothing but sheer 
McCarthyism.'' 

Young, a former high school principal and chair of 
the House Higher Education Committee, has been trying 
to abolish the course since 1974. This year was the 
first time his proposal had survived committee votes and 
reached the House floor. A companion measure was 
approved by the state Senate. 

When debate began, however, opponents leaped to 
their feet in virulent opposition. "Communism has set 
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out to take over the world," said Rep. Fran Carlton 
(D-Orlando). "It is working from the inside out. This 
may very well be a Communist plot right here today." 
Rep. Humberto Cortina (R-Miarni), who was captured 
during the Bay of Pigs invasion of Cuba and served 
two years in a Cuban prison, said he wanted his 
children "to know what communism is and what a great 
country this is.'' 

The House's handful of newly elected Hispanic 
members, mainly representing the Cuban community, 
spearheaded most of the opposition, but they were 
supported on the floor by all 36 House Republicans 
and many conservative Democrats. The final vote 
against the measure was 89 to 26. The anti-Communist 
course has been required in Florida since 1961. It is 
virtually the only course mandated by state law. 
Reported in: Miami Herald, June 1; New York Times, 
June 1. 

political expression 

Washington, D.C. 
On June 17, the National Park Service released a 

complicated new set of restrictions on placards carried 
in front of the White House after the American Civil 
Liberties Union successfully challenged an earlier set 
in court (see Newsletter, July 1983, p. 116). The 
standards, which went into effect July 5, say no signs 
or placards will be permitted on the White House 
sidewalk unless they are made of cardboard, poster
board or cloth, and are no more than three feet by 
twenty feet, nor more than a quarter of an inch thick. 
Signs or placards that are not carried may be placed 
no closer than three feet from the fence. In addition, 
they must be in "physical contact with a person" at all 
times. No signs may be tied, attached to or leaned 
against the White House fence. 

The new restrictions did not go unchallenged for 
long. Attorney Arthur Spitzer, who on behalf of the 
ACLU obtained a temporary restraining order May 3 
against the previous set of rules, noted that the new 
standards are improved in some respects but not others. 
"We still don't feel they meet the standards of the 
First Amendment," he said. "We will file an amended 
complaint." Reported in: Washington Post, June 18. 

church and state 

West Palm Beach, Florida 
A Bible Club with just seven members and a twenty

five year history was ordered to disband and had its 
yearbook picture removed with razor blades at Lake 
Worth Community High School in the southern suburbs 
of West Palm Beach in June. The picture contained a 
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photograph of the members and the school sponsor, 
a drawing of the Bible, a scripture, and an invitation 
to join. School Principal David Cantley said the year
book page and club activities were unconstitutional. 

Bruce Spector, assistant attorney of the Palm Beach 
County School Board, said his office instructed county 
school officials to "fall in line" with recent court 
rulings prohibiting religious activities in public schools. 
He explained that allowing the Bible Club to meet at the 
school meant school officials were lending their 
approval. Spector argued that if Christian clubs were 
allowed to meet, other religious clubs could organize as 
well. ''We would not be able to prevent a Satanic 
group from meeting on campus or any other cult." The 
attorney said, however, that once the Bible Club page 
had been printed in the yearbook it was not necessary 
to have it cut out. 

Club members said they were informed of the group's 
disbandment only after officials cut their pictures from 
the yearbook. They say they are confused by the deci
sion, since every school board meeting, football game 
and graduation exercise opens with a prayer. Moreover, 
school officials did not excise from the yearbook a 
prayer by Saint Francis, "A Teacher's Prayer," "A 
Student's Prayer," and an article entitled, "Please 
God, I'm only 17." 

Spector stressed that the Club would be entitled 
to meet off campus or to rent a classroom after 
school hours for meetings. The Club would also be 
permitted to advertise in the commercial section of the 
yearbook. Reported in: Moral Majority Report, July 
1983. 

Milledgeville, Georgia 
About three hundred people carrying U.S. flags and 

Bibles rallied outside Milledgeville City Hall June 5 to 
protest a lawsuit to remove the word "Christianity" 
from the city seal. The seal, which carries the inscription 
"Liberty, Christianity," is the target of a federal law
suit filed in Macon in late May. The principal 
plaintiff in the suit, Kenneth Saladin, an assistant 
professor of biology at Georgia College, maintains the 
wording violates the constitutional separation of church 
and state. The demonstrators were lead by the Rev. 
Thomas Schulze, pastor of the independent Bethel 
Baptist Church, about eleven miles from Milledgeville, 
who told the crowd he would call on the American 
Civil Liberties Union to end its support for Professor 
Saladin. Reported in: Boston Globe, June 6. 

Brentwood, New York 
A Brentwood man's argument that schools are a 

public forum where religious literature may be distri
buted to students was rejected May 19 by New York 
state education commissioner Gordon Ambach. 
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Stephen Rathjen, an attorney and resident in the Brent
wood Union Free School District, was told by the 
district schools superintendent last September that he 
could not hand out religious literature to high school 
students. Ambach affirmed that opinion, ruling that 
"schools are not public places in the sense that their 
use may be demanded as a matter of right by an 
individual." Education law, he said, authorizes, but 
does not require boards of education to make schools 
available for certain purposes, but not religious ones. 

Rathjen said he would appeal the ruling. He said he 
has a right to distribute material at the school. "I 
believe the framers of the Constitution wanted the state 
to keep from making inroads against the church, not 
the church against the state." Reported in: Newsday, 
May20. 

foreign speakers 

Washington, D.C. 
The State Department said June 6 that it had denied 

an entry visa to Irish nationalist Bernadette Devlin 
McAliskey, because of reports she intended to raise 
money in the United States for a member of the political 
wing of the Irish Nationalist Liberation Army. Mrs. 
McAliskey, better known by her maiden name of 
Bernadette Devlin, had planned to speak in the New 
York area on behalf of Nick Kelly, a member of the 
Irish Republican Socialist Party, who is imprisoned in 
Ireland and charged with participation in a train 
robbery. 

"Mrs. McAliskey's intention to participate in fund 
raising activities on this trip was considered contrary 
to the interests of the United States in seeing a peaceful 
settlement of the problems in Northern Ireland," the 
department said in a written statement. "We are con
cerned that fund raising activities of this sort in the 
United States could benefit this organization.'' 

McAliskey attracted world attention in 1969 when at 
the age of 21 she was elected as the youngest woman 
to ever sit in the British Parliament and became a 
symbol of Roman Catholic militancy. While serving in 
Parliament she was convicted of helping incite riots in 
Londonderry and served four months in prison. In 
1974, she lost her seat, married a teacher, Michael 
McAliskey, and dropped out of politics . Reported in: 
New York Times, June7. 

artistic freedom 

Minneapolis, Minnesota 
The Minnesota State Arts Board heard arguments 

June 24 for and against a proposal to amend its guide
lines to prohibit grants to individuals or groups whose 
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artistic work defames minorities. James Ahler of the 
Catholic League for Religious and Civil Rights 
requested such an amendment. The request grew out of 
his group's objections to the play Haunted By The 
Holy Ghost, presented this year by At the Foot of 
the Mountain theater which received $8,650 from the 
arts board. Ahler said he found the play defamatory 
of the Roman Catholic religion and asked that the 
board adopt new guidelines that would prohibit the 
awarding of public funds to groups or individuals 
"which promote prejudice against racial, ethnic or 
religious minorities.'' 

The proposal was opposed by Matthew Stark, 
executive director of the Minnesota Civil Liberties 
Union. He said the issue was clearly one of freedom 
of speech and asserted that Abler's purpose "is to 
punish At the Foot of the Mountain theater and similar 
theaters in the future for a play that some Roman 
Catholics find objectionable. This is the consequence of 
living in a free society. We can't guarantee that all 
people will not be bothered by other people's freedom 
of speech.'' 

Also opposing the amendment was Erica Jacobson, 
special assistant Minnesota attorney ·general, who 
reminded the board that the statute creating it 
prohibits any action that "works against freedom of 
artistic expression." She noted that many Jews find 
Shakespeare's Shylock to be an unfair portrait of a 
Jewish moneylender. ''Would we want a rule that would 
not let the arts board fund a production of The 
Merchant of Venice?" she asked. The board referred 
the issue to its staff and the attorney general's office 
for further study. Reported in: Minneapolis Star & 
Tribune, June 25. 

press freedom 

West Memphis, Arkansas 
A lawsuit has been filed against West Memphis 

Mayor Leo Chitman, charging that his policy for
bidding city employees to talk to reporters violates 
Arkansas law and the First Amendment to the U.S. 
Constitution. The suit was filed May 18 in Crittenden 
County Circuit Court on behalf of the publishers of 
the West Memphis Evening Times and Kate B. Dickson, 
a reporter for the newspaper. 

Chitman's order first required city employees to 
refer all inquiries from reporters to him. He said he 
would then hold press conferences to release the 
information. The mayor revised the order May 11 to say 
that employees could talk to reporters provided they 
cleared it with the mayor in advance. Reported in: 
Memphis Press-Scimitar, May 19. 

151 



San Francisco, California 
In an unusual move, San Francisco's two major daily 

newspapers, the Chronicle and the Examiner, are 
attempting to seal court records in a public file. The 
newspapers are asking that the trial transcripts in an 
antitrust suit they won be removed from the public 
record and given to them. The newspapers claim the 
documents contain "sensitive, confidential" material 
that wouldn't have been disclosed except for the law
suit. San Francisco attorney Wendell H. Goddard, who 
represented the now-defunct Berkeley Barb, one of the 
losing plaintiffs, filed a motion opposing the request. 

The dispute is the result of an antitrust suit filed 
against the newspapers in 1975 by the Barb and the 
Pacific Sun, weekly newspapers in the Bay Area, which 
was later consolidated with a similar suit by four local 
advertising agencies. A two-month trial in 1980 resulted 
in a hung jury, but a 1981 retrial ended with a verdict 
for the defendants on charges that profit-splitting and 
rate-setting arrangements between the two papers were 
outside the exemption allowed by the Newspaper 
Preservation Act. 

Commenting on the newspapers' request to seal the 
trial records, Steve McNamara, a former Examiner 
editor who is editor and publisher of the Pacific Sun, 
said, "Newspapers are so great about preaching 
freedom of the press from their editorials, but they're 
so different when their economic interests are at stake." 
In this case, he said, they want to "erase history from 
the public record," because the transcripts "made clear 
both the profits and the fumblefingers management of 
both papers." In opposing the newspapers' request, 
the Barb motion quoted from a U.S. Supreme Court 
opinion by the late Justice William 0. Douglas that "a 
trial is a public event. What transpires in the court 
room is public property." Reported in: Wall Street 
Journal, July 7. 

Atlanta, Georgia 
Atlanta's WXIA-TV filed suit June 14 against 

Fulton County Sheriff LeRoy Stynchombe in federal 
court, seeking a jailhouse interview with convicted 
murderer Wayne Williams. The suit charged that 
despite Williams' consent to the interview and a June 
3 lifting of a court ban on news interviews, Stynch
combe had arbitrarily refused to allow WXIA cameras 
and reporters inside the jail. Williams has been in 
solitary confinement since his February 27, 1982 
conviction which ended a two-year investigation of a 
string of murders of young blacks in Atlanta which 
attracted national attention. 

The only people allowed to visit Williams are 
family members, his attorneys and his minister, Stynch
combe said. Reporters are not allowed to talk with the 
prisoner, the sheriff added, "because I don't think he 
needs to talk to the news media. Every channel in 
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the United States would be wanting to get in there. 
I've got an overcrowded jail and I can't handle it," 
Stynchombe said. 

But WXIA charges that Stynchombe has allowed 
some reporters into the jail and not others. The sheriff 
has "failed to promulgate rules and regulations 
regarding interviews with prisoners in the Fulton 
County jail which are clear, impartial and non
discriminatory to WXIA," the suit alleged. Reported 
in: Atlanta Journal, June 15. 

(Hentoff . .. from page 136) 

Ohio, several religious groups are fiercely trying to 
get Charlotte's Web out of public school libraries 
because, they say, the concept of talking animals is 
against God's will. 

Some of these raids on library shelves can be beaten 
back through a clear, consistent review procedure. 
Some may have to be litigated, under the Island Trees 
decision. And most, as always, will be decided through 
the political process. That is, through the robust ex
change in that particular community of competing ideas 
of what individual freedom is all about. Even if the 
Island Trees case had ended with the Supreme Court 
barring lawsuits in this area, those of us who believe 
in the freedom to read would still be able to carry the 
political fight in our communities. A fight to persuade, 
and if necessary, to un-elect a school board or public 
library board that yields to the censors. Or that become 
censors themselves. 

A classic case history of how such a battle can be 
won-and this one never went to court-is the story 
of Kathy Russell, a public librarian in Abingdon, 
Virginia. In 1980 and 1981, she was under attack by a 
fundamentalist minister, the Reverend Tom Williams, 
and his political ally, Bobby Sproles, of the Washington 
County Board of Supervisors. 

