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At the January, 1984, Midwinter Meeting of the American Library Association in 
Washington, D.C., the ALA Executive Board voted unanimously to become a plain
tiff in a suit filed by the American Civil Liberties Union National Security Project. 
Joining ALA will be the District of Columbia Library Association and the Virginia 
Library Association. Jay Peterzell, a research associate with the ACLU National 
Security Project, is the lead plaintiff. In addition to the library groups, other plain
tiffs are the American Historical Association and the Organization of American 
Historians. The Board of Trustees of the Freedom to Read Foundation, also 
meeting at Midwinter, originally called on ALA to enter the suit and agreed to reim
burse all three library associations for legal expenses incurred in the course of the 
litigation. The FTRF Board also authorized an initial grant of $2,500 to the ACLU 
Foundation in support of this action. 

Peterze/1, eta/. v. Faurer is a case of potentially landmark importance. It involves 
a (successful) effort last April by the National Security Agency to force a private 
library to halt public access to personal letters mentioned in a book critical of the 
agency. The letters, which were not government documents and had not been 
previously classified, were donated to the George C. Marshall Library, located on 
the campus of the Virginia Military Institute, by a former NSA official. They were 
available to and were inspected and used by members of the public prior to the 
NSA order. In their letter to the ALA Executive Board requesting participation in 
the suit, the FTRF Board noted: 'The NSA's actions present issues of fundamental 
importance to librarians and the integrity of library collections available to the 
public. We are aware of no other instance in which an agency of the federal govern
ment has sought to prevent the circulation of personallett<>r1> and memoranda which 
have been available to the public and to classify those documents as secret. Nor are 
we aware of any act of Congress which authorizes the National Security Agency to 
engage in such censorship.'' 

The Newsletter first reported the NSA action in the July 1983 issue (p. 108). Due 
to the importance of this case and the principles associated with it to the library com
munity, and in order to keep our readers informed on its background, the full text of 
that initial article follows: 

"The National Security Agency, the nation's largest and most secretive in-

(Continued on page 56) 

fished by the ALA Intellectual Freedom Committee, 
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fTRF report to ALA Council 
The following is the text of the Freedom to Read Foun
dation's report to the ALA Council, delivered January 
9, 1984, by board member Lee B. Brawner, on behalf of 
President William D. North. 

I am pleased to present the report of the Freedom to 
Read Foundation on behalf of President North and the 
Board of Trustees, several of whom are present at this 
table and in this room. 

On Thursday, January 5, the Freedom to Read Foun
dation Board of Trustees met to consider a lengthy and 
substantive agenda. Of primary importance, the 
American Civil Liberties Union Foundation requested 
that the Freedom to Read Foundation join with it in 
developing a law suit challenging action taken last year 
by the National Security Agency against the George C. 
Marshall Research Library, a private library open to the 
public, at the Virginia Military Institute. Specifically, 
the NSA directed the Marshall Library to halt public ac
cess to letters James Bamford used in his book, The 
Puzzle Palace, a critical account of the NSA's history 
and activities. In addition, representatives of NSA 
stamped some of the contributed letters by William F. 
Friedman, a pioneer in cryptology and one of the 
United States' top code breakers, "secret" and removed 
them from open library shelves. 

Friedman's letters were not government documents, 
but private papers and personal correspondence. He 
had donated them to the private library's archives, 
where they had been available to and had been used by 
members of the public prior to the NSA action. While 
the library complied with NSA's request, it was 
understood that-except for NSA's directive-the 
librarians would make the letters available to the public. 

The NSA's actions present issues of fundamental im
portance to librarians and to the integrity of library col
lections available to the public. We are aware of no 
other instance in which an agency of the federal govern
ment has sought to prevent the circulation of personal 
letters and memoranda which have been available to the 
public and the subsequent classification of those 
documents as "secret." Nor are we aware of any act of 
Congress which authorizes the National Security Agen
cy to engage in such censorship. 

More broadly, the case presents, for the first time, 
important legal and constitutional issues, primarily: 
I. Whether the NSA, acting without an express Con
gressional directive, is authorized to order a library to 
remove letters from the library's public collection and to 
reclassify those letters as classified documents, barring 
the public from access to them; and 
II. If the NSA is so authorized by any statutory or ex
ecutive power, whether such actions by the NSA violate 
the First Amendment. 
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The ACLU's proposed litigation against the National 
Security Agency will challenge this prior restraint and 
seek a declaration that NSA's action has violated the 
First Amendment. 

At this time, the plaintiffs in the litigation will be Jay 
Peterzell, an ACLU research associate residing in the 
District of Columbia, who was denied access to these 
particular documents; the American Historical Associa
tion; and the Organization of American Historians. 
And, we are delighted to announce that at its meeting on 
Saturday, January 7, the Executive Board of the 
American Library Association voted to join the litigants 
as a plaintiff. In addition, the District of Columbia and 
the Virginia Library Associations also have been invited 
to join the action as co-plaintiffs [DCLA and VLA both 
later voted to join the suit). 

The Freedom to Read Foundation has not only com
mitted itself to this suit, but will underwrite any ex
penses incurred as plaintiffs by the ALA, the DCLA 
and the VLA. Finally, the Board voted an initial grant 
of $2,500 to the ACLU Foundation toward costs incur
red in conducting the litigation. 

In other action, the Board considered a school case 
from the Evergreen School District in the state of 
Washington, concerning arbitrary removal of books 
from school library shelves. The Board is seeking addi
tional factual information which will enable it to deter
mine its role in the litigation (see Newsletter, Nov. 1983, 
p. 185). 

The Board also directed staff and legal counsel to 
continue exploring with the Center for Constitutional 
Rights, possible litigation against the United States In
formation Agency's policy of denying the highly ques
tionable "Certificates of International Education 
Character" to films judged as "misrepresentative" or 
"liable to misinterpretation by foreign audiences lack
ing adequate American points of reference." In effect, 
this practice places the U.S. in the role of film critic and 
censor. 

I am pleased to announce that at the 1984 Annual 
Conference in Dallas, the Foundation Board of Trustees 
is scheduling a session for Foundation and ALA 
members to meet in a forum session to discuss issues 
facing the Foundation. This open discussion meeting 
will be held on Friday, June 22, from 2:00 p.m. until 
4:00p.m. We hope that many of you will use this oppor
tunity to learn more about the Freedom to Read Foun
dation and intellectual freedom issues. 

On this early day of 1984, I hasten to remind you that 
George Orwell did not consider his monumental work 
necessarily predictive of the future. Rather, he believed 
it to be one logical and possible outcome if events and 
activities during his time proceeded according to one 

(Continued on page 36) 
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AAParagraphs 
'No government loves a 
free press . . . ' ' 

"You have to start with the premise that no govern
ment loves a free press-at best it tolerates it." 

That was how Richard M. Schmidt, Jr., partner in the 
Washington law firm of Cohn and Marks and AAP 
Washington Counsel, kicked off a panel discussion of 
lawyers addressing a joint meeting of the AAP Freedom 
to Read Committee and the ALA Intellectual Freedom 
Committee. The meeting took place during ALA's 
January Midwinter Meeting in Washington, in a roof
top meeting room of the Madison Building of the 
Library of Congress. R. Bruce Rich, AAP Freedom to 
Read Counsel and a partner in the New York firm of 
Weil, Gotshal and Manges, was panel coordinator. 

Schmidt warned that, in the current climate of 
mistrust and dislike of the media, ''the public is not with 
us and we know it." 

He listed ten governmental efforts-most initiated or 
furthered by the Reagan Administration-to restrict the 
public's access to information about government: 

1. Converting the federal Freedom of Information 
Act "into more of a shield for government than a 
sword for the public." 
2. Using the federal Privacy Act as a new tool for 
government secrecy by claiming that no document 
mentioning individual's names may be made public. 
3. Expanding governmental authority to classify 
information, on the pretext of protecting national 
security. 
4. De-emphasizing the declassification of historical 
documents and other information no longer war
ranting classification. 
5. Issuance of National Security Directive 84, which 
mandates a vastly expanded system of pre-publication 
review of writings of present or former government 
officials who ever had access to classified information 
and of lie detector tests to uncover information leaks. 
6. Making use of public access laws more expensive to 
the public. 
7. Restricting public availability of nuclear informa
tion once in the public domain. 
8. Increased government efforts to manage the 
news-as in barring press coverage of the Grenada 
invasion. 
9. Requiring registration of films from foreign 
countries that deal with issues of U.S. public interest. 
10. Denial of visas for selected foreign nationals to 
visit the U.S. 
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Schmidt pointed out that one contention of the ad· 
ministration was that the Freedom of Information Ac 
is too costly-about $60 million a year. "The Pentagon 
spends $100 million a year for marching bands," 
Schmidt observed. 

Appearing with Schmidt and Rich were two leading 
Washington attorneys for the American Civil Liberties 
Union-Mark Lynch, a prominent litigator, and Allan 
Adler, Counsel to the Center for National Security 
Studies and active in efforts to shape public information 
legislation. 

Lynch observed that, in suspending until April15 the 
operation of the presidential secrecy directive, "Con· 
gress had done the right thing for the wrong reasons." 
Lawmakers were right, he said, in deciding that there 
was no need for the excessive measures mandated in the 
directive, but wrong in their faulty assumption that 
there is no need to "muzzle" anyone outside of the in
telligence community: the high policy official, active or 
retired, who "blurts out" sensitive information is a far 
greater risk tl}an the security-trained intelligence 
operative, he said. 

Lynch also cautioned that "since we aren't going to 
get a break in the S~preme Court, we must turn to the 
political process,'' to which Adler added that ideas that 
cannot be pushed through Congress may be achieved 
through the "administrative level" of governmental 
agencies. · 

Schmidt, who is also Chairman of the Washington 
Joint Media Committee and Counsel to the American 
Society of Newspaper Editors, said efforts to maintain 
access to government information need not only the 
support of the Washington-New York press but backing 
of newspapers-and legislators-from the 
''boondocks.'' 

This column, contributed by the Freedom to Read Committee of the 
Association of American Publishers, was written by Richard P. 
Kleeman, AAP Director of the Freedom to Read . 

(FTRF Report . .. from page 35) 

scenario. 1984 has arrived-but it is not Orwell's 1984. 
The fact it is not is a testimonial to the interest, concern 
and fortitude of those who have committed themselves 
to the basic freedoms of reading and speaking. 
Librarians are foremost among the committed, and the 
Freedom to Read Foundation is the bulwark against 
which the committed can draw sustenance. 

On behalf of the Freedom to Read Foundation Board 
of Trustees, we pledge that the Foundation will not only 
continue to be available at your beck and call, but will 
use all means at its disposal to ensure that its strength re
mains undiminished. 
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Minneapolis mayor vetoes anti
porn ordinance 

Amidst considerable national publicity, on December 
30, the Minneapolis City Council passed a sweeping 
antipornography ordinance proposed by women's rights 
advocates. Unlike much other pornography legislation, 
the impetus behind this measure was not concern for 
morality or religious values, but rather respect for the 
dignity and, especially, the civil rights, of women. Pro
ponents of the measure argued with considerable force 
and subtlety that pornography was not only degrading 
to women but that its free distribution effectively denied 
women basic civil and human rights. 

The arguments posed by advocates of the ordinance 
were little short of revolutionary. Where in the past, 
local governments seeking to regulate pornography and 
its distribution have relied on zoning regulations, the 
Minneapolis proposal shifted the issue to a new and 
challenging plane: the conflict between the rights of dif
ferent social groups. Nevertheless, gnawing ques
tions-administrative problems and, far more impor
tant, First Amendment questions-remained 
unanswered. 

On January 5, Minneapolis Mayor Donald M. Fraser, 
generally seen as a supporter of women's rights, an
nounced that he had vetoed the measure. Excerpts from 
his veto message follow: 

"During the last week, people all over America have 
heard the voices of women in Minneapolis who deplore 
the pervasive images of women in subordinate roles 
which continue to define women as second-class 
citizens. By authoring and supporting an amendment to 
our municipal law which would identify pornography as 
a violation of the civil rights of women, feminist leaders 
in Minneapolis have attacked one aspect of the 
American culture which appears to covertly sanction 
violence against women. 

''The thoughtful discussion this proposed ordinance 
has evoked has been healthy for our community. The 
proponents have contributed new concepts through 
their skillful analysis of an issue rarely discussed in the 
public policy arena. They have brought the issue of por
nography and its effects on women to national, if not 
international, attention. I applaud their leadership for 
social change. As the Mayor of Minneapolis responsible 
for the governance of this community, however, I must 
veto the Civil Rights ordinance which was passed by the 
City Council last Friday. 