Williams, apprised of the fact that the Washington 
County Library in Abingdon contained such licentious 
books as The Lonely Lady, by Harold Robbins, and 
Bloodline, by Sidney Sheldon, marched into that library 
and asked for the names of all its patrons who had 
checked out those and certain other books that he 
considered "pornographic." The minister particularly 
wanted the names of minors who had been tainted by 
these volumes. 

In response, Kathy Russell said that she had always 
regarded the confidentiality of such information to be a 
fundamental protection for patrons of any public 
library. Nobody should be policing what people choose 
to read. Not in a free nation anyway. Furthermore, 
Kathy Russell was pleased to inform the minister and 
everyone else that Virginia is one of a minority of states 

(Continued on page 154) 

Newsletter on Intellectual Freedom 

I 



success stories 

libraries 

Elk River, Minnesota 
The Elk River School Board has agreed to return 

five books to library shelves at Handke Elementary 
School and to refrain from further book censorship, the 
Minnesota Civil Liberties Union announced June 10. 
The MCLU had sued in U.S. District Court on behalf 
of Margo Maris, whose daughter attends the elementary 
school, after the board voted last June to remove 
Young and Black in America, by Rae Pace Alexander; 
Deenie; Are You There God? It's Me, Margaret; and 
Then Again, Maybe I Won't, all by Judy Blume; 
and What is a Girl? What is a Boy? by Stephanie 
Waxman from the elementary school library (see News
letter, May 1983, p. 71). 

According to Superintendent George Zabee, ''The 
board reversed its decision after reviewing a U.S. 
Supreme Court decision of June 25, 1982 [in the 
Island Trees case-ed.]. After reviewing the decision, the 
board found it had not listed specific reasons for 
removing each book and reasons listed for removing 
books to a reserve shelf did not comply with the rule 
of the court.'' Reported in: Minneapolis Star & 
Tribune, June 11. 

Richmond, Rhode Island 
Four books that a parent deemed "pornographic" 

and "repulsive" will remain on the shelves of a regional 
high school library in Richmond, schools Superin
tendent Robert A. Andreotti reported in May. The 
School Committee asked Andreotti to review the novels, 
Petals on the Wind, Flowers in the Attic and If There 
Be Thorns, all by V.C. Andrews; and The Chocolate 
War, by Robert Cormier, after Laura Czerkiewicz of 
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Hope Valley complained to the board. While not 
requesting their removal directly, Ms. Czerkiewicz said 
the books contain offensive passages concerning incest 
and sexual intercourse. 

"I can appreciate her feelings that certain passages 
may be distasteful," Andreotti said. "But if we are 
going to have an institution of learning, we 
certainly must have a wide variety of reading material." 
Reported in: Providence Journal Bulletin, May 1983. 

schools 

Holly, Michigan 
The Holly Board of Education has voted to ban the 

distribution of Bibles in school as a violation of the 
separation of church and state. District policy had 
allowed the Gideon Society to distribute bibles "on a 
free-choice basis" to fifth graders and graduating 
seniors. But a recent opinion by the Michigan attorney 
general ruled distribution of the Bibles "involves an 
advancement of religion and violates the First Amend
ment." A letter from state School Superintendent 
Phillip Runkel outlined Attorney General Frank 
Kelley's opinion, prompting the board to drop the 
the policy. As a result of protests from other areas, 
the Gideons have not made Bibles available to Holly 
students for several years, said Superintendent Wayne 
Peters. Reported in: Flint Journal, June 15. 

Minneapolis, Minnesota 
An advertisement placed by the Gay Pride Committee 

in the Southwest Arrow, student newspaper at South
west Secondary School in Minneapolis, which had been 
censored out of the April 29 issue, finally ran in the 
May 27 edition after two federal judges declined to 
endorse its removal by the school board. U.S. District 
Judge Miles Lord ruled May 20 in a suit brought by 
the paper's student editors that the ad must run. The 
Minneapolis School Board appealed the ruling, but, on 
May 23, Judge Donald P. Lay of the Eighth Circuit 
Court of Appeals upheld Judge Lord's decision (see 
Newsletter, July 1983, p. 117). 

In addition to the Gay Pride Committee ad, the 
May 27 Arrow included a paid insert from school board 
member Marilyn Borea. The insert was addressed to 
students and parents and said, ''You should be 
aware that your rights may have been violated" by 
publication of the gay pride ad. ''That ad,'' she stated, 
"is published ... over the objections of your Princi
pal, the Superintendent's office and over MY OBJEC
TIONS." She urged readers to call Judge Lord and the 
Minnesota Civil Liberties Union, which represented the 
student editors. Reported in: Equal Time, June 1. 
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freedom of assembly 

Miami, Florida 
Seven hooded members of the Invisible Empire of 

the Knights of the Ku Klux Klan demonstrated peace
fully at Bicentennial Park in Miami May 7 as did thirty 
black counter demonstrators mobilized under the 
leadership of the Revolutionary Communist Party. 
"There was a potential for trouble, but it was very 
calm. There were no incidents, no problems at all," 
said Miami City Manager Howard Gary, who watched 
the demonstration from a police helicopter. 

Gary initially refused to grant a permit for a Klan 
rally planned for March 19 at Coconut Grove's Peacock 
Park in support of Miami police officer Luis Alvarez, 
who fatally shot twenty-year-old Nevell Johnson, Jr. in 
December. The shooting sparked several days of dis
turbances in Miami's Overtown ghetto. After a Dade 
County circuit judge refused to block the rally, how
ever, a permit was issued for the Bicentennial Park 
gathering. Reported in: Miami Herald, May 8. 

(Hentoff . .. from page 152) 

that by statute specifically forbids disclosing records 
that identify a library user and the material borrowed by 
that user. 

From the start of this library Battle of Armageddon, 
Kathy Russell made sure that her answers to every one 
of Rev. Williams' accusations and demands were made 
immediately available to the print and broadcast press. 
She never let the opposition's charges accumulate, 
unanswered, to the point at which she was defensively 
submerged. 

For instance, in her comments to newspaper, radio 
and television reporters, Russell continually countered 
the Reverend's assertions that she was nurturing groves 
of pornography in that deeply conservative-politically 
and religiously-county. The accused books, she 
pointed out, were guilty only of being best sellers, as 
listed in the New York Times, but were otherwise 
innocent of any criminality. Then Rev. Williams 
retorted that nonetheless these books were seen as 
pornographic by a good many folks in Washington 
County, and their tax money should not be spent on 
materials that violate their moral sensibilities. As it hap
pened, Kathy Russell responded, each of the books he 
wanted to banish had been purchased by the library 
"only after a number of requests for the book had been 
received by citizens who were regular patrons of the 
library. They pay taxes too.'' 

Furthermore, in her interviews-and in her calm, 
lucid, precise letters to the media-Russell pointed to 
the American Library Association's Library Bill of 
Rights (until then hardly all that familiar to the residents 
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of the county). She pointed particularly to: "While 
anyone is free to reject books for himself, he cannot 
exercise the right of censorship to restrict the freedom 
to read of others." 

After a while, the librarian's clarity and sureness of 
principle had won over the Kiwanis Club of Abingdon 
which passed a resolution urging the library board to 
resist the censors and to continue to provide reading 
materials for the county's "diverse citizenry." Mean
while, in Washington County's newspapers-both the 
dailies and the weeklies-Kathy Russell received more 
and more support as the freedom to read war continued; 
in editorials and, most tellingly, in letters to the editor, 
of which there was a huge quantity. It was as if the 
spirits of Madison and Jefferson had returned to their 
native Virginia and had regenerated a passion for 
liberty in their descendants. 

Wrote one resident of Abingdon to the Washington 
County News: "This is too much. Way too much. It 
is time to react to this outrageous impudence and 
let the self-righteous bigots know that we will not 
further tolerate having them decide for us what we shall 
read and what we shall not ... No one forces these 
morality experts to go in any book store or library 
and read a single word that offends them: what right 
have they to assume that because something is offensive 
to them personally that the material must be proscribed 
for the rest of us .... Get off our backs. You read 
what you want and let me and others read what we 
want." 

Another aroused citizen wrote: ''While I am not 
defending pornography, I am defending my right to 
read what I please, and I'll be damned if Mr. Sproles 
or Mr. Williams are going to tell me that because they 
don't like certain books, others cannot read them." 

Yet another citizen-reader touched on that part of 
the First Amendment which separates church and state: 
"If I wanted to submit to Williams' moral influence, 
I would attend his church. I do not. Yet, he wants 
to stretch his long arm from the pulpit of that church 
through the door of the library and yank books from 
their shelves. This is simply not right." 

There was also a warning by a prominent local 
columnist, Lowry Bowman of the Washington County 
News: "Editorial thunder cannot supplant the first duty 
of citizens. If a majority of citizens is willing to have 
someone else dictate what they may read, what they 
may do, that's the way it will be.'' 

That was indeed the most fundamental point of the 
conflict, and it was the same point that Kathy Russell 
continually emphasized in what she said to the press and 
to everybody else. When the citizens of Washington 
County came to see that indeed Rev. Williams was 
trying to take away their right to decide for themselves 
what they would read, support for the librarian and 
for the First Amendment grew and grew. And the books 
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under attack stayed on the shelves. 
When it was over, Kathy Russell told me: "It was 

kind of difficult at times. You know, those times when 
you're by yourself, and you really do wonder what's 
going to happen. But I did what I had to do. As a 
librarian, I had no choice." And, she added, "It has 
been quite gratifying to learn that an individual can 
stand up for what he believes in and make a 
difference." 

Always, in no matter what kind of county or 
neighborhood or state, those who would censor-from 
any part of the ideological spectrum-do not like the 
light of newspaper and broadcast attention. Nor do the 
citizens of any county, neighborhood or state like to be 
portrayed as living in a community that suppresses 
ideas, that tells its citizens what they may-and may 
not-read. Accordingly, in the battles ahead, and there 
will be many, make sure you're prepared by knowing 
which reporters and editors in the media where you 
live are especially interested in attacks on the First 
Amendment. And then let them know when the censors 
come-and keep them informed as the story develops. 

I began by talking of the courage of librarians. Not 
every librarian, but more librarians proportionately on 
First Amendment matters than any group. Yet even 
more courage is going to be required in the years 
ahead. The Island Trees decision does have alarming 
loopholes; the lust to censor, throughout the country, 
has not diminished; and if Ronald Reagan is reelected, 
he is very likely to have one or more vacancies to fill on 
the Supreme Court. Whoever he chooses is almost 
certainly going to be hostile to the notion that there are 
First Amendment interests in such cases as Island 
Trees, and so that victory may well be reversed. 

A couple of years ago, a librarian in Minnesota was 
quoted in her hometown weekly as saying: "We need 
even more professionals who will dare to be courageous. 
I know there are jobs on the line, but being courageous 
is the most important role we librarians can play. 
Because if we don't-who will?" 

For a librarian, courage, however, also includes the 
courage to fight self-censorship. In December, 1982-
six months after the Island Trees decision came down
the Missouri Library Association Newsletter excerpted a 
report by its Intellectual Freedom Committee. That 
report is a summary of a statewide survey to investi
gate the extent of censorship in Missouri. To me, the 
most alarming finding was that 34 percent of the 
libraries surveyed engaged in pre-censorship of library 
materials. As the ALA's Office for Intellectual Freedom 
Memorandum explains, that means "refusing to 
purchase or restricting access to controversial 
resources." Furthermore, it turns out, not surprisingly, 
that ''librarians are over five times more efficient at 
keeping materials out of the library or restricting their 
use than are would-be censors in the community." 
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Says Alan Engelbert, former chair of the Missouri 
Library Association Intellectual Freedom Committee: 
"Whatever the reason may be for the extent of self
censorship in Missouri, it is clear that efforts must 
be undertaken immediately to educate librarians to the 
imperatives of intellectual freedom and the right to 
read, and all of us must understand that deliberate 
avoidance of resources that may be controversial is cen
sorship as surely as if the item had been burned." 
(emphasis added-N H) 

Again, I have been greatly honored by you, and I 
share this award with the librarians I have named, and 
many more. But clearly, we will all be challenged 
again and again, next year and in the years to come; 
and we will all have to risk more for everybody's 
freedom to read. 

(YASD ... from page 13 7) 

published in hardback and/or trade paperback. The 
expurgators may remove four-letter words, including 
"damn" and "hell," change "Oh, God" to "Oh 
Lord," remove mention of parts of the anatomy such 
as "thigh" or "breast," and remove sexual connota
tions and sometimes violence as well. In some cases, 
words are removed or changed; in other instances, 
whole paragraphs, pages, and chapters may be rewritten 
or deleted. According to the book clubs, the intent is 
to prevent complaints from parents, teachers and 
school administrators. 

"Libraries are affected in many ways by this 
practice, but the biggest losers are the teenagers," said 
Judy Flum, Chair of Y ASD's Intellectual Freedom 
Committee. "Expurgation of these books is insulting 
to teenagers and shows a disregard for their ability to 
handle ideas and information as well as their right to do 
so." 

According to Y ASD/IFC, of the three clubs, 
Scholastic most often expurgates books and its practices 
affect libraries in the most harmful way. Scholastic is 
the only book club with a trade market, purchasing 
trade paperback rights from hardcover publishers. In 
some cases, Scholastic expurgates those titles to remove 
the risk of offending someone, and then uses the 
same altered edition in both the book club and trade 
markets. Hence some titles to which Scholastic has trade 
paperback rights may never be available in an un
expurgated paperback edition. Examples include two 
1981 YASD Best Books, Legend of Tarik and Halfway 
Down Paddy Lane, the latter having been retitled by 
Scholastic as Out of Time, Into Love. Nowhere on 
the books or in their promotional material does 
Scholastic indicate that the books differ from the 
original editions. The only way a reader 
could discover this is by comparison of the two editions, 
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a task most people are unlikely to undertake. 
Of the other two clubs, Xerox expurgates only 

school book club editions and it is the only club which 
indicates on the book and in promotional material 
that the book is an "edited book club edition." Troll, 
which is smaller than Xerox and Scholastic, generally 
buys paperbacks from reprinters on an "as is" basis. 
Although they carry expurgated editions less frequently, 
they do have some expurgated titles for sale which are 
marked as such. 

YASD sees several implications for both school and 
public libraries. Expurgating the content of a previously 
published book can put the school librarian, teacher 
and public librarian in a vulnerable situation. While one 
carefully selected hardcover edition of a book may be 
on a school or public library shelf, or perhaps on a 
teacher's supplementary reading list, an expurgated edi
tion may be sold in classrooms unbeknownst to the 
teacher and librarian. The librarian may become 
vulnerable to censorship pressure from those who 
inquire why the library needs the original edition 
when a ''cleaner'' one exists. 

When a book has been expurgated and the practice 
is not indicated on the cover or copyright page, or in 
promotional material, the consumer is deceived. In the 
case of trade paperbacks, the bookseller is 
also deceived. Librarians, teachers, students, parents, 
and booksellers have a right to know an "edited" 
book is not the same as the original work, YASD 
argued. In fact, in conversations with YASD/IFC 
members, book club representatives admitted that 
when books are labelled as edited versions, interest in 
their purchase among students declines markedly. 

The YASD/IFC researched the issue by interviewing 
at least one representative from each school book club, 
informally surveying authors of young adult books, 
reviewing school book club brochures sent to teachers 
and students, analyzing changes in text from original 
to school book club editions, and receiving input from 
other YASD Committees, including the Publishers' 
Liaison Committee and the Best Books for Young 
Adults Committee. 

At a program co-sponsored by the ALA Intellectual 
Freedom Committee and the Freedom to Read Com
mittee of the Association of American Publishers on 
"The Publishing Process: Who Decides?" at the 1983 
ALA Annual Conference in Los Angeles, Y ASD 
members in the audience publicly queried one of the 
speakers, Jean Feiwel, newly hired as an editor at 
Scholastic, about the book club expurgation issue. 
Ms. Feiwel, who at the time had not yet begun to 
work with the publisher, said she was unaware of the 
practice but was in principle strongly opposed to it. 
Another representative of Scholastic in the audience 
then addressed the issue, and indicated that changes 
in Scholastic's policy could be expected. 
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(The Publishing Process ... from page 133) 

What about the famous accountants and marketing 
people who are said to be running the show these days? 
Where do they fit in? 

Any helpful discussion of the publishing process must 
recognize the fact that book publishing operates on two 
very distinct levels: first, merchandise-the kind of 
publishing that is essentially an extension of the enter
tainment industry-that is, books which, while good for 
their type, essentially cater to and reinforce trendy 
values and obvious on-going needs in the culture; and 
the second, books that are originals: fresh and genuine, 
potentially trend-setting insights that contribute to 
change in individuals and the welfare of society. I 
am old-fashioned enough to believe that books can 
still change us-make us grow, help us to see even the 
familiar in new ways. For me, at least, it is precisely 
this concept of originality and the capacity to open 
and even change minds that speaks best to the question 
of quality in publishing. 

Therein lies the three-way tension among editorial, 
marketing and accounting. Editors are most excited by 
the original, the new; marketing and sales people 
by the expensive-to-obtain but proven, the familiar, 
the obvious winners; and accountants by low-invest
ment but predictable successes. It is my belief that all 
three perspectives must flourish in any book publishing 
operation if the entire venture is to be viable. If you 
lose any one of the three, you have lost everything. 

I know that the cynical say that predictable sales 
potential has become our sole criterion. Not so. We 
have watched too many good books surprise even our 
sales experts to believe that ourselves. The single most 
important event in the entire publishing process remains 
the editor's initial, solitary conviction that a particular, 
individual book must be published. And it is from the 
wisdom of such decisions that all the rest ultimately 
hangs. 

My own perspective, both as one who cares about 
values in our culture and as a businessman, is that if 
our industry abandons books or originality, it will mean 
suicide for book publishing-not just cultural suicide, 
but economic suicide. 

Ours is a business that depends for its survival 
on what in publishing jargon is called the backlist. The 
books that we published last year, ten years ago, 
continuing to sell. And the truth is there is nothing 
less salable than last year's trend exploitation. It is the 
books of fresh insight, substance and value-the not so 
flashy titles-that survive. Such books endure because 
of what they are. And without them we are dead. 

Having made those general comments about the 
editorial process, I would now like to concentrate on 
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the question of how one publisher views the thorny issue 
of publishing controversial books-especially books 
that are antithetical to one's own personal philosphy. 

I am the publisher of the division of Harper & Row 
that is responsible for Harper's religious book 
publishing program. As you can well imagine, this 
issue is not an academic one for me. Harpers is a 
general, secular publishing house that has chosen to 
walk smack-dab into the middle of the complex maze of 
competing religious ideologies. While most religious 
publishing is done under the sponsorship of some 
particular denomination or brand of religious teaching, 
who view their publications as extensions of their 
educational and evangelistic missions, we have no such 
ideological axe to grind. We publish a program of 
books that reflect the broad spectrum of religious 
thought in our pluralistic culture. 

Our publishing philosophy is to provide a service to a 
variety of religious markets rather than to proselytize 
for any one viewpoint. As a general publisher we choose 
to be diverse and ecumenical, to maintain deliberate 
unorthodoxy from any single viewpoint. Books which 
are quality statements that contribute to the welfare of 
religious pluralism are the editorial raison d'etre of our 
entire operation. Our goal is to keep the free flow of 
religious ideas and options open for consideration and 
critique. 

As librarians you know as well as I that religious 
publishing is an area of the book world that is 
particularly and strongly involved in questions of 
intellectual freedom and censorship. Religous writing is 
peculiarly susceptible to passionate approval or boycott 
solely on subjective bias. It is a genre of literature that 
by its very nature presses all the buttons of personal 
belief and passion ... and prejudice. 

Intellectual freedom and the world of religion have 
had, to say the least, a checkered past. History has 
shown that when a group becomes convinced that they 
alone have the key to how best to live a life and 
organize society there often arises a militant and 
passionate spirit among them. With the greatest of 
sincerity, they attempt to save from the folly of their 
own ways those who differ. 

For those of us who are committed to a free, open 
and pluralistic culture, there is something very 
threatening in these movements of pious zeal. As a 
publisher of religious books, I am always amused when 
people who do not know my world assume that it is 
made up of fuzzy sentimentalists and nice but boring 
and ineffectual weaklings. Take it from me, there is no 
one tougher than the true believer just up from his or 
her knees in prayer, ready to fight for the Lord. 

Because our division publishes some 65 books a 
year, with a wide variety of distinct religious viewpoints, 
in any given season one can hear the cry of "heresy" 
from all quarters. Because of the diversity, nobody can 
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personally endorse our entire list-even the publisher. 
If a particular book matches the viewpoint of a 
particular religionist, we are praised for our courage 
and insight in publishing that book-but at the same 
time damned and condemned for all that other harmful 
junk we publish. 

Our working philosophy is that it is not up to us, 
individually or corporately, to decide what is true in 
the absolute and ultimate sense. Our particular mission 
falls short of such a grand presumption. Our philo
sophical goal is a much more modest, but nonetheless 
important one: to keep the free flow of religious ideas 
and options open. For that reason we too are concerned 
that cultural channels, including libraries, permit a 
variety of religious expression to reach the ultimate 
reader. 

My assumption is that you who are librarians for 
general institutions share the same viewpoint. You too 
seek to provide information to a pluralistic culture and 
must therefore face the same kinds of real-life decisions 
that are faced in our division. Should you make 
selection decisions on the basis of personal philosophy, 
or is your role one of serving a varied constituency? 
How far afield from your own beliefs do you allow 
your influence and decision-making authority to go; 
that is, can you in good conscience "support" that 
which you personally believe to be an "evil" influence 
on others? Have you really been put in your particular 
position in order to keep the world safe for your own 
viewpoint? Where is the line between "education" and 
"propaganda?" 

These are tough questions that are to my own mind 
resolvable only with clear and forthright acknowledg
ment that we have not been appointed to our respective 
professional positions to act out individual, private 
missions. Nobody has appointed us to make the world 
safe and pure for the philosophy or world view that 
happens to be our own. I am not saying that we 
should be-even if we could be-devoid of personal, 
deeply felt convictions. Such convictions are plainly 
there. They are part of us. But our responsibilities 
to our professions-and to our society-prohibit us 
from seeing our role as that of making the rest of 
the world into our own image. 

There may be some who do have roles involving the 
mission to propagandize for a particular viewpoint. 
Most of the people I publish have such a mission. They 
firmly believe that what they have to say is not only 
true for them but for others. I respect that. Unless 
each of them felt the conviction that they had something 
significant to say, we would not be acting responsibly 
in publishing their books. In my field, books devoid of 
passion and conviction are the cheapest form of cynical 
manipulation of others. Where I frankly admire my 
authors is in the tolerance implied in choosing a 
publisher whom they know to be also publishing works 
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that differ dramatically from their own. That same 
combination of personal conviction and tolerance 
toward those who differ is also the dynamic that 
makes our editors tick. And frankly, as a publisher, 
I would not choose it to be any other way. Convic
tions are important. Talk of intellectual freedom 
is only pious platitudes until we are faced with the 
genuinely offensive. Tolerance is cheap when there is 
nothing at stake. Only when tolerance is costly, when 
it rubs against genuine conviction, can we be sure that 
genuine freedom is intact. 

Phyllis J. Fogelman, Dial Books for 
Young Readers: 

Our editorial policy at Dial Books for Young Readers 
can be summed up in a single statement: to publish the 
very best books we can to the very best of our ability. 
This-means working with authors and artists to develop 
quality picture books for preschoolers and quality fic
tion and nonfiction for children and young adults. The 
key word here is quality and it encompasses every 
aspect of bookmaking. We strive to publish books 
that are well written and illustrated, well designed, and 
well produced. 

In choosing books for publication, we subscribe to no 
narrow point of view, either political or philosophical. 
We try to be as objective as possible and to consider 
each submission in its own terms. But having said this, 
I must also say I do not believe there is such a 
thing as total objectivity. 

Authors and illustrators create books that reflect 
their experiences, fantasies, ideas and values. And 
similarly, editors respond to writing and artwork 
from the sum total of what we have seen and felt in our 
lives. Certain projects are bound to interest us more 
than others because they key into and affirm our own 
personal realities. 

Of course there are other, more concrete considera
tions in deciding whether or not to publish a given 
project: Will it be successful? Will it repay the 
publisher's investment and earn money? What is the 
market for the book? Is it appropriate for the 
publisher's list? 

Each company's list reflects the tastes and interests 
of the editors. Through the years, we at Dial have 
consistently published certain kinds of books and so 
have come to be known for them. Like other children's 
book companies, we can only publish what we are 
offered. For example, though we would like to publish 
good science fiction or fantasy, authors and agents 
do not associate this genre with Dial, and so they seldom 
send us science fiction manuscripts. 

One of a number of kinds of publishing that Dial 
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has become known for is good books by black authors 
and illustrators. We've done them throughout my 
almost seventeen years as editor-in-chief-before, 
during and after such books were fashionable. In 
choosing to publish work depicting the experience of 
being black in America, I was guided by my own 
interest in the subject matter. But in the end it was the 
quality of the writing and artwork we received, and 
the depth and drama of the material, that convinced us 
to take it on. 

In all the years I've been with Dial, I can truly say 
that I, along with my editors, have always published 
what we've wanted to publish. And considering the fact 
that in this period Dial Books for Young Readers has 
been bought first by Dell, then Doubleday, and at the 
end of 1982 by Dutton, I think it's safe to say that such 
freedom is not unique. No company president or board 
of directors or editorial board has ever dictated editorial 
policy. Our publishing decisions are our own, whether 
for good or ill. I can remember one management 
meeting in the early '70s when an executive of our 
parent company asked me why we were publishing 
books by black authors and artists since they weren't 
going to sell. I simply answered, "If they're good, 
they'll sell. These books are wonderful and we have to 
publish them.'' That was the end of the discussion. 
Though management was in this instance expressing 
concern about the economics of publishing books by 
blacks, they never said I could not or should not publish 
them. 