"The remedy sought through the ordinance as 
drafted is neither appropriate nor enforceable within 
our cherished tradition and constitutionally protected 
right of free speech. The definition of pornography in 
the ordinance is so broad and so vague as to make it im
possible for a bookseller, movie theatre operator or 
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museum director to adjust his or her conduct in order to 
keep from running afoul of its proscriptions. The or
dinance needs more analysis and redrafting before a 
final judgement can be made as to whether or not it 
would then represent sound public policy and should be 
adopted .... 

"To the extent that this ordinance would bar obscene 
material it is redundant, because obscene material is 
now prohibited by law. The ordinance is broader, 
though. It seeks to ban material that is not obscene 
under existing law. The ban would apply to material 
that meets two requirements: it must be a) sexually ex
plicit and b) degrading to women. But sexually explicit 
material that is not obscene is protected by the First 
Amendment. Also protected is the expression of abhor
rent or detestable ideas such as the claim that women are 
mere sex objects or otherwise to be thought of in 
degrading terms. 

"If sexually explicit material that is not obscene also 
degrades women, then does the protection of the First 
Amendment disappear? The answer is not free of 
doubt. A credible argument has been made that the ef
fect of such material is to impair the full enjoyment by 
women of other rights. But more research and analysis 
is needed on this constitutional question. 

"As drafted, the ordinance is too broad and vague to 
give notice as to what non-obscene material would be 
prohibited. This is particularly important because the 
ordinance expressly precludes any defense that the 
defendant did not know or intend the material to be 
pornographic or discriminatory against women. The 
chilling effect of an overly broad ordinance is well 
known .... 

"I suggest that the Council refer the proposal back to 
committee until the work of staff in the City Attorney's 
office has been completed. I am not ready to make a 
final decision on the basic ideas which the proponents 
are urging. I will reserve judgment until a more carefully 
drafted document has been completed.'' 

poll shows public support for 
press access 

Contrary to the pessimistic fears of many in the news 
media a decisive majority of the American people are 
critical of the Reagan administration's decision not to 
allow reporters to accompany the troops that invaded 
Grenada (see Newsletter, Jan. 1984, p. 1). According to 
a survey of 1,249 adults taken by the Harris Poll in 
December, Americans disagreed with the Reagan ad
ministration move by a 65-32 percent majority. The poll 
also indicated that people are convinced the "right to 
know" is critically important. Among other findings of 
the survey: 
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By 52-43 percent, a majority rejected the claim that 
"the press and TV news pry too much into too many 
things as it is, so it was good to put them in their place 
by keeping them out of Grenada.'' 

By 83-13 percent, a majority agreed that "in a free 
country, such as the United States, a basic freedom is 
the right to know about important events, especially 
where the lives of American fighting men are involved, 
as long as national security is not violated." 

A 63-34 percent majority went along with the claim 
that "by not allowing at least a small pool of reporters 
to report an invasion, a President or the military might 
be tempted to cover up mistakes or lives lost." 

Finally, by 53-36 percent, a majority believed that the 
country was "better off" for having comprehensive 
media coverage of the Vietnam war. Reported in: 
Boston Globe, December 28. 

Reagan censorship pact still 
largely unsigned 

President Reagan's March 11 National Security 
Directive requiring more than 128,000 government 
employees to agree to lifelong censorship, which drew 
broad fire as an impermissible restraint on the free flow 
of vital public information (see Newsletter, May 1983, 
p. 83; July 1983, pp. 101, 105; Nov. 1983, p. 175), re
mains largely unimplemented. Administration officials 
acknowledge that not one top Reagan official and only 
a handful of people in lower ranks have yet signed the 
new censorship agreement, which was formally issued in 
August. 

The process has been slowed by the usual 
bureaucratic delays, but, more important, by a need to 
move cautiously in light of the extraordinary amount of 
criticism directed at the scheme, which prompted Con
gress to put a moratorium on its use extending from 
November 22, 1983 until April 15, 1984. Senator 
Charles McC. Mathias Jr. (Rep.-Maryland) added a 
provision blocking the program to a bill authorizing 
State Department funds which passed the Republican
controlled Senate by a vote of 56-34. The measure won 
easy approval in the Democratic House. Mathias said he 
will hold hearings to see if there is any need for such a 
measure. Others in Congress say they will seek to block 
the program permanently. 

The directive orders government employees who han
dle certain materials involving intelligence sources and 
methods to sign agreements providing for "prepublica
tion review" of their writing-for the remainder of their 
natural lives-by official censors to be sure secrets are 
deleted. ' 

No official estimate of the number_ of officials who 
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have signed the agreement could be determined by the 
New York Times in inquiries to over thirty agencies. But 
according to official spokespeople, not one White 
House, Defense Department or Treasury Department 
employee has signed. Officials at the State, Justice and 
Energy Departments said they knew of no high officials 
and of only a few lower officials who had signed. A CIA 
representative said, not surprisingly, that the number of 
people in that agency who had signed was itself a secret. 
Reported in: New York Times, December 16. 

in review 
Censorship, Libraries and the Law, Haig Bosmajian. 
Neal-Schuman, 1983. 217 p. $22.95. 

This book is a compilation of court decisions which 
relate to censorship in school libraries. Though a pur
pose is not clearly stated, the book is intended to serve 
as a resource tool for individuals defending school 
libraries from censorship attempts as well as a tool to 
gain understanding of the politics involved in attempted 
suppression of print media. The foreword by Nat Hen
toff and the introduction by Bosmajian are very strong 
and provide a good discussion of the problem. 
Discussions of the Pico decisions are particularly infor
mative. 

Two sections of cases are included: the first includes 
cases specifically pertaining to the school library; the se
cond section is a collection of relevant Supreme Court 
rulings often used by the lower courts for justification. 
The first category includes cases dating back to 1924 but 
strongly emphasizes cases from 1971 through the Pico 
Supreme Court decision in 1982. All three of the Pico 
decisions are included. The second section contains a 
variety of relevant decisions although some notable ones 
were omitted. The Pacifica, Roth, and Miller decisions 
were briefly mentioned in the introduction but not in
cluded in the text. Each case is preceded by an abstract. 

Strong points of the book include the introduction 
and the convenience of having such a compilation of 
decisions readily available for reference. Weak points 
include the brief index which omits any reference to 
Pacifica, Miller, or Roth, and the lack of a stated pur
pose or explanatory notes for the reader. 

The book will serve as a good complement to Censor
ship of Public School Library and Instructional 
Material, Censorship Litigation and the Schools, and 
The First Freedom. -Reviewed by Janis H. 
Bruwelheide, Montana State University, Secondary 
Education and Foundations, Bozeman, Montana. 
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censorship dateline 

libraries 

Lincoln, Nebraska 
A man who said he found young boys ogling Playboy 

magazine at a public library asked Lincoln Library 
Board members December 15 to remove the periodical 
from the shelf and destroy back issues. Gordon Ander
son said he was in the Gere Branch Library when he was 
disturbed by a group of children gathered around a 
Playboy issue. Anderson said he took the magazine 
away from the "ringleader" of the group, whom he 
judged to be about eleven. 

The boy told Anderson he had asked for Playboy at 
the desk and the librarian checked it out to him. Upon 
discovering that it was the library's policy "to give it to 
anyone of any age at any time," Anderson filed a com
plaint with Carol Connor, director of libraries. 

"I'm not asking you to remove all sex education 
books or all passionate novels or anything like that from 
the system, but pornography is an entirely different 
thing. Playboy is pornography and it doesn't need to be 
in the library system," Anderson told the library board. 
"I'm asking the library to remove the magazine and 
destroy all back issues as I feel it's pure pornography. A 
line has to be drawn somewhere." 

According to Connor, Playboy is in high de~and-it 
is used between thirty and sixty times per issue. At the 
time of the incident described by Anderson, the 
magazine was kept behind the librarian's desk because it 
was often mutilated. But, Connor added, the library's 
policy was to deny no patron, including minors, access 
to library materials. 

Board Chair Tom Fischer said the complaint would 
be referred to the board's administrative subcommittee. 
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In preliminary discussion, however, board member Ted 
Kooser told Anderson: "I'm sympathetic to you being 
disturbed by this incident. [But] I do find it difficult to 
accept one person's opinion of a magazine as being the 
reason to remove it from the entire library system." 
Reported in: Lincoln Journal, December 15; Lincoln 
Star, December 16. 

Henderson, Nevada 
In November, a group of Henderson parents called 

for the removal from the public library of a sex educa
tion book, What's Happening To Me?, because its con
tents are "too sexually explicit and unsuitable for 
children." The book describes the effects of puberty 
and sexuality and is aimed at readers in the 10- to 
14-year old range. None of the book's sections deal with 
intercourse, but rather with topics like acne, menstrua
tion, masturbation, voice change, circumcision and sex
ual development. Reported in: Las Vegas Review
Journal, November 25. 

Howard, Wisconsin 
Because one parent objected to it, the Howard

Suamico School Board has appointed a five~member 
committee to decide whether high school students 
should have access to Judy Blume's popular novel 
Forever. The book was purchased for Bayview Middle 
School but never reached its library shelves because ad
ministrators decided it contains material unsuitable for 
that age group. Forever was also removed from the high 
school library pending the committee's report. 

Under board policy, a parent who objects to library 
material may request that a committee study the 
challenged work. The committee then makes a recom
mendation to the board. The parent objecting to 
Forever was Rosalae Schultz. 

"I just feel that it demoralizes marital sex," she ex
plained. "If it had pictures you could put it in the adult 
bookstore." Forever chronicles the first sexual ex
periences of a high school senior. Several Blume books 
were previously targets of a local parent group, Parents 
Aiding Education Inc., which several years ago tried to 
ban her books from nearby Brown County Schools. 
Reported in: Green Bay Press-Gazette, December 8. 

Gillette, Wyoming 
The issue of book-banning has taken center stage in 

the Campbell County School System. The controversy is 
focused on two fantasy novels by best-selling author 
Stephen King, The Shining and Firestarter, but has ex
panded to include reconsideration of selection and 
review procedures for school libraries. 

It all began in late October when parents Gerald and 
Barbara Brose challenged the presence of The Shining in 
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district libraries, charging the story contains violence, 
demonic possession and ridicules the Christian religion 
(see Newsletter, Jan. 1984, p. 10). On November 9, a 
nine-member Reconsideration Committee agreed to 
remove the book from junior high school libraries but 
refused to restrict it at the high school level. That's 
where Roy Casady stepped in. 

Casady, an unsuccessful candidate for the school 
board in September, had just the previous day succeed
ed in getting the ,board to delay consideration of a revis
ed library policy. Specifically, Casady objected to a plan 
to drop from the selection policy a paragraph calling for 
"elimination of the unimportant, the cheap and trivial, 
the deliberately distorted, sensational or offensive, par
ticularly in the fields of sex, religion, social prejudice, 
political ideology and fiction." 

Learning of the decision to retain The Shining in the 
high schools, Casady appealed to the full school board, 
which agreed to hear the matter in January. Meanwhile, 
the Broses challenged the second King novel, 
Firestarter, objecting to its alleged "graphic descrip
tions of sexual acts, vulgar language, and violence.'' 
Before an emotional audience of 75, the Reconsidera
tion Committee listened to two hours of debate on the 
book December 7 before voting 8-1 to make it available 
to all students in grades 7-12, at the discretion of district 
librarians. 

Opponents of banning may have thought they won a 
victory, but in the meantime new changes were being 
proposed in the review process which some teachers call
ed "frightening." To take into account Casady's con
cerns, the proposed policy was revised once more. The 
passage which Casady wanted retained from the old 
policy was restored, but, perhaps more important, new 
provisions were added, including a section which reads: 
"Selection errors may occur. The process for withdraw
ing selection errors shall be a majority decision by the 
building principal, media coordinator and the 
library/media specialist within the calendar year follow
ing the year purchased." In addition, the signatures of 
all three of the above would be required to order new 
materials. 

The Campbell County School Board was scheduled to 
hear Casady's appeal of The Shining decision and to 
debate the proposed review policy in February. 
Reported in: Gillette News-Record, November 6, 10, 23, _ 
December 6, 8, 28, 30, January 6, 8, 9, 11. 

schools 

Church Hill, Tennessee 
An effort by conservative fundamentalists to remove 

- from Church Hill Middle School several books in the 
Holt-Rinehart and Winston reading series, including 
Riders on the · Earth, To See Ourselves, and Great 
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Waves Are Breaking, has erupted into a major school 
textbook censorship controversy. The protestors claim 
the reading series indoctrinates students in "secular 
humanist" beliefs, including a bias against the Bible, 
sexual permissiveness and rebellion against authority. 

The brouhaha began after the Hawkins County 
School Board turned down a parental request 
September 8 to remove the books from the sixth-, 
seventh-, and eighth-grade curricula. A group of 
parents formed an organization called Citizens Organiz
ed for Better Schools (COBS) to protest (see Newsletter, 
Jan. 1984, p. 11). Vicky Frost, whose daughter is in the 
sixth grade at Church Hill Middle School, warned the 
school board that "there will probably be other action 
on this. What will happen if we don't send our kids to 
the class?" she asked board members. 