In making choices for publication, one factor we 
must take into account is the size of our list. Dial is a 
relatively small publishing division. In 1976, we did only 
seventeen books, and this year we will publish forty 
new titles. There are three editors in the department, 
and though our taste is eclectic and our values and 
points of view differ, they by no means represent a 
complete spectrum. As a children's book editor, I 
believe that the availability of a wide variety of ideas 
is an important part of our pluralistic society. If Dial 
were the only publisher in the United States, we would 
take on the task of providing books representing all 
shades of opinion. Fortunately there are so many large 
and small publishers throughout the country that it is 
not necessary. 

On one occasion I remember, we did not contract for 
a novel by a very popular and successful author because 
the point of view was inherently racist. We knew that 
the book would sell very well because of the author's 
reputation, and it was clear that another publisher 
would do the book. In turning it down, therefore, we 
were not censoring the material or preventing it from 
coming into the marketplace. Someone was going to do 
the book; it simply was not going to be Dial. 

We at Dial are not known for our political con
servatism, and I suspect that is the reason we don't 
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receive many manuscripts with very conservative points 
of view. Nor, on the other hand, are we radicals. 
However, in one period I recall I worked with two 
excellent authors-one was a former CIA agent, and 
one was an officer of SNCC. Both had written books 
with exciting and original ideas; anything else was 
irrelevant. 

We have turned down books that were clearly 
controversial because we did not think they were good 
enough. And by the same token, we've never published 
a book merely because it was controversial. Though 
we've never been afraid to publish a book that takes 
a strong position on a given subject, we must believe in 
the quality of the writing first and foremost. 

Once we make a commitment to a particular project, 
we work closely with the author and/ or the artist to 
develop the material to its fullest possible potential. We 
want the story to be as strong as possible and the 
characters to be complex and believable and real. One 
way to help authors make the people in a book come 
alive is to point out to them when they are using stereo
types. Stereotypes are an easy way out-they keep the 
author from digging deeper, from creating truly original 
characters. After many years of working with manu
scripts and with artwork, most editors become very 
adept at spotting stereotypes-Italian gangsters, intel
lectual Jews, Blacks with rhythm, charming Irishmen 
with drinking problems, to name a few of the more 
obvious. 

Not only does stereotyping mask the potential for 
depth in a given character, it denies the complexity 
and diversity of people, and indeed of our culture. 
Here is an example of a common stereotype in picture 
books circa 1983: the mother in the family has two 
children and no outside job. She is wearing an apron 
and baking chocolate chip cookies at 2:30 in the after
noon so that her children will have a wonderful snack 
when they get home from school. But, like it or not, 
this kind of mother is a rarity today when approxi
mately 65 percent of mothers of school-age children are 
in the work force. Show the mother in a factory or an 
office, going to law school, selling in a department 
store, and the image will be more accurate and indeed 
more interesting. In any case American children do not 
lack for images of mothers as homemakers. The vast 
majority of books already published depict mothers at 
home. 

By occasionally asking our authors and artists to 
consider putting women in other roles, we are not 
imposing our own judgment about which is the right 
way or the wrong way for women to behave. We are 
merely asking them to avoid stereotyping and to reflect 
the realities of contemporary American society and of 
the chldren who read our books. 

I'd like to emphasize here that we as editors change 
nothing. We believe that each book is the author's 
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and that the final decision belongs to the author. We 
suggest, we may even urge, but we cannot dictate. No 
passage, not a single word in a manuscript, is altered 
without the author's agreement. Although a number of 
our young adult books deal with sexuality and contain 
strong language, there have been times in younger 
books when we've suggested that an author might sub
stitute one word for another, to avoid the use of a single 
swear word in a manuscript, for example. In books for 
younger children especially, when four-letter words 
seem grafted on-when they are not integral to the 
story-perhaps they're not worth the criticism the book 
would receive from some quarters, and the consequent 
loss of sales. 

An example: In editing one of John Bellairs' novels 
for 9-12 year olds in The House With a Clock in its 
Walls trilogy, we wrote a note on the margin of the 
manuscript stating this, and suggesting that he eliminate 
the single "goddamn" in the text. John wrote back 
saying that he had taken it under consideration but was 
not willing to be in what he called "the rearguard of 
children's publishing" and wanted to retain his "god
damn." Despite some letters of complaint, there's no 
real way of knowing how much the sales of the book 
were hurt by the inclusion of the word, but it was 
John's book and therefore it was his decision. 

In my opinion, the objection to a single word that 
is perceived as "bad" doesn't really threaten the true 
subject matter and intent of a book, so we will make the 
author aware of the sales ramifications and let it go at 
that. However, like most other children's book 
publishers, we at Dial have experienced much stronger 
attempts at censorship. And when the essential value of 
a book is itself threatened, we will defend our right 
to publish it as strongly as possible. 

Since very strong language and explicit sexuality in 
books for young adults are what many people think of 
first in relation to censorship, and I know the next 
speaker is going to deal with those issues, I'd like to 
give an example concerning Doris Ohgel's 1978 ALA 
Notable Book, The Devil in Vienna. The book is based 
on the author's own experience and describes a young 
Jewish girl's growing awareness of Nazism in Vienna. 
Several library systems wrote to us saying they would 
not purchase it because of an early passage in which 
a man exposes himself to the girl. This incident was 
based on an actual childhood memory of Doris's, but 
more important, she had meant it to represent and 
foreshadow the evil and threat of Nazism. 

In responding to one of the censorship incidents 
involving The Devil in Vienna, we wrote: ''While we 
were aware that some passages in the book might cause 
controversy, it was our decision in the end to let them 
stand. Children even younger than the audience for 
The Devil in Vienna come into contact with more 
explicit sexual information and franker language each 
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time they pass a newsstand or turn on the television 
set. There is nothing in the book aside from the Nazi 
experience that we felt they would not already know 
and nothing in it aside from the Nazi experience that we 
felt was obscene." 

We as editors and you as librarians must work 
together in our different ways and in our different 
arenas. Each one of us has unique values and tastes, but 
I believe there is a standard of excellence that we hold 
in common. We are, or should be, after just one thing
good books for children. But we must be careful that 
this does not preclude our seeing that books for children 
(as well as for adults) contain a broad range of ideas, 
philosophies and points of view. 

Jean Feiwel, Scholastic Books: 
Having only this past Friday left Avon Books after 

seven years, and looking forward to starting as Editorial 
Director at Scholastic two weeks from now, I find 
myself with a unique opportunity. I can tell you what 
I think about the subject of editorial censorship, the 
point of view I've developed while at Avon, and the 
kinds of ideas I'll bring with me to Scholastic. 

At Avon, I was responsible for two juvenile imprints: 
Camelot-the trade paperback program for ages 5-12; 
and Flare-the young adult mass market line for readers 
12 and up. When I started Flare two years ago, there 
were many authors and agents who asked me for 
"writing specifications" and "tip sheets." I was asked 
whether certain subjects were taboo-if sex could only 
go as far as a good night kiss and if profanity should 
be avoided at all costs. There's nothing wrong with 
an editor's making clear what a house will or will 
not accept and/or publish, but there's a difference 
between providing guidelines and censoring ideas and 
words. 

I've always enjoyed developing books with writers, 
and I see my role as a determiner of editorial quality, 
not a moral guide. I admire and solicit original and 
courageous books. Part of the reason that so much of 
the Flare line was original paperbacks was because the 
kinds of books I wanted to publish simply didn't 
exist in any format. So I sought out and developed 
books specifically for a broad range of teenage readers. 
I respect the teenage audience, which is different from 
wanting to protect them. We can't, as Marie Winn 
would have it, give childhood back to children. It's too 
late to pull out the plugs on their TV sets. 

The challenge of publishing YA books is to reach 
the readers the books are intended for. This is where 
the librarian is crucial. This, in fact, is the area where 
librarians have been pioneers. Because it is with your 
reviews, your lists of notable books, and, of course, 
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within the libraries themselves that books come to 
readers' attention. And when shelving a controversial 
book becomes a matter of contention, I feel the library 
community is light years ahead of many booksellers in 
dealing openly and honestly with the difficult issues of 
censorship. 

A book's life may begin in my office-and that is 
part of what we're talking about today-but what 
happens to a book after it is published; that is, where 
will its readers find it-is equally important. In 1980, 
I received a manuscript called Unbirthday-a novel 
about a girl who gets pregnant, has an abortion, whose 
boyfriend sees her through the experience, and, as 
the saying goes, "lived happily ever after." The 
manuscript had been turned down by at least three 
other publishers, on the basis of subject matter 
alone. My understanding was that these hard cover 
publishers felt the book would be too controversial 
to be accepted in libraries across the country. Unbirth
day was published in 1981, and it has since gone 
back to press. It was reviewed in School Library 
Journal, and although the book did not break any box 
office records, I felt it was a good book on an impor
tant subject, and it more than deserved to be published. 
That doesn't mean that a house should take on a book 
that it thinks won't sell. It does mean that certain 
books have difficulty finding a publisher. 

There is evidence however that controversial books 
can sell very well. Go Ask Alice-the not so real 
diary of a drug addict-was first published in 1972. Ten 
years and 3 Y2 million copies later, A lice has been 
banned and burned in both hardcover and paperback, 
but young readers have found her anyway. Go Ask 
Alice is a book that defied convention, and as critics 
vociferously questioned its authenticity, readers still 
felt that the story rang true. Here is a book that 
bypassed all the formal approval systems to reach 
the audience it was intended for. Sometimes a 
publisher's risk really pays off. But also what Go Ask 
Alice highlights is how many obstacles stand in a 
book's path. 

In 1982, I acquired a novel which was eventually 
titled Independence Day. It's about a boy who is 
homosexual, who falls in love with his best friend. The 
friend doesn't return our protagonist's affections but 
the story nonetheless ends on a positive note-the boy 
having accepted his gay identity without losing the 
friend he fell in love with. What I liked about the 
book was its honesty, its friendly tone and upbeat 
ending, and that it didn't have a whole lot of melo
drama clouding the issue. It wasn't one of those 
standard "don't let this happen to you" stories. Here 
are two letters I received after the book was published 
this past April: 
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Dear Avon Books, 
I want to thank you for having the courage to 

publish a book like Independence Day. I am 16 like 
Mike and have these same feelings. All of my friends 
who are also trying to understand are reading this 
book. All of the other books I have read make me feel 
bad. I know now I am not alone. God Bless you. 

Sincerely, 

Sirs: 
Reference is made to book, Independence Day, 

written by B.A. Ecker, with the "Flare Original 
Novel" logo on cover. 

Please be advised, "Flare Original Novel" logos 
are associated with children's novels. The book 
Independence Day is not a story for children. Indeed, 
it is a novel about homosexuality. 

To promote and sell a book on this subject 
under the "Flare Original Novel" logo which is 
associated with children, is out of order. 

Thank you. 
You know I get a lot of both of these kinds of letters, 

and I think this shows very clearly the kinds of 
problems that mass market children's book publishers 
face. I think that there's a misconception that paper
backs-because they are available in libraries and book
stores, supermarkets and drugstores-can bypass an 
approval system (call it censorship) because of sheer 
force of distribution. Actually, there are many outlets 
that refuse to shelve certain books, although some 
stores and libraries are more direct about the reasons 
behind refusing books than others. 

Take for example a book like Video War by Stephen 
Manes, just published this April. The novel couldn't 
be more timely, telling as it does the story of a group 
of kids who fight the local authorities in their town to 
keep their video arcade from being shut down. What 
has plagued the book from publication is the fact 
that the characters in the story swear-and swear 
a lot. And the result has been that the book has had 
trouble getting the distribution I feel it deserves. 

Now I know that I had the opprotunity to cut the 
profanity from the book. And Steve Manes and I did 
have a conversation about the reaction the language 
might engender. We decided together that the language 
had to be there-that it was in no way gratuitous 
but instead indigenous to the plot. Wouldn't deleting 
the profanity undermine the book's authenticity-and 
wouldnt kids suspect the difference? I was willing to be 
accused of all kinds of things, knowing that I had not 
published a book of prurient interest but of topical 
appeal. It was up to me to judge the difference 
and be able to defend it-and defend it I would. 

Video War and Independence Day were published in 
the same month, and word came back from the field 
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that certain accounts were passing on the books. In the 
case of Independence Day because of subject matter and 
in the case of Video War because of language. As I 
primed myself for a battle on censorship, I found 
that accounts would neatly sidestep the issue by 
changing their tune, claiming that the covers on both 
titles were weak and the books wouldn't sell. Now, 
of course, my contention is that the books would sell, 
but how would we ever know if we couldn't get them on 
the shelves. As one children's book buyer told me as I 
tried to explain how Video War would appeal to all 
those kids who spent their days and nights in the 
arcades, "Those kinds of kids don't come into our 
store." "Well," I said to her, "they would if you had 
books for them." 

Still, this story may have a happy ending. Support for 
Video War has come from the library community. 
Audrey Eaglen in School Library Journal gave the 
book a glowing review, and the Wilson Library Bulletin 
gave it an unqualified rave. I never thought that kids 
would be able to find certain books in their libraries that 
aren't available in their local bookstores. But that 
seems to me to be the way things are turning out. 
And that's because libraries have been dealing with the 
issue of censorship for a long time-and librarians have 
been open and honest even when it threatens their very 
existence. 

There was a time when paperbacks didn't have a place 
in libraries, when paperbacks weren't even considered 
for the Notable and Best Books lists. That isn't true 
anymore-and it's a tribute to all of your flexibility and 
interest in all books of all formats. It was refreshing for 
me-having grown up in mass market publishing 
where books live or die mostly on the basis of their 
covers-to listen as books were discussed in the award 
committees. It's good to know that people read the 
books and cared enough to fight for them-or even 
felt strongly enough to fight against them. The fact was 
that they cared at all and as a publisher that's all I 
can ask: to care about the books and to care about the 
audience they're meant for. It's what I think about 
when I acquire a book, not merely publishing books 
that reflect my self interest, but instead the reading 
needs and tastes of the juvenile and teenage audiences. 

In closing, I'd like to read a letter I got not too long 
ago about a book published in paperback. I think it 
illustrates the reason we are all here today. 

To whom it may concern: 
Your book, I Love You Stupid, is an excellent 

piece of material. There should be more books 
written for young adult males. I have been searching 
for a book like that, but I could only find love 
stories told from a girl's point of view. I'm not a girl 
and I don't think like one. So why should I read a 
book about one. When I found your book I was 
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very happy and surprised, because I had given up all 
hope. In the book I was glad that the boy Marcus 
had the same problems and did the same things I did. 
Not only was I glad that I was listening to what a boy 
thought about sex, girls, and yes-even masturba
tion, but I found myself really becoming involved 
with Marcus. It seemed like I was his best friend and 
he loved and trusted me enough to tell me all his 
deep dark secrets. I was sad when he was sad. I was 
happy when he was happy. I also envied him when 
he discovered sex for the first time and fell in love 
with the girl he discovered it with. I am just like 
Marcus. I'm about as old as him, and I even think 
and do the same things as him. Even when Marcus 
wanted to be a writer, just like me, I found that very 
weird. It was like looking in the mirror. One thing 
though, Marcus discovered love and sex. These two 
things I have not yet discovered. I felt happy for 
my friend Marcus, but I felt sad for myself. If there 
are any more books like I Love You Stupid, please 
publish them or let me know where to find and 
buy them. Boys think about sex, romance, and love 
just like girls, but boys don't want to read about 
girls. They want to read about boys and their 
problems, such as egos and yes-even masturbation. 
Reading such so-called young adult romance books, 
especially for boys, can help us figure out problems 
and help us from making problems for ourselves. 
Please help. 

Sincerely yours, 

Dear Publisher, dear librarian, dear bookseller, Please 
help. 

Richard Gladstone, Houghton Mifflin: 
Even if I hadn't been asked to speak on behalf of 

educational publishing, I would have assigned myself 
that task for two reasons: one, it is the segment of 
the publishing world I know the best and two, it is 
probably the easiest to deal with in the context of 
today's topic and the questions that are implicit in it. 

In deciding what to publish, the educational house 
lives in the narrowly finite world of the curriculum. 
Unlike its trade counterpart with limitless possi
bilities, the educational publisher has relatively few 
choices. At the elementary school level for example, 
there are really only eight categories, English, math, 
science, reading, spelling, social science, music, and 
sometimes art, and generally speaking, at most it is one 
book or one program per imprint. At the secondary 
level there are a few more areas and the college is 
broader still, but nevertheless publishing opportunities 
are circumscribed by the courses that are laid out in the 
college catalog. 
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Who decides what will be in the books? To a con
siderable degree it is the schools. The content, that is, 
the substance in the textbook, is strictly in the hands of 
the school people at the state and local levels. If I were 
to pick a few examples-! might start with one close 
at hand; here in California, there is a series of cur
riculum guides for history in the schools, each of which 
specifies the various topics that will be studied by the 
students. In our city of Boston, there is an English 
language curriculum that even goes as far as to list the 
readings recommended for children at various grade 
levels. That obviously will influence the publisher. 
These various courses of study, if gathered together, 
would constitute a figurative five foot shelf-and each 
publisher must take them into consideration in 
determining what to include in books that are to be 
offered to schools in what we refer to as adoption 
situations. 

There is also another limitation on the content of the 
books and that is the availability of material, 
particularly for high school and college literature texts. 
Whether selections are in the public domain or are 
still copyrighted does impose limitations, and there is 
generally common agreement among teachers and 
college instructors as to the kinds of works that shall 
be represented and the periods of literary history to be 
represented. 

The presentation of the content and the substance is 
really in the domain of the authors and the publishers. 
The organization of the books, the design, that is the 
physical design, the instructional approach, the 
methods and the techniques for teaching and learning, 
the study aids that are part of the books, and the 
identification of the development of skills which will 
be taught and are essential to learning are the preroga
tive of the publisher or the publisher and author. 

Now, I should point out that in the development of 
the text, there is a real collective effort, unlike other 
forms of publishing, in which the authors and the edi
tors work together in harness with each making contri
butions to the text or to the series of texts. Further, in 
educational publishing, there is a non sequiter I suppose 
you would call it, in that unsolicited manuscripts are 
rarely, if ever, published and then only in the case of 
somewhat incidental supplementary items to 
accompany basic materials. Consequently, as far as 
educational publishing is concerned, there is seldom, if 
ever, the question of rejections because of bias, or 
because of personal preferences. So you may ask how 
does the publisher reach decisions as to what to publish? 
Probably it is not so much a question of what to 
publish but more when to publish and that will be 
answered by the conditions in the curriculum area of the 
market, if you will. 

Those conditions are the determining factors and in 
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that sense, the publisher takes the initiative in deciding 
what to publish, and I must say that most of the 
educational publishers that I know feel strongly and 
unequivocally a commitment to publish in the interest 
of improving instruction in the schools. And I think it is 
fair to say, and safe to say, that the day when it was 
possible to publish just another book or a particular 
course has long gone. 

Now, I may have seemed at the outset to be trying to 
make everything sound easy, but I was talking only of 
dealing with the topic and not suggesting that publishing 
textbooks is a simple matter. If I may borrow a 
metaphor from a noble lady who wrote of The Sea 
Around Us, we have a constantly churning sea that 
throws much on our shores and seldom takes anything 
back. We have been through one period after another
with many examples in recent years-of societal 
upheavals that have affected what we put into books. 
The ethnic surge, with various groups insisting that 
publishers take into consideration their existence and 
their particular interests is only one instance. The 
stereotyping alert has pervaded virtually all elementary 
and secondary school materials. We have been con
fronted by issues of various kinds that have dealt with 
everything from the communist nervousness of the 
1950s to, right now, Darwinian evolution versus 
scientific creationism, one that may ·go out on the 
next tide only to be washed up again sometime later 
on. We have had-and will continue to have-changing 
views of history and scientific discoveries that alter 
perspectives. In school readers we have wrestled with 
everything from junk food to the phonics versus 
look and say syndrome. But while we live by this sea 
that does shape and reshape our shoreline, I must say 
that the land on which we stand is solid bedrock. 

Jack Miles, University of 
California Press: 

The decision to publish, wherever it is made, has 
much to do with intellectual freedom. The decision to 
publish as it is made at American university presses 
is important because these presses, though they earn 
only two percent of what American book publishing 
earns, publish ten percent of all new American titles. 
Subtract fiction and children's books from the total, 
and the proportionate university press contribution to 
non-fiction grows. Subtract frivolous non-fiction, and 
the university press contribution to serious non-fiction 
grows still further. Subtract serious but derivative non
fiction-textbooks, book-length journalism, and books 
that scholars write for the layman-and the university 
press contribution to what remains, to serious, original 
nonfiction, may be as high as Jack Goellner's estimate 
of fifty percent. We do well then to ask how university 
presses make their decision to publish. 
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In the nature of things, all publishers are concerned 
with books both as ideas and as products. Within 
any publishing company, however, there will be a divi
sion of responsibilities: some employees will be more 
concerned with books as ideas, others more concerned 
with books as products. There are sales managers who 
love ideas and poetry editors who love money, but their 
professional responsibilities are clearly different. What 
makes university publishing different from commercial 
publishing is that, by and large, in commercial pub
lishing, those employees who are more concerned with 
books as ideas report to those who are more concerned 
with books as products. In university publishing, the 
reverse obtains: those who are more concerned with 
books as products report, whether they like it or not, to 
those who are more concerned with books as ideas. 

In university publishing, the decision to publish is not 
made by publishing professionals at all but by a com
mittee of university faculty. After that key decision, 
these faculty play no further part in the publishing 
process, all other publishing functions being handled 
by a permanent staff of salaried professionals. These 
professionals, it should be noted, have the sole right to 
propose new book manuscripts to the changing 
faculty committee. The faculty do not have the right to 
propose book manuscripts on their own. In the last 
analysis, however, the professors do not report to the 
publishing professionals but vice versa: the profes
sionals report to the professors. This division of powers, 
which is something like that between elected govern
ment and the civil service and something like that 
between the judicial and executive branches, rather 
reverses the division found in trade publishing and 
opens university publishing to a variety of influences 
unknown in the trade. 

The special pressures on the university press are, in 
a way, those that would face any publisher who made 
his sales manager, his marketing manager, and his chief 
financial officer report to his editors. More exactly 
perhaps, they are the pressures that would face him if 
he were so foolhardy as to make a group of readers 
party to his publishing decisions, readers whose for
tunes were in no direct way linked to those of his 
publishing company. 

While I was an editor at Doubleday and still just a 
candidate for a position with the University of Cali
fornia Press, I attended a meeting of the California 
editorial committee. The meeting astonished me. None 
of the faculty members asked whether the books under 
consideration would sell, and the faculty members did 
all the talking. The only question considered was 
whether a book was any good. 

There should be no surprise here, for take note: if a 
book does not sell, if even the total output of the 
press does not sell and all the publishing professionals 
are let go, the members of the editorial committee 
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will not lose their paying jobs; they will go on teaching 
as usual. Observing the faculty deliberations, the direc
tor and the staff of the press may be in a cold economic 
sweat; but by and large, they must live with the 
faculty decisions. 

By this common if not quite universal division of 
powers, the university and ultimately the state make their 
support of the university press amount to something 
more than a safe berth for a sleepy crew of editors. 
The faculty-run editorial committee is the mind of the 
academic minority mobilized on behalf of the learned 
book, and as such it presents an enormous counter
force to de Tocqueville's "tyranny of the majority," 
our distinctive, democratic form of intellectual oppres
sion. Inevitably, however, the same division of powers 
introduces into the publishing decision not just the 
unique strengths of the professors but also their 
institutional vulnerabilities and the full range of their 
personal and professional biases, notably among these a 
reluctance to engage in politics. 

This last bias-or perhaps I should say, more 
respectfully, this tradition-may now be honored more 
in the breach than in the observance. Still, the view that 
the university press is like a gigantic newspaper without 
an editorial page retains enormous strength. The 
noblest, if the weakest, case for this view is the claim 
that truth knows no party and that the university has 
no concern but truth. A more pragmatic and plausible 
case for the same view rests on the fact that since 
the university operates on tax money taken from all the 
citizens, it ought not-when the citizens are in dispute
to lend its money or influence to one side rather than 
another. Against these defenses of political abstention 
by the university and its press is the counter-case by 
which the university has the duty to provide not just 
intellectual service but also intellectual leadership. 
Politicians represent, statesmen lead, as the saying goes. 
An analogous tension exists in university publishing, 
with the result that the average university press will 
take some risks that commercial publishing would 
avoid and avoid others that commercial publishing 
would take. 

I turn now to a few examples, aiming not so much to 
present decision-making in the university press at its 
untroubled best as to suggest the extraneous influences 
that can compromise its freedom. The university press 
may be free of some of the troubles that crowd in on 
commercial publishing, but no one works at the Univer
sity of Elysium Press. Everywhere there is some kind of 
piper. Everywhere he plays some kind of tune. 

Last fall, I sponsored-and the University of Cali
fornia Press has now published-a semi-popular work 
entitled Getting Pregnant in the 1980s. The claim of this 
work to a spot on our list was based partly on its 
inclusion of the first-ever extended report of a new 
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technique for the artificial filtering of human sperm so 
as to produce offspring of the preferred sex. Several 
members of the editorial committee felt that the book 
should include a discussion of the ethics of the new 
procedure, but the philosopher on the committee 
disagreed. If the committee were to be consistent, he 
argued, then it should also impose the requirement of 
ethical discussion on the volumes of the Los Alamos 
Scientific Laboratory Series on Dynamic Material 
Properties, a series which contains studies of such 
subjects as the physics of detonation. Could the 
University of California Press impose such require
ments on Los Alamos? If the laboratory declined to 
meet the requirements, could the Press decline 
altogether to publish weapons research or any research 
for this immensely important University of California 
laboratory? It could, but particularly when David 
Saxon, who favored UC participation in weapons 
research, was president of the university, it was not 
likely to do so. There is indeed a lively intramural 
dispute over whether weapons research is appropriate 
for the University of California; but in that dispute, the 
university press is more likely to follow than to lead. I 
call this an institutional vulnerability. 

To the extent that the University of California is 
part of the nuclear establishment and the University of 
California Press is part of the university, the press may 
not be offered some book that otherwise would find 
here its best home. If the rest of the publishing 
world declines a given book manuscript in the nuclear 
area as either too academic or too Californian or 
both, then such a book may lose its only home, and a 
diffuse but real kind of censorship may take place. 