For the next two months the situation grew steadily 
more tense, bursting once more into local headlines 
November 15 when ten children were suspended from 
school for three .days by Church Hill Middle School 
principal James Salley after they presented notes from 
their parents-members of COBS-saying they could 
not use the required books. All the suspended pupils 
had been studying an alternate reader most of the year, 
but a week earlier the school board voted unanimously 
to end use of such alternates because it was too disrup
tive for teachers. "It boils down to who is going to tell 
who to read what," said assistant principal Del Gillen
water. "This is a vocal minority who have some 
religious beliefs. We have 851 kids-we can't provide 
every child with a different textbook." 

When the suspensions ended, the situation escalated 
once more. On November 22, Mrs. Frost personally 
removed one of her children from the reading class and 
tried to teach the child herself in the school library. 
School officials objected and told her police would be 
called to remove her. The next day Frost appeared 
again, accompanied by Church Hill police chief Joe 
Ashbrook. When she repeated her actions, she was plac
ed under arrest. In addition, seven of the ten suspended 
children were suspended again, this time for ten days, 
after their parents declined a school system proposal 
that they continue in school without attending the 
reading class. 

In the meantime, COBS had won national support 
from the Washington-based Concerned Women of 
America, a Christian advocacy group headed by Moral 
Majority board member Beverly LaHave. This group 
provided COBS and Mrs. Frost with free legal counsel 
in the person of Michael Farris, former executive direc
tor of the Washington State Moral Majority, who two 
years ago unsuccessfully filed suit in that state against 
use of Gordon Parks' The Learning Tree. On December 
2, Farris filed suit in U.S. District Court on behalf of 
the protesting parents charging civil rights violations 
and requesting a preliminary injunction against further 
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suspensions. "We feel this is a landmark case," Farris 
said. 

Defenders of the school board were also not inactive, 
however. On December 5, a crowd estimated at between 
700 and 1,000 gathered at a meeting of the Church Hill 
PTA to form a new organization, Citizens Advocating 
the Right to Education (CARE). School board chair 
Harold Silvers told the meeting, "Public school 
educators should and do teach students how to think, 
not what to think." School Superintendent Bill 
Snodgrass drew an ovation when he attacked "outside 
agitators" and "extremist groups." "We Hawkins 
Countians do not need some outside group with objec
tives contrary to ours. Regardless of what cause they 
profess, we must keep our schools free so teaching and 
learning can occur," he said. "We do not believe that 
there is a teacher in our school system who would distort 
the mind of a child even if the opportunity presented 
itself." 

Buoyed by such support, the school responded with a 
third round of four suspensions December 8, the day 
before a scheduled court hearing on the civil rights suit. 
At that hearing, U.S. District Judge Thomas Hull refus
ed to grant an injunction against the suspensions. In
stead, he allowed ten days for submission of briefs and 
affidavits showing how the texts violated religious 
freedom. Reported in: Kingsport Times, November 13, 
15, 16, 19, 20, December 3, 5, 6, 7, 9; Morristown 
Citizen-Tribune, November 29, December 4, 8, 11; 
Johnson City Press-Chronicle, November 16, 23, 
December 3, 6; Greenville Sun, December 3, 5. 

student press 
New London, Connecticut 

Ostensibly, the dispute between the editorial staff of 
The College Voice, student newspaper at Connecticut 
College, and the Student Government Association, 
which on November 7 suspended the paper's funding, 
concerns organization matters. But editorial board 
members charged in a December 9 letter to the school's 
Board of Trustees that the shutdown is an act of censor
ship~ 

"This act is in violation of the college's guarantee of a 
free press not subject to administrative, faculty, student 
or public interference,'' the letter said. The student 
government officers claim the conflict stems from 
grievances filed by newspaper staffers and the editorial 
board's refusal to conduct a vote of confidence among 
the entire staff. The editors charge that no such call for 
a vote has in fact come from the staff. They instead in
timate that the shutdown is a response to the private 
publication of a critique of the student government 
system by the editor-in-chief. Reported in: New London 
Day, December 10. 
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Rock Hill, South Carolina 
A student editor's refusal to run an abortion ad in the 

Winthrop College student newspaper, The Johnsonian, 
led to the resignation of the paper's faculty adviser. 
Robert Bristow, who held the advising position for 
twenty years, informed the college publications board, 
"I am convinced I am no longer able to perform with 
the confidence of the editor and the staff." 

The dispute stemmed from an ad a Charlotte-based 
abortion clinic wanted to place. Editor Jeff Stanley 
refused to print it and Bristow, a communications pro
fessor, appealed to the publications board. Bristow said 
the paper accepted such ads in the past and noted that 
the campus student directory contains an abortion clinic 
ad. 

Stanley, who was supported by his staff, said he does 
not believe in abortions and does not believe readers 
want to see abortion ads. He argued that he has the right 
to refuse the ad because guidelines say he is responsible 
for newspaper content. Bristow, however, disagreed on 
the implications of the guidelines. "The editor refused 
to publish the ad on grounds that the ad violated his per
sonal moral beliefs," he wrote. "I respect his beliefs, of 
course, but the editor signed a statement when he ap
plied for the position of editor that he would uphold the 
newspaper's guidelines, as did I." At the time of his 
resignation, the publications board had yet to rule on 
Bristow's appeal. Reported in: Charleston Post, 
November 8. 

Aberdeen, South Dakota 
The Student Activities Committee of Northern State 

College voted December 13 to withhold funding from 
the campus biweekly, Exponent, while the student 
group recruits outside assistance to reorganize campus 
publications. Editor Deanna Demory called the move 
censorship. 

"The bottom line is we're being censored for editorial 
content. They're freezing the funding because of 
editorial content," she charged. Demory said the Expo
nent was "accused of creating a negative image of Nor
thern State College, yet I can't think of anything more 
damaging to a campus than to have its student publica
tion censored." 

Student Association President Mike McCafferty, 
however, said editorial content was not in question. He 
wrote that the funding freeze would test how much 
students miss the publication. If they don't, the student 
government will save $30,000 annually by doing without 
it. Reported in: Sioux Falls Argus-Leader, December 
15. 

Gillette, Wyoming 
Nine Campbell County High School (CCHS) jour

nalism students have won the support of the 
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Washington-based Student Press Law Center in a fight 
with their school board over censorship. They are pro
testing a board policy which prevented them from 
publishing a nationally syndicated cartoon about the 
Moral Majority and Santa Claus. Drawn by Don 
Wright of the Miami News, the cartoon was to appear in 
the December 20 issue of Camel Tracks, the student 
newspaper. 

CCHS principal Jay Cason said he wouldn't allow the 
cartoon because it ridiculed individuals, something the 
district prohibits. The school policy says "materials 
shall not contain false statements or innuendos that 
would subject any person to hatred, ridicule, contempt 
or injury of reputation," Cason said. "I think that I'm 
fairly broad-minded and I wouldn't begin to say that 
this is smut or dirty." But the cartoon is "ridiculing the 
conservative viewpoint" and "the bottom line is-I'm 
reponsible for the general operation of the school." 

Gillette schools have seen several attempts recently to 
ban books from school library shelves (see page 39; 
Newsletter, Jan. 1984, p. 10). Camel Tracks editor 
Dennis Cross said · the cartoon was selected to address 
those recent events. "The cartoon shows the way that 
people are always looking for things in books to take 
them off the shelves," Cross said, adding that no insult 
was intended to any organization but only to "show 
students what's going on." 

CCHS journalism instructor and the paper's advisor, 
Judy Worth, said, "The issue is not the cartoon. The 
issue is whether we have a right to run what we want." 
According to Student Press Law Center director Marc 
Abrams, the student journalists do have such rights. In 
a five-and-one-half page letter to Cason, Abrams 
argued that county policy and procedures are "far 
beyond the legal limits on what is allowable behavior by 
administrators" and "constitutionally deficient in 
almost every respect." Reported in: Gillette News
Record, December 11, 14; Cheyenne State-Tribune, 
December 13. 

colleges and universities 
St. Paul, Minnesota 

Playboy and Playgirl magazines will no longer be sold 
in the Macalester College bookstore, Thomas Levitan, 
assistant dean and director of the student union, an
nounced November 10. "There were some strong feel
ings on the part of the community that the way in
dividuals were depicted in those magazines was not con
sonant with the college's ideals," Levitan explained. 
''The decision was based on the fact that selling those 
magazines caused discomfort or anger.'' 

Controversy over the magazines began last spring 
when the Macalester Women's Collective demanded 
their removal. The student newspaper, Mac Weekly, 
and others disagreed with the collective, appealing to 
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First Amendment rights. But by November it appeared 
attitudes had changed. Levitan's decision came less than 
a week after a letter from two alumni appeared in the 
Weekly excoriating the allegedly pornographic content 
of the two publications. 

Following the ban, the Weekly itself took no public 
stand, but editor Gretchen Lenger said, ''The paper is 
looking at this issue differently now. What we are say
ing now is that Levitan has a right to sell what he wan~ 
in the Union and that his decision not to sell th~ 
magazines is not a First Amendment issue.'' Reporte~ 
in: St. Paul Dispatch, November 30; Twin Citie1 
Reader, November 23. 

theatre 
Winona, Minnesota 

The controversial play Sister Mary Ignatius Explains 
It All for You, by Christopher Durang, which has pro
voked the ire of Catholic groups in several cities (see 
Newsletter, Jan. 1983, p. 12; May 1983, p. 86) ran into 
more trouble in December when a production opened at 
Winona State University. "As a legislator I find it my 
duty, really, to remind them that this has to be a blatant 
insult to my district, which is heavily Christian," said 
state Sen. Patricia Krone busch who wrote letters of pro
test to the drama department and university president 
Thomas Stark. 

"I don't even want to call it a takeoff," Kronebusch 
said. "It's actually a work of bigotry. Every line of this 
play is the most distasteful scoffing at any belief in 
Christ that I've ever read." The legislator was joined in 
her criticism by the Rev. Loras Watters, bishop of the 
Winona Catholic diocese, and members of the Catholic 
League for Religious and Civil Rights. 

Jacque Reidelberger, head of the theater arts depart
ment, said he thought Kronebusch sought to quash the 
production, but the legislator said she did ''not presume 
to exert any kind of censorship on anybody. I don't 
believe in it." In a statement to the press President Stark 
also defended the department's right to select material: 
"In the same manner that I would not determine for 
librarians what books should be included in our collec
tion, nor would I determine for English professors what 
literature selections should be included in our English 
curriculum, neither should I determine for the theater 
arts department which one-act plays should be part of 
the department's curriculum. However, in defending 
the theater department's right to produce the play, I 
would like to state I am grievously disappointed in the 
department's judgment. I have conveyed these feelings 
to the theater arts department, and intend to join the of
fended by not attending the play." Reported in: Min
neapolis Star and Tribune, December 14. 

Newsletter on Intellectual Freedom 

l 

I 



film 

Newport, Rhode Island 
When Flickers, The Newport Film Society, screens 

rare foreign films with subtitles, as it usually does, few 
people notice. But when the Society announced in mid
November that it would sponsor a showing of Last 
Tango in Paris, the 1972 film with Marlon Brando, 
directed by Bernardo Bertolucci, a work known for its 
steamy sex scenes, the society found itself in the middle 
of a debate over pornography which threatened its very 
existence. 

The brouhaha began when seventy-two year old 
church elder and four-term city councilman AI Angel, 
who admits he has not been to the movies "in 40 years, 
maybe 50," heard about the showing. "I don't agree 
with that type of movie," he announced. "I checked 
around to see if they had a right to do this." Angel 
found no statute prohibiting such films, but he did learn 
the society lacked a license to show movies at all. After 
hurried discussions with city officials, an order was 
issued to ban the showing and a Newport policeman 
barred 41 patrons from entering the movie house. 

It turned out that Flickers had applied for the re
quired permit, just as it had for some fifty previous 
films, but this time the application was filed a few hours 
late. When city officials decided without a formal vote 
to stop the film, they cited, however, its controversial 
nature and not the late license application. The society 
was then compelled to seek a license before the full city 
council, hardly the normal procedure. Reported in: Pro
vidence Journal, November 20. 

television 

Atlanta, Georgia 
Evangelist Jimmy Lee Swaggart's television show was 

canceled last November by two Atlanta stations after 
the Catholic archdiocese complained that Swaggart 
made anti-Catholic remarks on the air. W AGA-TV and 
W ANX-TV confirmed that they had dropped the thirty
minute program which had been broadcast daily. Ac
cording to Arbitron ratings, Swaggart's show has the 
largest audience among programs by television 
evangelists. 

"We got complaints from our people and we relayed 
our complaints to [the stations]," said the Rev. Noel 
Burtenshaw, director of communications for the Atlan
ta archdiocese. "He was saying things like 'Priests are 
just leading people to hell.' " Reported in: Baltimore 
Sun, November 26. 
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Washington County, Tennessee 
Under continuing pressure from the Tennessee 

Roundtable, American Cablesystems of Tennessee 
(ACT) announced November 15 that it would cease of
fering the Playboy Channel to Washington County 
subscribers. Citing dwindling subscriptions and negative 
public sentiment, the company said it would not be cost 
effective to continue the Playboy service. 

When ACT announced last summer it would offer the 
Playboy Channel, the Roundtable, an offshoot of the 
Moral Action League, brought 700 people to a county 
commission meeting to protest. The commission voted 
14-6 to ban the channel, but ACT ignored the move. In 
early November, Tennessee District Attorney General 
David Crockett revealed that, at the Roundtable's re
quest, he would review complaints that Playboy 
violated state obscenity laws. The cable system dropped 
the channel within two weeks of Crockett's announce
ment. 

Speaking for the Roundtable, Rev. Richard Taylor 
said the issue was not freedom of choice. "Morally, 
Biblically and legally, it's wrong," he explained. 
"They're going against our standards, which are best 
for us. I think the real issue has been brought to the sur
face because we have made an attempt to inform the 
public about the content of their programming. I feel 
this whole thing has been a spiritual battle, because 
anything that opposes what is wholesome enters the 
spiritual realm. Our thrust is against the immoral, 
obscene material that is being thrust into our com
munity by television, video and newsstand.'' Taylor 
said the Roundtable would now consider challenging the 
Home Box Office and Showtime cable programs. 
Reported in: Johnston City Press-Chronicle, November 
3, 4, 16. 

art 

San Francisco, California 
A Japanese screen painting of an English sailor with 

two bare-breasted geishas was ordered removed 
December 29 from an antique show in San Francisco 
because the show's promoter feared it would offend 
Asian-Americans. "I don't think it reflects well on the 
Japanese and Chinese people in the city,'' said promoter 
Elias Bustamante. "I don't think it's in good taste." 

The large painting, consisting of four panels, shows 
one woman holding a parasol over the sailor as he 
reclines with the other and fondles her. The work, done 
around 1920 by a Japanese artist, was hung behind an 
exhibit booth of antique porcelain by dealer Andrea 
Elukovich, who offered to sell the painting for $1500. 

"I was forced to take it down because he 
[Bustamante] thought it was suggestive," said 
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Elukovich. "It isn't pornography, it's art. To force me 
to take it down is preposterous. This isn't River City, 
Iowa. This is San Francisco. You'd think people here 
would have more sensitivity to art." Reported in: San 
Francisco Chronicle, December 30. 

Baltimore, Maryland 
On January 17, 24 graduate students from the 

Maryland Institute College of Art dismantled an exhibit 
of eighteen paintings and six$ulptures on display at the 
main branch of The Savings Bank of Baltimore, just 
five days after it went up. The removal came in response 
to a request from the bank that three "inappropriate" 
paintings come down. The students charged censorship. 

According to Trish Lyell, who helped assemble the 
show, the bank sought the removals despite an earlier 
pledge the show would not be censored. "They're 
breaking an agreement we felt we made in good faith," 
she said. The bank acknowledged breaking the agree
ment, but explained that remarks from employees and 
customers led officials to conclude that the three pain
tings might be offensive enought to warrant removal. 
"The bank was worried about depositors," said Ellen 
Krich of the institution's public relations office. "A lot 
of them are very conservative." 

The three "inappropriate" paintings were "Marlowe 
on Olympus," by Tim Kirk; "The Burning Dog," by 
Rick Morris; and "Leonard," by Gina Pierleoni. 
"Marlowe on Olympus" is a figurative painting of a 
woman in a bathing suit standing next to a fully-clothed 
seated man. Standing at a pool in the background is a 
male nude in profile whose penis is visible. " 'The Burn
ing Dog' " is just that," Lyell said. The third painting, 
"Leonard," is an abstract representation of an infant's 
naked bottom. Reported in: Baltimore Sun, January 17. 

foreign 
Sydney, Australia 

The Australian Broadcasting Tribunal, equivalent of 
the American FCC, ruled in December that a radio 
broadcast, "The Lesbian Sex Special," aired by a 
Sydney public broadcasting station November 18 was 
obscene and thus constituted a breach of the station's 
license. The tribunal decided to take no immediate ac
tion, but said the issue would be considered at the sta
tion's regular license renewal. 

"The Lesbian Sex Special" was aired as part of a 
regular program, "Gaywaves," geared toward a 
homosexual audience and conducted by the Sydney Gay 
Radio Collective. Aired at 11:30 p.m., the program con
sisted of discussion and personal comment in which a 
number of women exchanged experiences, with explicit 
d~scriptions of sexual activity and physical response. 
Reported in: Variety, December 28. 
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Bridgetown, Barbados 
Rickey Singh, Guyanese editor of the Barbados-based 

Caribbean Contact, a highly-regarded monthly publica
tion sponsored by the Caribbean Conference of 
Churches and the only pan-Caribbean newspaper, was 
given until December 2 to leave the country by the Bar
bados government and had to resign as editor after he 
published an editorial condemning the United States' in
vasion of Grenada. 

In the November issue, Singh reprinted his own 
analysis of the invasion which had previously appeared 
in a Barbados newspaper along with a statement by the 
CCC condemning the military assault. Barbados is one 
of the Caribbean nations which allegedly "requested" 
the U.S. move and facilitated the military operation. On 
November 1, Prime Minister Tom Adams sought to 
withdraw Singh's work permit and two weeks later 
issued the deadline for his departure. Meanwhile, the 
CCC reversed its position on the events in Grenada and 
Singh resigned. Reported in: Index on Censorship Brief
ing Paper, November 29. 

Brasilia, Brazil 
In September, 1982, Juvencio Mazzarollo, editor of 

the journal Nosso Tempo, was sentenced to a year's im
prisonment by a military court. For several years, Maz
zarollo published articles criticizing the way government 
organizations and local landowners were dealing with 
the Itaipu hydroelectric dam project on the Paraguayan 
border. In 1981, he wrote about the eviction of peasants 
from land near the dam. 

Mazzarollo was subsequently charged with ''making 
subversive propaganda by insulting, slandering or 
detracting from either a body or an organization exer
cising public authority or a civil servant in respect of 
his/her authority." When the journalist appealed for 
release on parole in September, 1983, the Supreme 
Military Tribunal decided instead to increase his 
sentence by a further two years. Mazzarollo responded 
with a two-week hunger strike. Reported in: Index on 
Censorship Briefing Paper, November 30. 

Beirut, Lebanon 
Once considered a bastion of press freedom in the 

Middle East, Lebanon is now subject to increasingly 
strict press censorship. In December, the government 
announced strict new rules according to which no 
reports concerning military information can be publish
ed. Newspapers were also forbidden from publishing 
reports that "breed discontent between different 
religious groups" or which criticize individual 
denominations. Press reports may not criticize the head 

(Continued on page 54) 
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U.S. Supreme Court 
The U.S. Supreme Court ruled January 18 that the 

jury selection process in trials must be open to the press 
and public, except in rare circumstances, to assure socie
ty that the criminal justice system functions fairly. The 
unanimous decision in Press-Enterprise Co. v. Superior 
Court of California, Riverside County, written by Chief 
Justice Warren E. Burger, was an important extension 
of the public's right to open trials, first announced by 
the court in 1980. It stemmed from a judge's closing of 
jury selection for a California rape-murder trial that 
resulted in a death sentence for the defendant. 

In most trials, jury selection, or voir dire, is done 
openly. Increasingly, however, judges have been closing 
the proceedings to protect the privacy or ensure the can
dor of potential jurors, who must often answer personal 
questions. In the case at issue, a judge closed all but 
three days of a six-week voir dire and refused to make 
public a transcript. The Riverside Press-Enterprise then 
unsuccessfully sought the transcript in the California 
Supreme Court. 

Reversing that court, Burger wrote that jury selection 
begins with "a presumption of openness." Openness, 
he wrote, has "what is sometimes described as a 'com
munity therapeutic value' .... Criminal acts, especial
ly violent crimes, often provoke public concern, even 
outrage and hostility; this in turn generates a communi
ty urge to retaliate and desire to have justice done. 
When the public is aware that the law is being enforced 
and the criminal justice system is functioning, an outlet 
is provided for these ... reactions and emotions." 

Closed jury selection proceedings are not "absolutely 
precluded," the court ruled, "but must be rare" and 
limited. A judge may consider private questioning, for 
example, when interrogation "touches on deeply per
sonal matters" such as private experiences with rape. 
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Still, "the privacy interests of such a prospective juror 
must be balanced against the historic values" of open
ness. Burger said a juror must request private question
ing and the judge must give specific reasons for it. 
Transcripts should be released later, with deletions 
made only of those portions "reasonably entitled to 
privacy." 

Justices Harry A. Blackmun and John Paul Stevens 
joined the majority but filed additional concurring 
statements. Justice Thurgood Marshall filed a separate 
concurrence, objecting to the exception Burger allowed 
for "deeply personal matters." Reported in: 
Washington Post, January 19. 

prior restraint 
Denver, Colorado 

Three weeks after ordering a law publisher not to 
publish a judge's opinion which the Justice Department 
claimed unduly criticized its tax division, a three-judge 
panel of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Tenth Cir
cuit lifted the ban January 24 after considering Supreme 
Court precedents "broadly banning prior restraints." 

The January 3 decision ordering West Publishing 
Co. of Minnesota "to delay temporarily" publishing 
the August 25 opinion by Denver Judge Fred M. Win
ner, issued by Judges William J. Holloway Jr., 
Stephanie K. Seymour and Luther L. Bohannon, had 
stirred a storm of protest. (The Tenth Circuit is head
quartered in Denver, but all three members of the panel 
are located in Oklahoma.) James C. Goodale, a New 
York lawyer active in First Amendment defense, said 
the order should not "have withstood the mildest breeze 
from the First Amendment." Calling the order 
"frightening" in its implications, he said, "Iflegal opi
nions can be as easily enjoined as this, any kind of 
publication would be fair game for court injurrction." 

The January 3 order was issued without prior notice 
to West or to the defendants in the tax fraud case which 
is the subject of the original opinion. On December 28, 
Glenn L. Archer, Jr., a Reagan appointee in charge of 
the tax division, asked the appeals panel, then consider
ing the government's appeal of Judge Winner's deci
sion, to order West to bar publication of Winner's 
opinion. Before the order, West had included the opi
nion in a paperback "advance sheet" of its Federal Sup
plement, but was forced to delete the decision from its 
bound volume which was printed while the order was 
still in effect. 

In vacating their own ruling, the appellate panel notes 
that ''it is arguable that there is some distinction 
between a restraint on all dissemination of an opinion 
and a directive to a publishing company, as the reporter 
of a court's decisions, to delay publication." But the 
panel went on to cite the Supreme Court's landmark 
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1971 decision in the "Pentagon Papers" case to deny 
the Justice Department request. In that case, the Court 
asserted that any prior restraint on publication "comes 
to this Court bearing a heavy presumption against its 
constitutional validity." Reported in: New York Times, 
January 22, 23, 25. 

church and state 
Los Angeles, California 

Ten days before the end of 1983, the year proclaimed 
by President Reagan as the "Year of the Bible," a Los 
Angeles federal judge dismissed a suit filed by a unit of 
the American Civil Liberties Union charging that the 
proclamation, which asked Americans to read the Bible, 
was unconstitutional. Ruling December 22 in the case of 
Zwerling v. Reagan, Chief U.S. District Judge Manuel 
Real said the joint resolution of Congress passed in Oc
tober, 1982, and the subsequent proclamation made by 
Reagan February 3, were not binding as law and did not 
violate the First Amendment separation of church and 
state. 

"The joint resolution of Congress does not exact any 
particular behavior from any individual,'' Real 
declared. "Nor does it authorize the President to exact 
any particular behavior from any individual. It certainly 
imposes no penalties or sanctions of any kind. It is not a 
'law.' " 

The sixteen plaintiffs included clergy from the Chris
tian, Jewish, Buddhist and Sikh faiths, along with 
humanists, agnostics and atheists. Their suit, argued by 
ACLU attorney Gilbert Gaynor, asserted that the pro
clamation harmed the plaintiffs by singling out those 
who do not believe in the Bible as the word of God as 
second-class citizens. 