My language sounds hypothetical, but I have a 
concrete situation in mind; namely, the contested re
licensing of the nuclear reactor at UCLA, a reactor 
that happens to be located across the street from the 
building where the Olympics gymnastic competition will 
take place. The terrorist potential of this installation, 
quite apart from its inherent safety, has now been 
noted by Playboy, Newsweek, and ''The Michael 
Jackson Show." If the challenge of a local citizens 
group is successful and this reactor is forced to shut 
down, an important precedent will have been set; and I 
believe an important book may await the writing. Will 
the University of California Press be free to publish 
that book? 

One would hope so, but consider the following. 
For years, the press paid no rent for its UCLA office, 
an office that acquires at least one out of every three 
books the press publishes. Then, last spring, UCLA 
imposed a substantial rent for office space, and the 
director of the press announced that he would close the 
office rather than pay the rent. The campus and the 
press compromised on two years at fifty percent 
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rent and the promise of five rent-free years thereafter. 
They did so, however, only after weeks of tension and 
some negative publicity for the campus. Will the 
promise be kept if the press now publishes a book that 
places UCLA in a seriously unfavorable light? 

Apart from the obvious hot spots of institutional 
vulnerability, there are many warm spots where the 
source of heat is simply some attitude common to 
academics. The University of California Press has 
published Why Vietnam? by Archimedes Patti, 
commander of the American forces in Vietnam 
just after the defeat of Japan. You may infer Patti's 
view of the Vietnamese war from the fact that he is now 
at work on an authorized biography of Ho Chi Minh. 
We were happy to publish Why Vietnam? but would 
we be happy to publish a book entitled Why El 
Salvador? by, say, cashiered ambassador Robert 
White? Perhaps not, and if Patti had brought us his 
manuscript while the Vietnamese war was still being 
fought, I think we would have been similarly troubled. 
In 1968, Patti's thesis would have had so inescapably a 
political point that it would have been inappropriate for 
us if our function were exclusively informational. Is 
our function exclusively informational? The question 
can never be satisfactorily answered. Suffice it to say 
that many of the faculty breathe easiest when it is, 
and that we of the permanent publishing staff breathe 
easiest when they breathe easiest. 
. So far, I seem to have spoken only of endangered 

hberal books. Are there no professorial attitudes or 
other pressures that might endanger a conservative 
book? On the one hand, it is certainly possible to 
find b~oks of a conservative bent on every university 
press hst. The University of California Press has 
published books arguing in favor of tax credits for 
private school tuition, in favor of a constitutional 
amendment limiting government spending, and at least 
one book opposing the environmental movement. Soon 
we shall publish the resolutely un-inflarnmatory official 
history of the Atomic Energy /Nuclear Regulatory Com
mission. All this should please conservatives. However, 
there is one area in which the general professorial 
bias against special pleading might distress some con
servatives, and that is the area of religion. The academic 
mind, by and large, finds an element of special 
pleading in even the most implicit of religious world
views and tends as a result to avoid certain otherwise 
publishable books. 

Innumerable other examples of bias inflicted and just 
as many of bias defeated or bias escaped could be 
offered. I hope that these few may serve to stimulate 
discussion. Let me express in closing my gratitude and 
admiration to the Association of American Publishers' 
Freedom to Read Committee and the American Library 
Association's Intellectual Freedom Committee for your 
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efforts in a cause which ·has many more beneficiaries 
than it has defenders. 

Samuel S. Vaughan, Doubleday: 
I am Editor-in-Chief of Doubleday and one of an 

assortment of Vice Presidents. What I like to do there 
are counter stereotypical books about Irishmen who've 
got rhythm and unintellectual Jews with drinking 
problems. I am also the house fascist for reasons I hope 
to explain. 

As far as I can tell, publishers of all breeds are 
still motivated by-it is hard to concede-basic human 
impulses like curiosity, survival, greed, lust, fear, 
courage, the search for glory or prestige for an end to 
loneliness and boredom. Most of us', contrary to 
popular notions, enjoy both cavier and popcorn, 
though not necessarily in the same dish. The current 
propaganda put about is that general or trade 
publishers are interested in only blockbusters, big 
bland best-sellers. We are said meanwhile to be rejecting 
books which are what some call "marginial" or 
"midlist". 

A few words about the unlovely language of pub
lishing and writing about publishing. Everyone here is 
interested in language I'm sure. Language permits us 
to turn inspiration into copyrights, royalties, circulation 
and sales. But language also limits, and the language 
of t~e book world is distinctly limiting. For example, 
I think the term we all use-"non-fiction"-means 
pre_cisely_ nothing; it is a nondescript nondescription 
wh1ch tnes to say the book is not fiction and what is 
n?t fiction is, therefore, everything else, every other 
kmd of book-poetry, the Bible, everything. But we 
persist, as does the notion that most commercial 
publishers really want just nonfiction, especially about 
cats. 

I give you the sort of sentence that is in the air in the 
rooms I work in: "When a manuscript showed up we 
thought it would be pretty marginal but the book 
wasn't bad, just sort of midlist, you know-but we got 
some off-the-book page publicity and we did some out
of- town advertising and, you know, the book got legs 
and began to walk out of the store''. 

Now, you see, some of our people refer to off-the
book-page publicity as if a book got reviews and then it 
was everything else. Or they speak of out-of-town 
advertising as advertising you do in New York or adver
tising you do anywhere else-the whole rest of the 
world is out-of-town from New York. Well, I don't 
much like the kind of punishing words that we are 
applying to books these days, like midlist and marginal. 
The publisher, Tom Condon, when he was a magazine 
edi~or, said that he was trying to avoid little gray 
art1cles. What we are no longer looking for are little 
gray books. Such terms as midlist and marginal are 
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odious and obvious and misleading. We want solid 
books, though we also want works of genius when we 
can find them and if we are lucky enough to recognize 
them. We want controversial books, but controversy to 
me is no automatic virtue. Responsible advocacy or 
adversary writing is eminently desirable, and like all 
eminence, quite rare. 

I personally dislike, for example, the warm 
reception given to the adversary antagonistic attack 
school of biography. I don't really much like Robert 
Caro, or Seymour Hersh. That doesn't mean we 
wouldn't publish them; it means that I would not be a 
good editor for them. I dislike hate literature which 
masquerades as biography or history. On the other 
hand, perversely, I like memoirs-every memoir that 
is published is described as self-serving, as indeed most 
are, but memoirs also serve history. In truth, we are 
interested in blockbusters. Take Mr. Bessie's and Mr. 
Clayton's house. Its Thornbirds caused enough happy 
crying right around these parts to solve Southern 
California's water problem-and I wish we had a book 
which would sell like it. We are less interested in books 
which are redundant, repetitive, unnecessary or thin. I 
am not interested in the next nineteen books on raising 
African violets, not even South African violets. I don't 
need another routine scare book to tell me that bombs 
are bad or that pollution is bad-or about the suppres
sion of women or minorities. Note that I said, so that I 
can get out of the room alive, routine. 

Ross Perot, that famous philosopher, once remarked: 
An activist is not one who says the river is dirty; 
he or she is one who cleans it. We are less interested in 
the kind of work once described as "promising"; we are 
now more interested in books which deliver rather than 
promise. There are great risks in this-we were too 
permissive, economics may be forcing us to be more 
tough. Still, promising was too often an excuse for 
half-baked, even half-hearted. Perhaps mass market 
paperback reprinters are no longer interested in the so
called midlist book, but that is their business. Mean
while there are trade paperback reprinters and specialist 
hardcover reprinters, reprinting mostly for libraries, 
thank God, who do want them. 

Most of all, people in publishing want books they 
like. This notion of "I like it, therefore, I will publish 
it" is currently under attack by a number of big 
mouthed agents, but it will not soon be replaced. We 
tend to take books to which we respond authentically, 
honestly, as human beings. On the other hand, when 
we falsify our reaction, when we buy a book for them, 
rather than for ourselves, in addition to being cynical 
we usually fall on our faces. 

The specific questions we were asked to address on 
the way to this room included a couple which my 
predecessors have handled pretty damn well. Who 
decides? Every publishing house has its own system or 
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lack of one; each house, like each community or 
library or corporation or church or branch of the 
military, has its own culture, values, spoken or un
spoken. In some houses, the proprietor decides
himself or herself-the president or the chairman. 
In most cases, someone designated to act for the owners 
decides, the person called publisher or division vice 
president, or pope or emperor or whatever the title 
might be. There are systems autocratic, bureaucratic or 
anarchic and I didn't come here to talk about Simon 
and Schuster. Most houses give a voice to sales and 
finance or business people and, as Clayton has said, 
and Jack and others, it's not a bad system. It generates 
a lot of friction, and friction generates heat and light. 
This has led to the widespread conviction that such 
conflicts are harmful-anti-literature. In my opinion, 
the house run by the sales department alone would 
soon be run into the ground; on the other hand, a house 
run by its editors alone, dominated by editorial judg
ment or whim without the cold water of sales or other 
voices, would shortly be in the ground too. The imprint 
of such houses is not strong in the memory. 

The publisher's personal philosophy or the pub
lisher's perspective is what we are asked about. I should 
say first of all that most general publishing houses are 
rather poor in planning. We talk about plans all the 
time, and we plan to make plans and we meet to make 
plans, but mostly we publish. The lists of most 
general houses like Harper, Doubleday, Random 
House, Viking, as well as the houses represented on 
this platform, when they are publishing in the general 
or trade area, are a reflection of the individual 
biases or interests or passions or prejudices of the 
editors. It's widely held that editors are under terrific 
pressure from those who are businessmen or account
ants, and those of us who are editors like to give the 
impression that we are besieged and pressured on all 
sides. But, for the most part, most books appear 
because an editor liked them. 

The pluralistic nature of publishing is as confusing as 
it is upsetting, as difficult to analyze as the pluralistic 
nature of our nation. But some of these divisions of 
labor or divisions of language are necessary to our 
paranoia and we flourish with them. 

We were asked whether we give any particular 
thought to the interests of libraries when we are con
sidering the decision to publish. By and large we do 
not-or we don't give much thought to it. You see, as 
a publishing person, I don't have to think a great 
deal about the marketplace of ideas because I can't 
escape it. In a funny way, publishers and librarians 
are thinking along similar lines much of the time; we 
are doing our jobs and when we are better, we are doing 
our duties. We are all approaching the marketplace of 
ideas or the many marketplaces all the time. So we 
don't think specifically about the function of libraries, 
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unless it happens to be a reference book or a book 
which we say to ourselves is a library book so to speak. 
But almost every book that is worth a damn is worth a 
library. Nevertheless, in every house editorial descrip
tion of a book, printed description, there is a section 
called "school and library" considerations. Here we 
try to indicate the suitability or otherwise, of the book 
for one kind of library or another. 

''In selecting materials to publish, are materials which 
are unorthodox or possibly antithetical to the 
publisher's personal philosophy refused publication?" 
We select materials all the time which are unorthodox or 
repugnant to our personal or individual positions. At 
Doubleday, for example, we publish a great many 
religious books and a great many political books. 
But, as we say, we have no politics and no religion. I 
published Billy Graham, we have published Jerry 
Falwell and we do Hans Kling, and we have two books 
attacking the Fundamentalists' televised religious 
marketing; we do books by cardinals and bishops and 
their antagonists. 

Naturally, I can bring more energy to bear on a book 
I love or agree with than I can on a book I merely 
respect. On such occasions, my heart as well as my 
hands are involved. As Robert Frost once said on a 
panel discussion, when it comes to birth control, 
the principal device utilized will probably continue to be 
passionate preference. 

Nevertheless, when I became an editor in 1958, 
several things were clear: most of the established editors 
in the house had the authors and the agents and 
the supply of books pretty well in hand and they didn't 
need me much. Second, much of the publishing done in 
our house and in houses like it, was slightly or largely 
to left of center. Therefore, although I cast my first 
presidential vote for Adlai Stevenson, I found myself 
going to the right to find authors. I found them and, 
to my surprise, liked them. I handled a book called 
Freedom to Farm by the Secretary of Agriculture 
for President Eisenhower, a Mormon conservative. 
From that book, I handled a book by an admiral who 
had been the Chairman of the Atomic Energy Commis
sion, a Wall Street banker who was refused Senate 
confirmation as Secretary of Commerce. Though I 
shared few of their positions, we became fast friends. 
Later I was assigned to the Eisenhower presidential 
memoirs and other books he did during the '60s. Still 
at a later point, I became editor for Hubert Humphrey, 
Edward Muskie, Eugene McCarthy, Bill Buckley and I 
liked them all. I am either a very loving fellow or some 
kind of you know what. 

Each of those authors pushed me around, had their 
way with me-forced open my closed mind-compelled 
me to be a student of issues and to find out that there 
are not, as you are always told, two sides to every story, 
there are countless numbers of sides to every story, 
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particularly political. They had affected my mind 
which had previously been thought to be impenetrable. 