During several hearings, Judge Real argued sharply 
with Gaynor over whether the proclamation constituted 
a law. "In taking this position they [the plaintiffs] 
assume a false major premise-that is, all actions of 
Congress are laws," the judge wrote in his opinion. 
"Reagan simply states in his proclamation matters of 
unimpeachable historical fact concerning the place the 
Bible and Judeo-Christian philosophy has in our na
tional heritage," he said. "What the President is doing 
is more obviously an attempt to rekindle in today's 
society the patriotic zeal of Madison, Jefferson, 
Washington, Jackson, Lincoln and Wilson." Real com
pared the proclamation with the annual presidential 
Thanksgiving Day proclamation and said neither was 
"sufficiently forceful to mandate religious conduct.'' 
Reported in: Los Angeles Times, December 23. 
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Denver, Colorado 
The City of Denver's annual nativity scene displayed 

at the City and County Building does not violate a pro
vision of the Colorado constitution prohibiting govern
ment bodies from showing religious preference, Denver 
District Judge James C. Flanigan ruled December 21. 
Life-size figures of Mary, Joseph, the infant Jesus, 
shepherds and the wise men are "in a position of pro
minence equal to Santa Claus, his sleigh and reindeer," 
said Flanigan. "Visually, one is not highlighted over the 
other" and hence if the scene has "any effect upon 
religious beliefs or practices, it is remote." 

This was the second time Judge Flanigan heard 
arguments on the case. A legal challenge to the display 
was brought in 1981 by four non-Christians, but 
Flanigan dismissed the case last year, saying the plain
tiffs had no legal standing or grounds for suit. That 
decision was overturned by the Colorado Supreme 
Court, which ordered him to rehear the case. The 
challenge will now apparently return to the state 
Supreme Court for a final resolution. 

A federal court challenge to the Denver nativity 
display, which claims it violates the U.S. Constitution, 
is also pending. No action will be taken in that case, 
however, until the U.S. Supreme Court rules on a 
nativity challenge in Pawtucket, Rhode Island. 
Reported in: Denver Post, December 22. 

shopping malls 

Hartford, Connecticut 
A divided Connecticut Supreme Court ruled January 

17 that a privately owned suburban shopping mall can 
bar organizations seeking to conduct political activities. 
In a 3-2 decision, the state's highest court upheld the 
owners of W estfarms Mall, a large shopping center on 
the West Hartford-Farmington town line, in a bitter 
three-year legal battle with the Connecticut chapter of 
the National Organization for Women. The ruling over
turned a lower court decision that allowed NOW limited 
rights to solicit shoppers for signatures on petitions sup
porting the Equal Rights Amendment (see Newsletter, 
May 1983, p. 77; July 1983, p. 116; Sept. 1983, p. 147; 
Nov. 1983, p. 193). 

The opinion of the court noted that the U.S. Supreme 
Court in a 1972 decision rejected the contention that a 
privately-owned shopping center was the equivalent of a 
municipal business district, where "expressive activity" 
was protected by the First Amendment. Eight years 
later, however, the high court invited state courts to 
consider the issue under their own constitutions. The 
Connecticut decision marked the first time a state's 
highest court held for a mall owner. The highest courts 
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in California, Massachusetts, Washington, New Jersey 
and Pennsylvania have upheld citizens' rights to 
distribute literature and petition in privately-owned 
shopping centers. A lower-court decision favoring free 
access is currently on appeal in New York. 

The Connecticut majority admitted that NOW sought 
limited access to a shopping center and not all private 
property. ''We are unable, however, to discern' any legal 
basis distinguishing this commercial complex from 
other places where large numbers of people congregate, 
affording superior opportunities for political solicita
tion," the justices said. Writing for the minority, 
Associate Justice Ellen A. Peters argued that "state 
courts today have the opportunity as well as the obliga
tion to begin to adapt state constitutional provisions to 
the issues presented by a society dominated by large in
dustrial and commercial groups." Reported in: New 
York Times, January 18, 19. 

schools 
Chicago, Dlinois 

A federal judge opened the doors of the Chicago 
public schools January 24 to an antiwar group that 
plans to hang posters, distribute literature and counsel 
students on nonviolent alternatives to military service. 
U.S. District Judge George N. Leighton ruled the 
Chicago Board of Education must allow the Clergy and 
Laity Concerned and other antiwar groups to offer a 
counterpoint to messages already being delivered by 
military recruiters in high schools. 

The ruling by Judge Leighton came in a suit filed 
against the board last April by the interfaith group. It 
charged school officials with allowing armed forces 
recruiters "free and exclusive" access to high schools 
while barring their group from presenting alternatives. 

The board's actions, Leighton ruled, were in violation 
of the First and Fourteenth Amendments. "Once a 
school opens its doors to outside groups, it must do so 
under principles which are constitutionally valid," the 
judge said. "It is well settled that once a forum is open
ed for the expression of views, regardless of how 
unusual the forum, under the dual mandate of the First 
Amendment and equal protection clause, neither the 
government nor any private censor may pick and choose 
between those views which may or may not be express
ed." 

"The school board has opened up its forum to one 
group but denied access to groups with opposing 
views," Leighton continued. "It is picking and choos
ing which views may or may not be expressed to its 
students. But this form of censorship cannot be 
tolerated in absence of a constitutionally valid reason." 
The Chicago Board of Education announced that it will 
appeal the ruling. Reported in: Chicago Tribune, 
January 25. 
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open records 
Washington, D.C. 

On December 30, a U.S. District Court Judge blocked 
the National Archives from releasing 1.5 million pages 
of sensitive political documents from Richard M. 
Nixon's presidential administration. In a brief order, 
Judge Thomas F. Hogan barred release of the materials 
and struck down as unconstitutional part of the law that 
regulated public access to them. Hogan said the regula
tions were "unlawful and void." Under the ruling, the 
Archives will continue to control the papers but may not 
release them until new regulations are issued and take 
effect. 

The ruling was a victory for 29 former Nixon aides. 
The political materials, which Nixon's staff placed in a 
"special file" for sensitive papers are said to include 
candid assessments of various members of Congress and 
federal officials. The General Services Administration 
had planned to release the documents last fall and even
tually to release an additional40 million pages of Nixon 
files and, by 1985, 6,000 hours of White House tapes. 
The aides sued the GSA to block release, claiming this 
would violate their privacy and deny them due process 
by treating their papers differently from those of other 
administrations. 

Judge Hogan said the decision "will not mean that 
the public will be foreclosed indefinitely or permanently 
from access to the materials authored by" the Nixon 
aides. "It will only mean that the access will be 
delayed." The decision, he wrote, "is aimed at the pro
cess of providing for access, not at the result of access 
itself." 

Hogan added, "If the [GSA] administrator or Con
gress work swiftly, then appropriately promulgated 
regulations may become effective in the relatively near 
future, assuring public access to the materials with due 
regard to individual rights." 

The ruling relied on the Supreme Court decision last 
June that declared "legislative vetoes" unconstitu
tional. The regulations at issue contained a provision 
for such a veto, and the Nixon aides argued that they 
also were tainted by improper congressional threats to 
veto them. The order did not effect the 1974 act which 
authorizes government custody of Nixon's papers and 
tape recordings or whether they should be made public, 
but only the regulations governing which materials 
would be released and when. 

Former Nixon press secretary Ronald L. Ziegler, one 
of the plaintiffs, said that "no one can operate at the 

' highest levels of government knowing that what they 
write will be released in ten years." Another plaintiff, 
former presidential speechwriter Patrick Buchanan, 
called the ruling "a victory for the right of privacy." 
Nixon himself was not a party to the suit because he and 
the Archives had previously reached a compromise. 
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In 1978, Congress voted to require all future 
presidents, beginning with the Reagan administration, 
to give the Archives all documents related to their of
ficial duties while allowing them to designate papers 
that can be kept secret for up to twelve years. Reported 
in: Washington Post, December 31. 

open trials 
Washington, D.C. 

A federal appeals court ruling could create broad, 
new privacy rights for corporations and limit reporters' 
access to court records, according to First Amendment 
lawyers. A three-judge panel of the U.S. Court of Ap
peals for the District of Columbia ruled January 6 that a 
federal judge should keep secret thousands of pages of 
evidence prepared for but never used in a libel suit filed 
by Mobil Corporation President William Tavoulareas 
against the Washington Post. The panel barred the Post 
from publishing information obtained from the 
materials designated confidential by Mobil and not used 
at the 1982 libel trial. 

In an opinion authored by Judge Edward Tamm, the 
court said "constitutionally protected privacy interests 
in Mobil's confidential commercial information" 
outweigh any public interest in disclosing the material. 
The court said the press and public don't have any right 
of access guaranteed by the Constitution to materials 
assembled by lawyers in the discovery, or pre-trial, 
stages of a lawsuit. Judge Tamm was joined by Judge 
Malcolm R. Wilkey and Senior Judge George E. 
MacKinnon. 

The decision marks a potentially far-reaching exten
sion of a 1980 Supreme Court ruling that upheld 
government censorship of the writings of former 
employees of the CIA. The Supreme Court has ruled 
that individuals have a constitutional right of privacy in 
certain limited contexts, but it has never ruled that the 
Constitution gives corporations a general privacy right 
for their secrets, although state laws have long recogniz
ed corporate interest in safeguarding confidential 
business information. 

It is a "dangerous and unprecedented decision" that 
"favors unjustifiable secrecy," said Jack Landau, 
director of the Reporters' Committee for Freedom of 
the Press. "The Court of Appeals has, for most prac
tical purposes, given corporations the right to, suppress 
information which may be newsworthy, embarassing or 
which may even demonstrate that the corporation or its 
officers have committed fraud or other serious crimes,'' 
Landau said. 

Another First Amendment specialist, Bruce Sanford, 
said the decision appeared to conflict with a 1979 ruling 
by another panel of the same court which said the con
stitutional guarantee of free expression requires open-
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ness in pretrial proceedings. "It's almost as if the 
court is approaching it backwards, trying to create a 
presumption of secrecy instead of openness," Sanford 
said. Reported in: New York Times, January 7; Wall 
Street Journal, January 9. 

libel 
Albany, New York 

In a unanimous decision, the New York State Court 
of Appe'l}s. the state's highest court, November 23 
threw out a $160 million libel suit filed by a woman who 
claimed her former boyfriend libeled her in his novel by 
mo<;leling a negative character, a prostitute, after her. 
The case of Lisa Springer v. Viking Press and Robert 
Tirl,e over Tine's novel State of Grace had been carefully 
watched by publishers. 

In an unsigned two-paragraph ruling, the court af
firmed a previous ruling of the Appellate Division 
against Springer (see Newsletter, May 1983, p. 79). The 
justices said, ''The similarity of given name, physical 
height, weight and build, incidental grooming habits 
and recreational activities of plaintiff and Lisa Blake, a 
minor character in a work of fiction, are insufficient to 
establish that the publication was 'of and concerning' 
plaintiff.'' 

Viking had considered the case a test of just how 
much license an author has to draw upon real people 
when creating a character in a novel. "If similarities to 
even a minor fictional character are sufficient to war
rant a trial, our courts will be continually entertaining 
plaintiffs with overactive imaginations," lawyers for 
Viking contended. "If every Walter Mitty who imagines 
himself a character in a work of fiction is entitled to a 
trial, the great American novel will have to be published 
somewhere else." Reported in: New York Times, 
November 23, 24; Washington Post, November 24. 

obscenity 
Atlanta, Georgia 

In an unusual decision, the twelve justices of the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the Eleventh Circuit on October 
17 declined to rule on whether the controversial movie 
Caligula was obscene, reporting instead that they were 
hopelessly deadlocked, 6-6, on the issue. The court's 
one-page ruling said a May 1981 decision that the film is 
not obscene by U.S. District Judge Richard Freeman is 
"affirmed by operation of law," which means 
Freeman's decision will be allowed to stand. 

The ruling was the latest chapter in the lengthy legal 
battle begun by former Fulton County Soliciter Hinson 
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McAuliffe, who tried to keep the movie out of Atlanta 
· theaters. Freeman's decision had been overturned by a 

three-judge panel of the Appeals Court, but that was 
vacated after the justices agreed to hear the case en 
bane, or as a group (see Newsletter, Jan. 1984, p. 19). 
Reported in: Atlanta Journal, October 18. 

Indianapolis, Indiana 
Federal District Judge James E. Noland refused to 

grant a temporary restraining order December 2 that 
would allow the Plaza Entertainment Center adult 
bookstore to open its doors. Noland said he would 
decide later whether the closing of the store before it 
ever opened violated First Amendment rights. 

The store was to open August 1, but Marion Circuit 
Court Judge Pro Tempore Anthony J. Metz instructed 
Indianapolis police to seal its doors. Metz's action came 
in a civil suit filed by county prosecutor Stephen 
Goldsmith claiming fifteen persons and six businesses 
were involved in organized crime. Under Indiana's 
Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act, 
assets of businesses may be seized if it can be proven the 
business was distributing obscene material. Goldsmith 
based his suit on the purchase of seven videotapes by 
police at World Video Systems and The Adult Toy & 
Gift Shop, which he alleged were owned by the same 
people as Plaza Entertainment. 

The statute allowed seizure of material if there had 
been two convictions under state obscenity statutes. 
That law was repealed by the Indiana General Assembly 
September 1, a month after the store was padlocked. 
There had, however, been no obscenity convictions 
against any of the stores. According to a representative 
of the prosecutor's office, the state needed only "two 
acts that would fall under criminal statutes. We don't 
necessarily have to have a conviction." 

The store's attorney, John H. Weston of California, 
called Goldsmith's actions "the worst example of sus
tained prosecutorial arrogance." With the "mere show
ing of probable cause of obscenity," authorities closed 
the store for 124 days, Weston said. "It's prejudgment. 
There's no determination or conviction of obscenity." 
Reported in: Indianapolis Star, December 3. 

cable TV 
Vernon Hills, Ulinois 

A federal judge has refused to dismiss a lawsuit filed 
against the town of Ve~non Hills by the American Civil 
Liberties Union on behalf of town resident James 
McGhee that contends the village violated the First 
Amendment by banning X-rated movies on cable televi
sion. U.S. District Judge Charles Kocoras issued a state
ment December 6 requesting a pre-trial conference with 
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attorneys on both sides February 7. 
The suit, filed in April, charged the city with denying 

residents rights by incorporating a 1980 franchise agree
ment between the town and Centel Communications 
Co. into its cable television ordinance. Centel's policy 
of not showing X-rated movies was written into the 
agreement and hence became part of the ordinance. 
Reported in: Libertyville Independent Register, 
December 22. 

political advertising 
Providence, Rhode Island 

Rhode Island laws prohibiting anonymous political 
advertising and discouraging candidates from using the 
names of opponents in advertising are constitutional, 
Superior Court Judge Antonio S. Almeida ruled 
December 1. The laws were challenged by Aram K. 
Berberian, a former laywer who waged a losing cam
paign for state Senate in 1978. Berberian alleged the 
laws violate the First Amendment's protection of free 
speech. 

Almeida ruled, however, that the marginal loss of 
free expression coming with the ban on anonymity is 
more than made up for by the public's interest in clean 
elections. "The purpose of the First Amendment is to 
shield only those who openly and in good faith publicly 
examine the official and private conduct of candidates 
for public office," he ruled. 

Almeida also found in favor of a state law prohibiting 
use of an individual's name or portrait in advertising 
without permission. The law has been the basis on 
which most candidates have chosen not to mention op
ponents by name in political ads. Reported in: Pro
vidence Journal, December 2. 

colleges and universities 
Chicago Heights, Illinois 

A federal judge has upheld Prairie State College's 
decision to remove an exhibit of stained glass pictures 
considered sexually and racially offensive. "In the set
ting of a community college, they [school ad
ministrators] must be concerned with maintaining a 
positive relationship between the college and the com
munity from which it draws students and upon which it 
depends for financial support," U.S. District Judge 
James Parsons said in a January 11 ruling. 

The dispute surrounded the showing in 1980 of three 
stained glass replicas of Aubrey Beardsley's drawings of 
scenes from Lysistrata. The replicas were made by 
Albert Piarowski, then chair of the college art depart
ment. College officials removed the pictures after they 
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were displayed for two weeks in a prominent campus 
gallery after students complained they were offensive. 
Piarowski challenged the decision with support from the 
ACLU. Reported in: Chicago Tribune, January 12. 

etc. 
San Francisco, California 

The First Amendment protects the right of a street 
minister to accost San Francisco women and call them 
whores, a Municipal Court judge reluctantly concluded 
November 30. "I completely disagree with what he 
did," Judge Philip Moscone said later. "Had I been 
she, I would have been tempted to handle him in a more 
vigorous way." 

The incident in question took place last May 24 as 
Mary Golden, a legal assistant with the city attorney's 
office, was walking across Civic Center plaza where 
fundamentalist preacher Richard Rife was, as usual, 
spreading the word. Rife followed her, pointing his 
finger, and used her to illustrate his message. "He said 
that women who leave their homes and go out to work 
and carry briefcases and wear suits think they are 
liberated and liberated women are whores," Golden, 
who had a briefcase and wore a suit at the time, told the 
court. 

This was the fourth time such an incident had hap
pened to Golden and she decided to confront Rife. 
When he repeated his accusations, she called police and 
made a citizen's arrest. "Our position is that if you can 
show that his statements tended to incite an individual 
to violence, then you have a disturbing the peace situa
tion," prosecutor Noel Edlin explained. "The First 
Amendment doesn't protect face-to-face confrontation, 
and that's exactly what you have here." 

Judge Moscone disagreed. "The law requires me to 
find that what he does and says presents a clear danger 
of immediate violence ... general violence in the com
munity," he said. "He might have violated some code 
section but not disturbing the peace." Reported in: San 
Francisco Examiner, December 1. 

Somerville, Maine 
A Somerville man has won his right to change "Vaca

tionland" to "Radiationland" on his Maine license 
plates as an expression of his anti-nuclear point of view. 
In a decision rendered in Kennebec County' Superior 
Court, Justice Donald G. Alexander said that if the 
Maine Legislature wanted to prohibit people from 
changing the state slogan, it could have done so. 

The decision arose in the case of William Berube Jr., 
a twenty-two-year-old truck driver. Berube obtained a 
vanity license plate reading "NO-U235" and then 
altered the plate by placing tape over the first three let
ters of "Vacationland" and making it say "Radia-
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tionland." Berube used the plate for two years before 
the secretary of state's office confiscated it after receiv
ing a complaint from an unnamed citizen. 

"Mr. Berube has no serious religious or political ob
jection to the 'Vacationland' slogan," Alexander said. 
"Rather, he believes that vacationers and citizens alike 
should be warned of the risks arising from operation of 
a nuclear power plant, and he amended his license plate 
in an effort to provide that warning and, presumably, to 
make a personal political comment.'' While allowing 
that the state "has a legitimate interest in assuring that 
the plates [are] displayed in a manner which permits 
ready notice and identification,'' Alexander said the 
display of Berube's plate "is not in any way compromis
ed" by the small piece of tape he attached to it. 
Reported in: Portland Press-Herald, December 7. 

Stoughton, Massachusetts 
Stripper Chesty Morgan's contention that efforts to 

stop her from flaunting her 73-inch bust "chill her ex
pression of her First Amendment rights" is not 
reasonable, according to Massachusetts Superior Court 
Judge William G. Young. Young refused to issue a tem
porary injunction December 9 against the town of 
Stoughton, which was sought by Morgan to block the 
town from taking possible civil or criminal action 
against her or Alex's Lounge, where she performs. 
Stoughton selectmen suspended Alex's liquor license for 
five days and its entertainment license for one day after 
finding it guilty of allowing customers to touch Morgan 
during an October performance. Reported in: Boston 
Herald-American, December 10. 

Forest Park, Oklahoma 
The Oklahoma City suburb of Forest Park violated 

the freedom of the press clause of the First Amendment 
by using public funds to publish a newspaper, the 
Oklahoma Supreme Court has ruled. Trustees of the 
town approved funding in 1978 for publication of 
Forest Park News, edited by Brother John Gitlis, a 
member of alocal independent monastery. "There is no 
reason to suspect that political views contrary to the of
ficial line of the Forest Park trustees would be objective
ly published in the Forest Park News," Judge Paul 
Brightmire wrote. Reported in: Washington Post, 
December 22. 
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is it legal? 

foreign speakers 

Washington, D.C. 
On December 28, the American Civil Liberties Union 

filed the fourth in a series of lawsuits asking federal 
courts in Washington and Boston to stop what it 
charges is the Reagan administration's unconstitutional 
interpretation of the McCarran-Walter Act. Represen
ting five individuals denied visas to enter the U.S., a 
number of citizen groups and several members of Con
gress, the ACLU asserted that the administration is us
ing a law designed to protect the nation from terrorists 
to block individuals who hold political viewpoints dif
ferent from its own. (For a full discussion of this issue 
prepared by the ACLU, see Newsletter, Nov. 1983, p. 
177). 

Among members of Congress joining the suit are Sen. 
Paul Tsongas (Dem.-Massachusetts) and Reps. Donald 
Edwards (Dem.-California), Charles E. Schumer 
(Dem.-N.Y.) and James Shannon (Dem.-Masschu
setts). "I don't think anyone is going to deny the 
government has the right to deny visas to people who 
are likely to commit terrorist acts or who are closely 
linked with acts of violence," said Shannon. "But we 
shouldn't be keeping people out just because we don't 
like what they will say.'' 

The section cited in the four suits provides for barr
ing aliens the government believes would "engage in ac
tivities which would be prejudicial to the public interest 
or endanger the welfare, society or security of the 
United States." The most recent incident occurred 
November 29, when the government denied visas to 
Nicaraguan Interior Minister Tomas Borge and 
Salvadoran rightist Roberto D' Aubuisson. A week 
earlier, the State Department denied a visa to Ruben 
Zamora, a Salvadoran leftist who planned to address 
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public forums. 
The ACLU suits challenge visa denials to Borge; 

Hortensia Allende, widow of the slain Chilean leader; 
two Cuban women invited to speak at New York univer
sities; and Nino Pasti, a retired Italian general and 
former NATO commander who opposes the placement 
of U.S. missiles in Europe. Reported in: Chicago 
Tribune, January 1. 

religion in schools 
Campbellsville, Kentucky 

Ordered not to display the Ten Commandments, the 
Campbellsville public schools have replaced them with 
presidential quotes about the Bible. The board of educa
tion of the Campbellsville Independent School District 
voted in mid-December to adorn school walls with the 
words of Thomas Jefferson, Andrew Jackson, 
Abraham Lincoln, Dwight D. Eisenhower and Ronald 
Reagan. 

"To take those Ten Commandments off the wall 
went against every man's conviction," Superintendent 
David Fryrear said. "At the same time, they realized the 
Supreme Court has spoken and the laws need to be 
obeyed." In 1980, the Supreme Court struck down a 
Kentucky law requiring posting of the commandments 
in classrooms. Thirty to forty Kentucky school districts 
refused to comply, including Campbellsville. But the 
district tore down its old high school last year and when 
the new one opened, the board decided not to put the 
commandment plaques back up. 

The posters replacing the Ten Commandments are 
titled, "The Bible Is Our Heritage." Copies were 
donated by the Kentucky Heritage Foundation. The 
posters include a passage from President Reagan's Year 
of the Bible proclamation: "Within the cover of the 
Bible are all the answers for all of the problems of men. 
The Bible can touch hearts, alter minds and refresh 
souls." Reported in: Chicago Sun-Times, December 16. 

Blountville, Tennessee 
Bible classes in Sullivan County schools can no longer 

be offered to elementary students during regular class 
hours, the county board of education decided 
November 14. But the board did leave open the option 
of allowing private groups to rent space in county 
school buildings to conduct Bible classes after hours. 

The board decided to eliminate its Bible classes, 
which were sponsored by several outside groups, follow
ing a successful challenge to similar classes in the 
Bristol, Virginia, schools (see Newsletter, Nov. 1983, p. 
195). The classes had been taught in Sullivan County for 
"years and years." Reported in: Bristol Herald
Courier, November 15. 
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Austin, Texas 
The Texas State Board of Education ruled January 14 

that biology textbooks used in Texas public schools do 
not have to mention Charles Darwin, formulater of the 
theory of evolution and natural selection. Critics of the 
decision accused the board of bowing to pressure from 
religious fundamentalists. 

Affirming a 14-7 preliminary vote, the board rejected 
a proposal that would require that texts purchased for 
the 1985 school year mention Darwin and others ''who 
have advanced biological science and their primary con
tributions." Virginia Currey of Arlington, who spon
sored the motion, said she was "appalled" that Texas 
pupils will not be exposed to Darwin. Michael Hudson, 
state coordinator for People for the American Way, 
said the vote "sent a clear message to textbook 
publishers: Evolution need not be even mentioned in 
biology and science textbooks in Texas." Reported in: 
Washington Post, January 15. 

loyalty 
Berkeley, California 

Ten years ago, when three radicals were elected to the 
Berkeley City Council they garnered national attention 
by refusing to join other council members in reciting the 
Pledge of Allegiance. Shortly thereafter, the Council 
agreed to drop the pledge from its agenda. But now the 
city again finds itself embroiled in a controversy over 
the issue. For many years, no one really seemed to 
notice that the Berkeley Council didn't begin its sessions 
with the pledge, but Leo Bach, a self-styled "reformed 
radical," did. He began to raise a stink. 

That wouldn't have been such a big deal-Berkeley is 
no stranger to such controversies-but members of the 
Alameda County Board of Supervisors caught wind of 
the dispute and decided to take action. The Board voted 
to deny the city of Berkeley federal funds distributed by 
the county if the Council did not restore the pledge. 
Soon the whole city was engulfed by what can only be 
called "flag fever." 