So, as you can see, we publish on every side of the 
street and from nearly every pulpit. There are still 
books which we would decide are inappropriate for us 
to do. We publish a lot of commercial novelists, big, 
popular novelists, and yet there are novelists roosting 
regularly on the best seller list who would be inappro
priate for us to do. Why is that? Because, oddly 
enough, I work for a house which is thought to be 
large and impersonal and conglomerated and so forth 
and is, in fact, a family-owned publishing house. I 
put somebody's name on those books-1 put a family's 
name on those books-and in some cases, we have to 
refuse a book or we simply don't court a book or an 
author which we think would be better done by 
somebody else. 

We are basically a book company with seven or eight 
of our dozen divisions heavily invested in books in 
their various forms, in publishing, printing, book clubs, 
exporting, book stores and so on. We have a few minor 
vices and hobbies, among them a small clutch of radio 
stations playing music which hurts my head and a base
ball team playing a kind of ball which huits my pride. 
But we are committed to entertainment publishing and 
serious publishing and simultaneously to two perhaps 
contradictory ideas: one that we are an open access 
house, offering books of almost all kinds of varieties, 
and at the same time, we are a personal house and we 
want to be. 

(North keynote . .. from page 135) 
I suppose by such measures we are encountering at 

present perhaps one of our most dangerous high risk 
periods because, as far as I can see, never before 
have so many traditional values and institutions been 
challenged so strongly at one time. If you analyze values 
such as patriotism, the work ethic, property rights, even 
civil rights, and institutions such as church, family and 
school as well as their traditional functions, roles, and 
attitudes, you will find they have all been subjected to 
critical examination and their validity questioned. 

Naturally, these challenges have scared people-they 
have threatened people, they have threatened vested 
interests that go back hundreds of years, vested interests 
that are keyed to our religion, our beliefs, everything 
that we own. When you have a conflict where the 
situation is in doubt, every instinct in us is to use 
every resource at our command to win. And the more 
we believe in what we believe-the importance of the 
values in institutions which are under attack-the more 
willing we are to use whatever devices it takes to 
win. The obvious device, the one with which we are 
concerned today, is suppression. We not only make 
our position clear, espousing our position in every 
forum, at every opportunity, in every media of com-
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munication, but we silence if we can, the opposition. 
We probably could understand this better if we look 

at how things progress in the commercial field. We 
talk about the marketplace of ideas but there is an 
infinite number of marketplaces for goods, and there 
is an old concept-I think Adam Smith described it
saying that whenever businessmen get together, their 
instinct is to monopolize the marketplace. If you can't 
monopolize the marketplace by the quality and pre
eminence of your goods, the historic pattern has been 
to monopolize the distribution chain. That's why it 
seems to me that increasingly, and perhaps more 
important in the long run, the degree of censorship 
risk will be measured in terms of the structure of 
the communications resources and demands of the 
country. 

We all are capable of recognizing deliberate acts of 
censorship-the deliberate banning of the book, the 
deliberate foreclosure of the lecture hall, the deliberate 
suppression of collections. But I wonder if there is 
not another form of censorship which is less visible but 
perhaps even more insidious. I was reminded last 
night of the Fiske report. I don't know how many of 
you have ever heard of Fiske's study, but it was the 
first to consider the proposition: is the enemy them or is 
the enemy us? Before the Fiske study, we as librarians, 
assumed it was them, that they were the people who 
were censoring, they were the people who were banning 
the books for ideological purposes, attempting to 
promote a concept of value structure, an ideology, 
a philosophy, through interdiction of acquisition, 
preservation and dissemination. Yet the Fiske study 
suggested that the enemy was us, the enemy was the 
librarian making book selections; that the librarian 
much to everybody's surprise was a censor. 

The Fiske report is the reason we are all here in the 
final analysis, because if you don't understand what 
censorship is about, there is no real hope to establish 
the library as the freedom forum it should be. When 
you analyze the requirements that I described for the 
quality of intellectual freedom, you have to be struck 
by the fact that they are identical to the require
ments and commitments of librarianship. 

Acquisition, preservation, dissemination-what more 
is your function as librarians? What more is any 
library's purpose than satisfying these requirements? 
That is why you as a member of a library association
that is why you, as a professional-have so long been a 
bulwark in defense of intellectual freedom. There is no 
conflict of interest between your interests and the 
interests of intellectual freedom. What serves intel
lectual freedom serves your professional responsi
bilities-if you perceive them correctly. 

But with all this, I am concerned, and I think we 
should all be concerned about what I would characterize 
as incidental censorship, accidental censorship, and 

168 

institutional censorship. It's the inhibition of acquisi
tion, preservation, and dissemination, that occurs for 
reasons other than ideology-for convenience, for 
profit. We have long been on the alert to attacks on 
the acquisition, preservation and dissemination of ideas 
instituted by opponents or proponents of such ideas. 
But let me suggest to you that we have failed in three 
respects to protect intellectual freedom-and we must 
correct these failures if intellectual freedom is to survive 
in the information society. 

I don't think there is any question that we live 
today in an information society and, moreover, I think 
we have transformed ourselves in a very short period of 
time from an industrial society to an information 
society. In fact, if you look at the facts, you find that 
19 million new jobs have been created since 1970, and 90 
percent of those were in information-related non
manufacturing industries. You find that in excess 
of 65 percent of the total gross national product of 
this country is generated by information and 
information-related industries. This compares with 
barely a third in the late 1950s. 

In 1950, barely 17 percent worked in jobs relating to 
the creation, processing, and distribution of informa
tion. Today, 60 percent of us are engaged in such 
work. It is interesting that the author of Megatrends 
identified lawyers, educators, and librarians as the three 
groups which prior to the onslaught of the information 
era were clearly involved in jobs relating to the creation, 
processing, and distribution of information. You are 
the original information workers-but what do you do 
about it? What have we failed to do? 

I think the first thing we failed to do is recognize the 
emerging conflict of interests between the information 
producer and the information consumer. I think we 
have gone along on the same old assumption that 
somehow the interests of the producer of information 
and the interests of the consumer were always consis
tent. As a consequence, we have failed to take a posi
tion, we even have failed to take a look at the implica
tions in so many areas-copyright, media concentra
tion, electronic book publishing, VCR, patents, 
electronic and telecommunication activities. For a long, 
long time, we were safe in assuming that the interests 
of the information producer and the information 
consumer were in identity because prior to the 
emergence of the information society, the information 
consumer could take or leave the product of the infor
mation producer. No longer. In this country each of 
us requires information to survive. We need the 
computer to survive, we need the Xerox machine to 
survive, we need telecommunications to survive, we 
need access, we need preservation, and we need 
acquisition and dissemination. 

Second, we have failed to recognize that the media of 
communication have become as powerful in their 
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capacity to persuade or deter as the message itself. To 
put it another way, the medium is or can be the 
message. This is significant, because if I control the 
medium, then I can place the messages in such a 
way as to promote their power, to amplify their power. 
If I control the medium, I can reserve to myself a 
channel, and by doing so, exclude the alternatives. I can 
relegate the voice of the opposition to a small sound in a 
remote area-outside of prime time-and do it with the 
license of the government. 

We have also failed to recognize the inherent censor
ship potential in the structure of telecommunications 
technology. A tape erased ceases to exist. Even in the 
preparation of this program, we are unable to get 
copyright permission from TV networks which would 
allow us to use their materials to educate you on the 
importance of censorship. If the network put it on tape, 
how do we preserve it? Where does the library stand in 
terms of preservation of ideas and information? If all 
those ideas and all that information are locked up in a 
forum which is covered by copyright-inaccessible, 
unauthorized, and perhaps even unknown-how do we 
catalog the material, how do we access it? Furthermore, 
are we creating the proverbial Tower of Babel when we 
establish networks for the dissemination of informa
tion, placing into those networks valuable ideas and 
data, but arranging those networks or that data in 
such a way that they don't interface, don't talk to 
each other? Are we creating discrete areas of infor
mation, not interchangeable, not accessible, not even 
for that matter, identifiable? 

I suggest to you that there is a need, a very desperate 
need for the library community, as the forum for 
intellectual freedom in this country, to develop a 
program to correct these failures. I think the library 
community must take an active role in the develop
ment of copyright and the definition of copyright 
and reproduction rights. We must work to resolve 
the economic tension between producer and user
tension increased by the growth of telecommunications, 
by VCR and Betamax reproduction, and Xerography 
which obliterate market value and yet bring informa
tion instantly and selectively accessible to hand. 

We need a program if we are going to survive and 
function in an information society. We need some sort 
of access or technique for acquisition, preservation and 
dissemination which can cope with the 6,000 to 7,000 
scientific articles that are being written every day, that 
can cope with the doubling of yearly scientific and 
technical information every 5.5 years. This is censorship 
on a scale so vast that the burning of an individual book 
or the labeling of an individual category pales into 
insignificance. 

We need to look at and then establish a policy 
relating to media concentration and cross ownership. 
On the one hand, these produce economies of scale, but, 
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on the other, have the capacity to concentrate in the 
hands of a few decision-making about which ideas will 
exist, will be accessible, will be preserved, or will be 
lost forever. 

Thirty percent of the TV stations today are news
paper-owned. Thirty-eight percent of the cable channels 
are owned by broadcasters; 25 percent are owned by 
publishers; 3 percent are owned by theatre operators; 
3 percent are owned by phone companies. That 
doesn't leave many media on an independent basis. 
1,139 of the 1,749 daily newspapers belong to chains. 
In 1923, 29 percent of the cities had two or more 
competing newspapers, today there are only 30 cities 
that have two or more competing newspapers. 

This tendency will continue because high-tech means 
high capital investment, and high capital investment 
means limited access to the marketplace of ideas, and 
limited access means the power of monopoly and 
concentration. Monopoly concentration of distribution 
channels is concentration of power over the mind and 
over the marketplace of ideas. 

Librarians need also to look at and then develop a 
policy as to what we think about the bargaining away of 
First Amendment rights. The courts say your First 
Amendment rights are for sale. First Amendment rights 
are a saleable commodity. If you want a job, sell 
them; if you want a teaching job, surrender your right 
to define the curriculum, surrender your right to teach 
what you believe is necessary. If you want a job with 
NSA, or the CIA or even the government in non
classified, non-espionage, non-security areas, you can 
have it, if you bargain away your First Amendment 
right. What is our position in respect to this? 

It is an area with which we must cope, an area in 
which we must develop policy. You will be learning 
the tools, the techniques, the weaponry of opposition to 
censorship-and as a consequence of what you will 
hear, you will be proficient in tactics, in techniques, in 
inter-relationships, in maximization of resources, 
litigative, legislative, education, and public relations. 

But I suggest to you that while we are learning 
all of these techniques, the techniques that can give us 
success, it is important that we not forget the strategy, 
the purpose of all of this effort. It is important that 
we not obscure the real threat; it is important that we 
not congratulate ourselves on saving a book at the 
expense of losing a collection. 

Acquisition, preservation, dissemination-these are 
the functions of every librarian and every library of 
which I am aware. Acquisition, preservation, dissemi
nation describe the quality of intellectual freedom in 
this country now and in the future. 
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(Eli Oboler . .. from page 131) 

The elaboration of a consistent and comprehensive 
philosophy of freedom of expression is not the easy task 
that it sometimes appears in retrospect. In his day, Eli 
Oboler rudely pricked more than a few forgetful 
consciences, ruffled the feathers of more than his share 
of smug politicians and complacent professionals. He 
could, at times, irritate his friends as much as he did his 
enemies, but that, after all, was what we loved and 
needed him for. 

On June 15, Eli M. Oboler lost his final battle with 
cancer. Just two months earlier, on April 20, the 
Idaho State University library in Pocatello, which he 
served for so many years with such firm dedication, 
was renamed the Eli M. Oboler Library. Newsletter 
editor and Director of the Office for Intellectual 
Freedom Judith F. Krug was honored with the 
opportunity to pay tribute to Eli on this occasion. 
We are reprinting Ms. Krug's remarks on that date as a 
small measure of tribute. 

Eli Oboler will be mourned and missed not only by 
intellectual freedom activists, but by the entire profes
sion of librarianship. At the 1983 Annual Conference 
of the American Library Association in Los Angeles, 
which convened just a week after Eli's passing, the 
Association's Council adopted a special memorial 
resolution in recognition of his many contributions. 
The resolution was presented to the Eli M. Oboler 
Library and to Eli's widow, Marsha Oboler. We at 
the Newsletter on Intellectual Freedom also extend our 
sincerest condolences to the Oboler family. Those who 
join the profession of librarianship today, and perhaps 
even more all those who use library services, owe a 
lasting debt of gratitude to Eli Oboler. Long after 
the grief of his passing fades, his monumental contri
bution to the defense of freedom will live on. 

. REMARKS 
presented at the naming 

of the Idaho State University Library 
for Eli M. Oboler 

by Judith F. Krug 

I am flattered and honored to have been invited to 
participate in naming this beautiful library for Eli M. 
Oboler. I personally cannot think of a more fitting 
honor to bestow on Eli than to have the Idaho State 
University Library known by his name. 