Fearing similar actions directed against them, the 
Berkeley Board of Education spent several thousand 
dollars to install flagpoles in front of schools which 
lacked them. Angry parents protested that the money 
could have been put to far better use: purchasing badly 
needed textbooks and educational resources, ,repairing 
dilapidated physical plants. In several schools, anxious 
principals institued a mandatory pledge. When one 
elementary school student said she refused to pledge 
allegiance to a government responsible for Hiroshima, 
her parents were called in and warned by school officials 
not to "indoctrinate" their child. 

Through all this the City Council held firm-not for 
any lack of patriotism, but, it would seem, as much out 
of sensitivity to the balance of power between local and 
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county government. As 1984 arrived, the issue was still 
unresolved. Reported in: East Bay Express, December 
16. 

shopping malls 

Paramus, New Jersey 
ACLU attorney Frank Askin has returned to court 

against the Bergen Mall of Paramus on the issue of 
literature distribution on mall property. In October, 
Askin won a test case against the mall, forcing mall 
owners to permit free speech activities on its premises 
(see Newsletter, Jan. 1984, p. 18). In November, Askin 
filed a new complaint on behalf of two members of the 
BetEen Freeze Campaign who sought to distribute 
literature about nuclear weapons in connection with the 
television movie The Day After. 

The plaintiffs charged that the Bergen Mall's rules, 
under which a group may distribute leaflets only once a 
month, at only one entrance designated by mall of
ficials, and by just two members with all activity ceasing 
by 7 p.m., are too restrictive. "The message is clear 
now," Askin said. "The malls have to permit 
reasonable access. Certainly one day a month is not 
reasonable.'' 

Superior Court Judge Sherwin D. Lester agreed to a 
temporary restraining order and issued more flexible 
temporary guidelines for pamphleteering. Future hear
ings will determine a permanent resolution of the 
dispute. Reported in: Hackensack Record, Novem
ber 23. 

student press 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 

The University of Minnesota Board of Regents has 
decided to ask for a hearing before the full U.S. Court 
of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit over the Minnesota 
Daily "humor issue" decision. University President C. 
Peter Magrath said the regents decided October 18 to 
ask for the hearing after a three-judge panel ruled they 
acted improperly in limiting funds for the Daily because 
of the controversial issue (see Newsletter, Jan. 1984, p. 
18). Magrath said the regents had not yet decided 
whether to appeal to the U.S. Supreme Court if the full 
appeals body rules against them. Reported in: Min
neapolis Star & Tribune, October 20. 

(Continued on page 54) 
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success stories 

libraries 

Richmond, Rhode Island 
Petals on the Wind, by V. C. Andrews, a mystery 

novel which some parents and administrators feared 
might "prematurely influence" students' sexual desires, 
will remain on the shelves of the Chariho Regional 
School Library in Richmond. The novel, challenged for 
a second time last September by two groups of com
plainants (see Newsletter, Jan. 1984, p. 9; Sept. 1983, 
p. 153), was studied by a review committee which con
cluded: "This book is not pornographic, and its presen
tation [is] realistically treated." In Decem her, the 
Chariho School Committee voted 5-4 to accept the com
mittee's recommendation not to ban the book. 
Reported in: Boston Globe, December 22. 

Fairfax County, Virginia 
The Fairfax County School Board voted December 15 

not to ban an ALA award-winning children's book that 
some parents maintained encourages drug and alcohol 
abuse and is anti-semitic. In voting unanimously not to 
remove Gentlehands, by M. E. Kerr, from district 
library shelves and classes, board members said 
references considered by some to be pro-drug were 
minimal and passages detailing the Nazi holocaust were 
informative rather than anti-semitic. 

Penny Phillips, vice president of the Parents' 
Association to Neutralize Drug and Alcohol Abuse, 
first challenged the book last spring after her seventh
grade son was assigned it in an English class at Lake 
Braddock Secondary School. Her initial appeals for 
removal were rejected by a parent-teacher committee 
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and the school superintendent (see Newsletter, Nov. 
1983, p. 187). "I still feel strongly about it," Phillips 
said. "I would like to see it removed from the school." 
The novel details the experiences of a middle class youth 
who falls in love with a wealthy socialite. Reported in: 
Fairfax Journal, December 13; Washington Post, 
December 16. 

schools 

Pagosa Springs, Colorado 
The Pagosa Springs School Board unanimously ac

cepted on November 8 a book review committee recom
mendation to keep Go Ask Alice and S.E. Hinton's 
That was Then, This is Now on the seventh grade sug
gested reading list and on the library shelves. The 
board's decision came in response to a formal complaint 
filed by a concerned parent, Wilma Hawkins. Hawkins 
objected to the graphic language, subject matter, "im
moral tone, and lack of literary quality found in the 
books. "I think the two books should be completely 
taken out of the schools," stated Hawkins. "We are 
paying for them with our tax dollars. It's time we realize 
that there are differences between children and adults.'' 

The review committee and the board disagreed. The 
review committee found the books' language and plot 
particularly effective for young readers since they ap
pealed to a large number of students and prompted 
discussion on a number of important issues. Ralph 
Hamilton, who teaches seventh grade English, stated, 
''Either the parent or student can come to me and say 
they don't like the assigned book. I would be happy to 
change the reading material for that particular 
student.'' Hamilton continued, ''A parent does have the 
right to decide what his or her child will or will not read, 
but if a parent says that no other student is allowed to 
read it, that's censorship because other parents haven't 
been permitted to make that choice." Reported in: 
Pagosa Springs Sun, October 13, 27, November 10. 

Linthicum, Maryland 
Anne Arundel County ninth-graders will continue us

ing a law textbook despite Linthicum parent Joy Anne 
Fox's nine-month fight against this "bad book." After 
a November 21 meeting, the county Board of Education 
endorsed the findings of a board-appointed hearing ex
aminer that Street Law-A Course on Practical Law by 
three Georgetown University professors was "proper 
for the course in which it is used." Three weeks earlier 
examiner John Wright agreed with a textbook review 
committee that the book did not promote untraditional 
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values nor violate other standards. 
Fox, research chair of a group called Parents 

Evaluating Education thru Research (PEER), began her 
campaign against the book on behalf of the organiza
tion in February when she outlined some seventeen 
specific concerns. The textbook committee rejected her 
complaint in May and she appealed to the board, which 
appointed the hearing examiner in July (see Newsletter, 
Nov. 1983, p. 186). PEER's main objections included 
the book's presentation of changing family structures, 
its discussions of abortion, marijuana and drug use and 
nude bathing. 

In his ruling Wright said: "Students below the ninth 
grade level are certainly exposed to these same social 
topics to a much greater degree by present-day television 

. programming, newspaper articles and in peer discus
sion." Reported in: Glen Burnie Gazette, Nov. 5, 30; 
Annapolis Capital, Nov. 4. 

(Censorship dateline ... from page 44) 

of state or foreign heads of state. 
Lebanese authorities introduced official censorship 

during the 1975-76 civil war and, technically, have 
maintained it ever since, although the government lack
ed the power to enforce it. Now, with the army very 
much in evidence in West Beirut, where most 
newspapers are published, the government is in a 
stronger position to implement censorship restrictions. 
Reported in: Variety, December 28. 

Demascus, Syria 
Syria announced in early January that it had banned 

seven western-made films, including The Winds of War, 
The Birth of the Beatles, and Sophie's Choice. Five of 
the films were reported banned by the Syrian Arab 
News Agency because they were "anti-Arab and arous
ed sympathy with Jews." These were Winds of War, 
Sophie's Choice, the U.S. production Coup D'Etat, a 
Canadian film called The Lucky Star and Waf Ober 
Mann from West Germany. The Birth of the Beatles 
was banned because its distribution company dealt with 
Israel, while Giant was banned because its star, 
Elizabeth Taylor, supports Israel. Reported in: Variety, 
January 11. 

Istanbul, Turkey 
Hurriyet (Liberty), Turkey's largest newspaper, was 

closed by military authorities December 1. A note 
delivered to the paper's editorial desk by police gave no 
reason for the action, but referred to clauses in the 
emergency law giving the martial law command broad 
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rights to intervene in the Turkish press. A spokesperson 
for the paper said the closure might have stemmed from 
the printing of an allegedly pro-leftist advertisement. 
Reported in: Washington Times, December 2. 

Occupied West Bank 
A report issued December 12 found "pervasive" cen

sorship of Arab publications in the Israeli-occupied 
West Bank that ''mirrors the larger struggle between 
Palestinians and Israelis." The 167-page study was com
missioned by the Fund for Free Expression, a New 
York-based affiliate of the Helsinki Watch and 
Americas Watch groups which monitor civil liberties. 
The study was authored by Dr. Meron Benvinisti, a 
former Deputy Mayor of Jerusalem who is also active in 
the Israeli peace movement. 

According to the report, Israeli censorship is not con
fined to suppressing "supposed national security 
secrets." Rather, Benvinisti wrote, "the primary con
cern is to eradicate expression that could foster Palesti
nian nationalist feelings, or suggests that Palestinians 
are a nation with a national heritage.'' The study said all 
materials must be submitted to the censors, including 
photos, advertisements and crossword puzzles. The 
report said that of 1,077 English-language items by one 
newspaper last year, ~67 were suppressed and another 
214 partly censored. Reported in: New York Times, 
December 13. 

(Is it legal? ... from page 52) 

government regulation 

Los Angeles, California 
Citing the "opinion molder" rule in its loan regula

tions, the Small Business Administration has been deny
ing assistance to a variety of businesses involved in the 
communication of ideas. One such business, motion 
picture exhibition, perceived the rule as having chilling 
effects on both competition and First Amendment 
rights-and the exhibitors have begun a campaign to 
reverse it. 

The SBA policy in question denies loans to any 
business "engaged in the creation, origination, expres
sion, dissemination, propagation or distribution of 
ideas, values, thoughts, opinions, or similar intellectual 
property, regardless of medium, form or content." 
Thus, SBA loan guarantees are withheld from movie 
and record producers, theaters, theater groups, com
posers, publishers, schools and even greeting card 
manufacturers. Oddly, as Motion Picture Association 

Newsletter on Intellectual Freedom 



of America president Jack Valenti noted in a letter to 
the SBA, the rule denies aid to theater operators "while 
inconsistently permitting such assistance to cable tele
vision companies." 

The drive to exempt theater owners from the rule 
shifted into high gear recently when the MP AA threw in 
its support and several bills were introduced in Con
gress. In early December, leading representatives ·of the 
Theater Equipment Association, the National Associa
tion of Concessionaires, and the National Association 
of Theater Owners, testified on behalf of a bill introduc
ed by Rep. Joseph Addabbo (Dem.-N.Y.) which would 
effectively abolish the rule. (A similar bill was introduc
ed in the Senate by Sen. Jim Sasser (Dem.-Tennessee).) 

The theater operators emphasized the economic costs 
of the rule, but in his testimony Valenti discussed First 
Amendment implications. Quoting a recent law journal 
on the subject, Valenti said "the SBA's tortured inter
pretation of the opinion molder rule has resulted in the 
agency's inability to 'promote small business participa
tion where it might be the most socially valuable: in 
those communication fields which have been tradi
tionally dominated by big business' and 'instead of pro
tecting First Amendment rights,' the rule 'may actually 
be impeding the maintenance of a free press in our 
society' ." Reported in: Variety, December 7. 

broadcasting 

Washington, D.C. 
The Federal Communications Commission has 

decided against forcing commercial television stations 
to broadcast specific amounts of children's pro
gramming. The commission voted 3-1 to state only that 
broadcasters have a responsibility to serve children, 
but refused to mandate specific amounts of pro
gramming for youngsters. 

The decision ends a four-year proceeding during 
which groups such as Action for Children's Television 
(ACT) sought to have the agency strengthen its policy 
statement. The National Association of Broadcasters 
lobbied against the move. Edward Fritts, its president, 
said making the government an editor would be "a 
dangerous precedent." Last fall Rep. Timothy Wirth 
(Dem.-Colorado) introduced a bill requiring stations to 
carry educational children's shows. Reported in: Wall 
Street Journal, December 23. 

Seattle, Washington 
The three largest television networks, the New York 

Times and The Everett (Wash.) Herald filed suit 
December 12 to overturn a new Washington law aimed 
at stopping news organizations from questioning voters 
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as they leave polling places. The news organizations 
charged the law ''impermissibly restricts speech and 
commentary" and so violates the First Amendment. 

The law forbids such polling less than three hundred 
feet from a voting place. It was enacted in response to 
contentions that the networks had discouraged potential 
voters in 1980 by announcing Ronald Reagan's victory 
before polls closed on the West Coast. The Washington 
law would not stop networks from broadcasting the 
results of such polls in other states, but the news 
organizations are concerned other states may adopt 
similar prohibitions. Hawaii and Florida have such 
laws, but the news organizations say the Florida statute 
is rarely enforced. Reported in: Wall Street Journal, 
December 13. 

etc. 
Hartford, Connecticut 

"Nude Beer," an ordinary beer with an extraordinary 
label, can no longer be sold legally in Connecticut. 
Charles W. Kasmer, executive secretary of the Liquor 
Control Commission, said November 14 the California 
producer which makes the label had not tried to re
register its label since it was banned in late September. 
The label showed a head-to-waist photograph of a 
young woman wearing a black bikini top that could be 
scratched off like the surface of a lottery ticket. "We 
did give [the company) a chance if they wanted a hear-

, ing on it,'' said Kasmer, ''but we never heard from 
them." Reported in: Danbury News-Times, November 
15. 

Wareham, Massachusetts 
A Cape Cod man is fighting his town for the right to 

maintain a huge billboard he says is political expression 
protected by the First Amendment. Wareham officials, 
however, have taken well known town gadfly, Alex
ander Byron, to court. They claim the billboard, erected 
atop Byron's wife's restaurant and describing his 
"Revolution II" plan to put Americans back to work, 
is an eyesore which violates town bylaws. Reported in: 
Boston Herald-American, December 8. 
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(NSA suit ... from page 33) 

telligence organization, has directed a private library to 
halt public access to personal letters mentioned in a 
book critical of the agency. In a visit to the George C. 
Marshall Research Library, located on the campus of 
the Virginia Military Institute in Lexington, in early 
April, two representatives of the security agency also 
put a "secret" stamp on some letters which were written 
by a former agency official but were never government 
property. Library officials said the security agency in
structed them to place the letters, including many 
without the secrecy stamp, in a vault the library uses to 
house secret data. 

"Many of the letters were cited by the author James 
Bamford in his book, The Puzzle Palace, a highly 
critical report on the NSA and its power published last 
year. While they were at the Marshall library, NSA of
ficials told the library that the visit was part of a 
systematic effort to track down and, if necessary, 
remove from public circulation research materials used 
in Bamford's book. Bamford said ~he actions would 
"have a very chilling effect on any historical 
researcher.'' 

''The letters removed from open library shelves were 
written from 1942 to 1969 by William F. Friedman, a 
pioneer in cryptological [code-breaking] work in the 
United States. According to library officials, they dealt 
primarily with personal matters. Mr. Friedman died in 
1969 and donated his papers to the library. 

''After the NSA visit, a reporter who asked to see 
several of the Friedman letters mentioned in Bamford's 
book was given the relevant files. The specific letters, 
however, were missing. In their place were notices that 
the materials had been withdrawn for security reasons. 
In some instances, entire folders had been removed. 

"Library officials said they had no choice but to 
remove the materials from circulation. "If something is 
classified, it's classified," one said. Other documents 
removed from the Friedman collection, however, were 
marked by notices that made no mention of any security 
agency action. Library officials said these papers were 
not classified or otherwise officially designated as sen
sitive. "They simply informed us that the papers were 
sensitive and told us to put them in the vault," an of
ficial said. 

"Scholars and civil liberties lawyers denounced the 
agency's action as, in the words of one, "a new form of 
censorship." Mark H. Lynch, an attorney for the 
ACLU, said, "When the government starts barring the 
public from seeing unclassified documents in private 
libraries, it's an extraordinary form of censorship." 

"Historians and lawyers said they had never before 
heard of a case in which open research materials men-
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tioned in a published book were later classified secret or 
removed from circulation. "The removal doesn't make 
-any sense from the standpoint of reason, let alone 
scholarship,'' said Samuel Gammon, executive director 
of the American Historical Association. 

"Critics of the action also questioned the NSA's 
authority to declare secret or otherwise influence the 
status of documents that were never the property of the 
government. An executive order on national security 
signed by President Reagann last year limited the defini
tion of information subject to designation as secret to 
material "that is owned by, produced by or for, or is 
under the ·control of the United States Government." 

"Lieut. Gen. Lincoln D. Faurer, director of the NSA, 
defended the removal, calling it a "routine" part of the 
agettcy's "responsibility to advise and assist in the pro
tection of NSA-related national security information" 
contained in library collections. "Just because informa
tion has been published doesn't mean it should no 
longer be classified," he said. Reported in: New York 
Times, April 28." · 

controversy in Madison 

As one Madison newspaper reporter put it, "To be 
spurned by the Madison Public Library may be the next 
best thing to getting banned in Boston from an author's 
point of view." "If I ever wrote a book, I'd want you to 
reject it," one library board member told the library 
staff. After first refusing to put local writer Roy U. 
Schenck's self-published anti-feminist book, The Other 
Side of the Coin: Causes and Consequences of Men's 
Oppression, on its shelves, the Madison Public Library 
later relented-and within days a dozen people were on 
a waiting list to borrow it. 

The bizarre controversy began when Schenck offered 
to donate a copy of the book to the library, which 
declined the offer, having "properly determined there 
was no need for or interest in" the title. Schenck then 
took his case to the press. He charged the library with 
censorship, alleging that "militant feminists" on the 
staff were deliberately suppressing his ideas. 

Library Director Peter Niemi said the charges were 
without foundation-and members of the local media 
and many in the community agreed. "It is not the 
library's policy to suppress any body's opinion," he 
said. "And if we had such a militant feminist staff, we 
wouldn't have Playboy in the library!' 

But if Schenck could not support his charges of cen
sorship, he did attract considerable attention to his 
cause, The turning point, perhaps, came when na-
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tionally syndicated Chicago columnist Mike Royko 
took up the issue. As letters pro and con poured into the 
local media, the library staff reviewed their decision and 
in light of the growing interest decided to add the book 
to the collection. Reported in: Madison Capital Times, 
November 5, 7, 9, 14, 15, 18. 

victory at Brandeis H.S. 
Good news, unfortunately, sometimes travel5 slowly. 

In the July and September, 1983, issues of the Newslet
ter (pp. 107, 171) it was reported that eighteen books on 
homosexuality purchased for the Brandeis High School 
library in New York City by Carol Bloom, Dean of 
Girls, had been placed in a closet after the New York 
Post published a news article about the matter. It turns 
out, however, that even as the report was written, the 
issue had already been resolved-and favorably. 

According to a January 11letter received from Laura 
S. Goodman, Chair of the United Federation of 
Teachers Library Media Committee, the books had 
been placed in a back room for about a month, but once 
her committee found out about it, a protest was lodged 
with the Board of Education and they were back on 
library shelves by the end of May. "We are watchdogs 
on censorship!" she said. 

Ms. Goodman also enclosed a copy of a letter from 
Carol Bloom thanking the UFT for its assistance in 
resolving the controversy "in a positive manner and 
relatively promptly." According to Bloom, Goodman 
and her committee "pursued a just resolution with per
sistence, vigor and intelligence." In addition to setting 
the facts straight and informing our readers of the 
happy conclusion of this incident, the Newsletter would 
like to take this opportunity to join Carol Bloom in con
gratulating Laura Goodman and the UFT Library 
Media Committee on a job well done. 

Dodd, Mead author files suit 
Richard Conniff, one of three authors whose works 

were cancelled by Dodd, Mead last summer after parent 
company, Bible publishers Thomas Nelson, decided 
that none of its subsidiaries would publish books with 
"objectionable" words in them, has sued Dodd, Mead, 
Thomas Nelson and Nelson president Samuel Moore for 
$3.7 million. · ·· 

The suit was filed in federal district court in New 
York and is the first legal action arising from the 
cancellations (see Newsletter, Nov. 1983, p. 188). Many 
authors' groups, including the Authors League, PEN, 
the American Society of Journalists and Authors, and 
the National Writers Union have objected to Dodd, 
Mead's action. 
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Coniff's main charge is that the company breached its 
contract to publish The Devil's Book of Verse, the book 
Conniff compiled and edited. He also charged that 
Nelson and Moore "intentionally and improperly" in
terfered with the contract and that Moore "maliciously 
intended" to harm his reputation, status and career, 
especially when Moore publicly stated he didn't want to 
be involved in the publication of "trash." 

The Devi/'s Book of Verse had been published August 
1 and was beginning to be distributed when orders came 
from Thomas Nelson that Dodd, Mead could no longer 
publish works with the offensive words. The publisher 
then asked Conniff to take out two verses with "god
damn" in them. Conniff refused, and the books re
mained in a warehouse. 

The other two books cancelled by Dodd, Mead were 
Tip on a Dead Crab, by William Murray, and Skim, by 
Thomas Henege. They had not yet been printed and 
have since been taken on by other publishers. Reported 
in: Publishers Weekly, January 6. 

1984 lmmroth Award to Gene Lanier 
Dr. Gene D. Lanier, Professor of Library Science at 

East Carolina State University, has been selected as the 
1984 recipient of the John Phillip Immroth Memorial 
Award. The Immroth Award, presented annually by the 
ALA Intellectual Freedom Round Table (IFRT), honors 
those who have made notable contributions to intellec
tual freedom and have demonstrated remarkable 
courage. The award of $500 and a citation will be 
presented Sunday, June 24, 1984, at the program 
meeting of the IFRT at the ALA Annual Conference in 
Dallas. 

Announcing the award, David Cohen, chair of the 
Immroth Award Committee, cited Dr. Lanier "as a 
prime example of a fighter for intellectual freedom on 
the grass roots level. Dr. Lanier has worked through his 
local community and local and statewide associations 
tirelessly and with distinction, and has garnered well
deserved local support and commendation." 

As chair of the North Carolina Library Association 
Intellectual Freedom Committee since 1980, Lanier has 
presented over 75 papers at conferences, professional 
and civic meetings in the southeast concerning the threat 
of library censorship and the individual's right to read, 
view and listen. A former president of NCLA, he was 
appointed by the governor to the State Library Commit
tee and by the Speaker of the North Carolina House to 
the Study Committee on Obscenity Laws. Dr. Lanier 
also serves on the Intellectual Freedom Committee of 
the Southeastern Library Association, as parliamen
tarian and member of the Research Grants Committee 
of the North Carolina Association of School Librarians, 
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as liaison representative of the Association for Library 
and Information Science Education, and on the North 
Carolina Advisory Council of People for the American 
Way. 

In 1982, Lanier received the Hugh M. Hefner First 
Amendment Award in education "for his contribution 
and dedication to the fight for First Amendment rights 
at the grass roots level, by working to defeat censorship 
legislation and by responding to hundreds of librarians 
who have been threatened by would-be censors." 

first amendment center established 
at Columbia 

A gift of three million dollars from an alumnus and 
his wife to the Graduate School of Journalism at Co
lumbia University has established the nation's first 
center for the study of First Amendment issues. The 
Saul and Janice Poliah Center for the Study of First 
Amendment Issues will focus scholarly attention on 
freedom of speech and press. Announcing the center's 
establishment, Osborn Elliot, dean of the Graduate 
School of Journalism, said: "The First Amendment is 
little understood by many Americans-and often comes 
under unwitting attack by those who should be its staun
chest supporters. This new center will provide a con
stant reminder of its central role in our democracy, by 
encouraging the exploration, study, research and 
teaching of matters affecting news media and the law.'' 
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censor board dies quietly in Chicago 
Chicago movie audiences will no longer have their 

films censored by the city. Sgt. John Vrdolyak, head of 
the Police Department's Film Review Section, said that 
the elimination of his group and of the city's Motion 
Picture Appeals Board, which were axed from the city 
budget in December, will save taxpayers about $200,000 
~nnually. The major complaint against the groups was 
that they weren't needed anymore. 

The Film Review Section, founded at the turn of the 
century and usually composed of widows of police of
ficers., used to screen every film shown in the city. The 
Motion Picture Appeals Board was established in 1961 
to review pictures turned down by the Section. If the 
Board didn't approve, the city sought a court injunc
tion. In recent years, both groups were generally inac
tive. 

Three aldermen, however, voted to retain censorship. 
Ald. Roman Pucinski said he will look into reinstating 
some sort of censorship board. "Just because a group 
isn't perfect doesn't mean we should necessarily 
eliminate it," Pucinski said. "With the communications 
explosion, we should have some channel to preserve 
some basic concepts of morality.'' Reported in: Chicago 
Tribune, January 20. 
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Banned Books Week 
September 8 - 15, 1984 

Mark your calendars! 

Spread the word! 

During ALA's Midwinter Meeting, the sponsoring organizations of Banned Books Week met, designated 
September 8- 15 as the "week," defined the various components of the materials kit, and clearly determined 
the various areas of responsibility and deadline dates. This year, ALA will be totally responsible for the Banned 
Books Week kit and it will be out much, much sooner. The focus of this year's kit and week will center around 
Orwell's 1984 and the National Security Directive 84. The kit will include: 

• a poster 
• camera-ready art for ads and bookmarks 
• sample news releases 
• proclamation form and action sheet 
• display ideas 
• an annotated "List of Books Some People Consider Dangerous" which will be significantly revised and 

updated 
• an annotated "List of Books Challenged or Banned in the U.S. in the Last Two Years" 
• an annotated "List of Books Affected by the National Security Directive 84" 
• information on how to order a Banned Books Week postage meter slug 
• plus other items 
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