Every true university rests upon one basic freedom
the freedom of inquiry. And every library-worthy of 
being called a library-rests upon the principles of 
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intellectual freedom. Throughout his career, but most 
particularly during the last twenty years, Eli Oboler's 
name has been synonymous with intellectual freedom in 
libraries. Eli has been in the forefront of those in the 
library profession who diligently have insisted upon 
maintaining the integrity of libraries in preserving our 
intellectual heritage. One can only preserve an intel
lectual heritage, however, if one is willing to accept all 
points of view concerning the problems and issues 
facing us and then to make sure that all these points 
of view are available to anyone who needs or wants 
them. Consistent with this philosophy, Eli raised his 
voice in the councils of the American Library Associa
tion, urging ALA, and all librarians, not to follow but 
to lead in social movements advancing freedom. He was 
one of our premier advocates of the removal of racial 
restrictions in library services, and he was also a pioneer 
in calling for the elimination of restrictions on library 
services to youth. For intellectual freedom does not 
recognize the boundaries imposed by race, creed, color, 
national origins, sex, age, educational background, 
economic status. 

During his many years as a member of the Associa
tion's governing body-and even as a non-member!
Eli rose often to protest what would appear to be a 
line of propaganda or an action that would seem to 
place librarians in a position of appearing to serve as 
censors of public morality. More than any other person, 
he has publicly been supportive of and committed to 
intellectual freedom as the essential element required 
by free men to remain free. He knows that free com
munication is essential to the preservation of a free 
society and a creative culture. 

I cannot only stand before you and make these 
statements, but I do it on this occasion because to a 
large extent, it is Eli Oboler's commitment and 
devotion to intellectual freedom that make the state
ments true. Eli has been dubbed our "loyal gadfly." 
He is indeed that! But more, he has been for the past 
twenty years, and continues to be to this day, one of the 
most noticed and noticeable spokesmen on behalf of 
intellectual freedom in libraries. 

In the jargon of First Amendment debates, Eli is a 
purist. This is not to say that he fails to see the 
complexities of First Amendment issues, for his com
mentary has been consistently characterized by percep
tion. Indeed, his mind is as penetrating as it · is 
principled. But by calling him a purist, I acknowledge 
that Eli refuses to be swayed by the winds of pragma
tism which always blow strongest at the very time 
when above all we are called upon to stick firmly to 
principles. 

In recent years, Eli has become the intellectual 
freedom historian. He has been published widely in all 
library literature, and particularly in the Newsletter on 
Intellectual Freedom. In fact, he is our favorite 
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reviewer-but more than that, he identifies the 
materials that should be reviewed in the Newsletter and 
then proceeds to provide us with the reviews. My only 
role in the process is to serve as the provider of the 
books! Among his other contributions to libraries are 
Defending Intellectual Freedom: The Library and the 
Censor, published in 1980; Censorship in Education, 
published in 1981; and my favorite, Fear of the Word: 
Censorship and Sex. The latter was published in 1974 
and is rapidly attaining "classic" status in the library 
profession. I must tell you that the manuscript created 
quite a stir among some of my colleagues at ALA 
headquarters. The one comment that sticks in my mind 
to this day was, ''Oh no-it figures that Eli Oboler 
would tackle that subject!'' 

My own association with Eli goes back to 1967 
when I was appointed director of the Office for 
Intellectual Freedom. Eli was a member of the 
Intellectual Freedom Committee and, if my memory 
serves me correctly, was on the subcommittee that was 
to "investigate" the person David Clift, then 
Executive Director of ALA, had finally tapped as the 
would-be director. A small group came to Chicago to 
interview me, Eli among them. I can't remember the 
interview too clearly, I do remember that Eli scared 
me to death! He knew everything-and he was not 
reticent to speak his mind! 

My first meeting with the Intellectual Freedom Com
mittee was at the 1968 Midwinter Meeting. I was sure 
I would never survive the meeting, let alone remain 
as director of the Office for Intellectual Freedom. It 
was Eli who came to my rescue. This was not to 
say that Eli rolled over and played dead-but he did 
come to my defense when I couldn't answer a question 
or was reticent to express a point of view. In addition, 
in odd moments throughout the week-long meeting, 
Eli pinpointed the areas in which I would need some 
background if the job was ever going to be done 
properly. 

I don't think I really fully appreciated Eli, however, 
until he served his first two terms on the Freedom to 
Read Foundation Board of Trustees. He pricked our 
consciences, he ruffled our feathers, and he kept us on 
the straight and narrow path. It was due to Eli's 
insistence, his prodding, even his scorn-as that was 
needed-that the Foundation first learned to crawl, and 
then stood and walked. The Foundation's role was and 
is to support and defend intellectual freedom principles 
in libraries-whether or not we agree with the ideas that 
that principle is protecting-and Eli never let us forget 
it. 

Eli has the distinction of being the only person who 
has been elected to the Board of Trustees for two 
consecutive two-year terms on two different 
occasions. During his last four-year term, from 1976 
until 1980, the Foundation went to the forefront of 
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those organizations which defend intellectual freedom 
principles. It was Eli who insisted that the Pico case 
would be a landmark one, and we darned well better be 
involved at the beginning. During his last year on the 
Board, Eli served as vice president and was able to 
present his eloquent statements on behalf of the 
Foundation's actions and principles. 

In his preface to Defending Intellectual Freedom: 
The Library and the Censor, Eli provided the perfect 
rationale for calling this library by his name. He said, 
"That man is by nature free in mind as well as body, 
and that librarians, of all mankind, are (or should be) 
the leaders in explanation, defense, promulgation, and 
practice of intellectual freedom.'' 

One of the biographers of Catherine of Aragon thus 
summarized her life: "The integrity of granite, not less 
than the fury of rushing water, shapes the final course 
of the stream." The not so quiet, but always civil, 
penetrating, and principled voice of Eli M. Oboler 
has been a reminder to his colleagues throughout the 
nation that a life marked by personal integrity and 
lived within the context of reason and tolerance does 
indeed shape the final course of the stream. 

gay books battle at Brandeis H.S. 
In the July 1983 issue of the Newsletter (p. 107) we 
reported a controversy involving the removal of books 
about homosexuality from the Brandeis High School 
library in New York City. Unfortunately, at that time, 
our only source of information concerning the issue 
were two articles in the often sensationalistic New York 
Post, which itself played a role in the dispute. Since 
then, we have received a copy of a letter from Meryl 
C. Friedman, spokesperson of the Gay Teachers 
Association of New York, to Anthony Alvarado, 
newly appointed Chancellor of the New York City 
schools, which sheds further light. In part, the letter 
reads: 

We are deeply concerned about a series of events 
that has taken place at Brandeis High School. These 
events, we feel, threaten accepted standards of educa
tional excellence, academic freedom and basic civil 
rights .... 

Last fall, Carol Bloom, Dean of Girls at Brandeis 
High School and a member of our organization, 
solicited contributions from 25 Brandeis teachers 
(totalling $125) for the purpose of purchasing books 
about homosexuality for the school library. After the 
customary procedures of review the books were placed 
in circulation and cataloged. Ms. Bloom later wrote an 
article for our newsletter reporting on this project. 

Although she didn't identify the school in her article, 
a reporter who obtained a copy of the newsletter 

171 



tracked down the school and wrote an editorial about 
the library project in Newsworld newspaper's 
February 21, 1983, edition. Several days later, the 
New York Post published a news article about the 
matter. Despite the sensationalized treatment and the 
dramatic revelation of Ms. Bloom's homosexuality, 
reaction at the school from teachers and students was 
almost universally supportive, and the negative reac
tions anticipated from parents were virtually nil. Never
theless, Mr. Cohn, the principal, saw fit to subject 
the books to a second review and removed them 
from the library shelves. 

Subsequently, Manhattan High School Superin
tendent [Louise] Latty overrode the principal's 
authority to pass on the books' merits. Mr. Cohn 
informed Ms. Bloom that Ms. Latty planned to review 
the books herself and reach a decision that would then 
be binding on the entire public school system .... 
Shortly thereafter, on April 25, the New York Post 
printed another article updating recent developments 
in a biased and distorted manner. 

We were pleased to notice that a Board of Educa
tion spokesperson regarded the efforts to develop 
guidelines for the books as "very sticky." That senti
ment, in much stronger form, is shared by many other 
individuals and organizations. At Brandeis, the vast 
majority of students (as certified by a student opinion 
poll) and a near unanimity of the faculty (as expressed 
in a UFT chapter resolution) favor the restoration of 
the books to their library. As members of a school 
community, they recognize the value of appropriate 
literature on all subjects, even controversial ones, as 
primary educational materials that should be readily 
available to all students. 

library materials complaints called 
'serious problem' for 
Nebraska schools 

According to a survey of schools by the Nebraska 
Civil Liberties Union, 53 of the state's school districts 
received a total of 57 challenges of library materials 
during the 1981-82 school year. "That's a serious 
enough problem that it should be addressed," said 
Charles Gardner, director of libraries at Hastings Col
lege and a member of the NCLU Board of Directors. 
In 32 of the 57 cases, Gardner said, the materials 
were retained. The challenged materials were removed 
from the libraries in 17 cases and eight other cases 
were still pending at the time of the survey. 

Responding to the survey, Dick Corwine, director of 
instructional materials for the Millard School 
District, said his district had ''not been plagued with 
censorship issues. Those complaints that we have gotten 
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have been well-intentioned.'' Corwine pointed out, 
however, that the NCLU survey did not cover 
complaints that do not make it to a review committee 
or local school board. 

"Principals might order books off the shelves after 
receiving complaints without officially reporting that 
they did so," Corwine said. "I'd be foolish if I 
didn't think there were some principals who don't 
want a fight and just slip those books out of there.'' 

Of the 57 challenges of school materials in Nebraska 
during 1981-82, according to the NCLU survey, 47 
were library books, four were magazines, three were 
films, two were videotapes and one was a textbook. 
Most of the complaints, Gardner said, were about 
sexual topics in materials or profanity. Gardner added 
that the survey found no correlation between the size or 
location of a school and the number of complaints 
received. ''Censorship is likely to hit any school, bit or 
small, anywhere in the state," he said. Reported in: 
Omaha World-Herald, April17. 

1983 H._.gh M. Hefner Awards 

The chief counsel for the American ·Civil Liberties 
Union's National Security Project, the co-owners of a 
small Eastern Kentucky newspaper and a pioneer of 
America's civil liberties movement were honored June 
20 at the Fourth Annual Hugh M. Hefner First 
Amendment Awards luncheon in New York. The Play
boy Foundation presented awards to Mark Lynch for 
"outstanding national leadership," to Tom and Pat 
Gish for "outstanding community leadership," and 
posthumously to Osmond K. Fraenkel for "lifetime 
achievement." 

As an ACLU attorney, Lynch has challenged the 
ongoing attempts by U.S. intelligence agencies to limit 
First Amendment freedoms under the guise of national 
security. With former CIA officials and other 
individuals as his clients, he has fought numerous 
prior restraint orders which prohibited publication of 
books and articles. As a lobbyist for Public Citizen's 
Congress Watch, Lynch advocated the 1974 security
related amendments to the Freedom of Information 
Act. Among other improvements, the amendments 
provided that civil investigatory files be 
public, requests for information be processed 
expeditiously and classified documents be subject to 
examination. 

Through their weekly community newspaper, The 
Mountain Eagle, the Gishs have strengthened the 
public's right to know, as well as freedom of the 
press. Despite being perennially barred from meetings 
that were supposed to be public, cut off from 
advertisers and suppliers and twice victimized by arson, 
they continued to publicize such local problems as the 
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effects of strip mining, industrial disease and the inade
quacies of a company-run medical system. By bringing 
local and national attention to their area, the Gishs 
pushed Kentucky's power brokers toward greater 
accountability. 

As a lawyer, author and teacher, Osmond Fraenkel 
dedicated his life to the pursuit of civil liberties and 
the protection of First Amendment rights. He achieved 
greatest prominence for his free speech advocacy in the 
U.S. Supreme Court. In addition, he argued the first 
Scottsboro case (Norris v. Alabama), and participated 
in trial preparation and arguments for the second 
Scottsboro case (Powellv. Alabama). Perhaps the most 
celebrated civil liberties appeals of their era, the 
Scottsboro cases brought racial injustice to the attention 
of the entire nation. Fraenkel helped overturn the 
conviction of seven young blacks, who were accused 
of rape and then sentenced to death on the basis of 
race. 
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Fraenkel served on the Board of Directors of the 
ACLU from 1934 to 1977 and on the Board of Directors 
of the New York Civil Liberties Union and its 
predecesor from 1932 to 1975. He also was co-counsel 
for the ACLU from 1955 to 1975. Fraenkel's daughter, 
Nancy F. Wechsler, and his son, George Fraenkel, 
accepted the award for their father, who died in May at 
the age of 95. 

Fraenkel, the Gishs and Lynch join the more than 
two dozen recipients of the annual Hugh M. Hefner 

• First Amendment Awards, honoring those who have 
made significant contributions in the vital effort to 
protect and enhance our constitutional freedoms. The 
1983 winners were chosen by an independent panel of 
judges, including Harriet Fleischl Pilpel, lawyer, author 
and human rights activist; Studs Terkel, best-selling 
author and host of a nationally-syndicated radio show; 
and William Worthy, international journalist and civil 
liberties activist. 
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